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Wednesday, 1 April 1987

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 4.30 pm, and read prayers.

THE LATE MR C. C. NALDER, MLA
Condolence: Motion

HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [4.34
pm]-by leave: I move-

That this House expresses its deep regret
at the death on 14 March 1987 of Mr
Camnbell Crawford Nalder, member for
Narrogin from 8 February 1986: places on
record its appreciation for his meritorious
public service; and tenders its profound
sympathy to his family in their bereave-
ment.

The members of the National Party in this
place, Hon. Eric Chariton, Hon. John Caldwell,
and Hon. Tom McNeil, wish to be associated
with my remarks in general and have asked me
to speak on their behalf in moving this motion.

Cambell Crawford Nalder was a colleague of
ours who certainly proved himself in the little
more than 12 months that he served his elector-
ate of Narrogin. There is no doubt that he was
a fine chap and he was certainly making his
way in his parliamentary career. No doubt he
was very familiar with this career as a result of
the career of his father, Sir Crawford Nalder,
who served with distinction for so many years
as a member of Parliament in the Assembly.

Regrettably, Cambell contracted an illness
around Christmas time, as a result of which,
despite his great spirit and immense will to
live, he could not escape the ultimate destiny.

Cambell Nalder had a very fine record not
only as a member of Parliament but also for his
service to the public at large and his com-
munity, and it is because of that record that my
motion is worded in the way it is.

He was early educated in Wagin and he
completed his secondary schooling at Wesley
College. He returned to the family farm straight
from school, and that fairly early return to look
after the farm was no doubt part of the deal,
bearing in mind that his father was occupied
off the farm.

As things became set up on the farm,
Cambell became a shire councillor for the
south east ward of the Wagin Shire, and he was
Wagin's representative on the Federal Govern-

inent's Australian Assistance Plan which
involved the total south west of Western
Australia. He was chosen as the delegate to two
Federal conferences in Canberra and was re-
sponsible for the boundaries being changed and
reformed into three areas.

He was a member of the Western Australian
branch of the British Breeders of Sheep Society
and the Western Australian branch of the Stud
Pig Breeders Society, and held the position of
State President as well as being a Federal del-
egate for nine years.,

When the West Australian Commercial Pig
Producers Council, later to become the West
Australian Pig Producers Association, was
formed, he was a foundation member and was
a member for four years of the Pig Liaison and
Research Committee. He judged at nine Royal
Shows.

Cambell was associated with many sports,
including basketball, tennis, squash, and
hockey. He coached men's and women's bas-
ketball sides at country week events.

For five years he was a local preacher at the
Uniting Church, having been a superintendent
of the Sunday school for five years and a
teacher for some 20 years.

He was a foundation executive member of
the original Young Country Party and had been
a member of the Country Party since the late
1950s.

Shortly after he was elected he became par-
liamentary secretary of the National Party and
he served that office with great distinction. In
our opinion, Cambell Nalder had a parliamen-
tary career ahead of him which would have well
and truly matched even the efforts of his illus-
trious father. However, that was not to be.

We mourn his passing and we sincerely hope
that his wife Janice and his children Jillian,
Peter, Dean, and Grant will understand with us
that his passing had to be. As Virgil said, "Each
has his appointed day. Life is brief and irrevo-
cable." I believe Cambell knew this in the end
and he accepted it.

But, reluctantly, he had to give away the
great will he showed to us, his colleagues, when
finally the battle was over and he could see that
life was no longer possible.

He was a great colleague, and we sincerely
mourn his passing.

HON. J. M. DERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) f4.41
pm]: Government members would certainly
wish to be associated with this motion and with
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the tribute which Mr Gayfer has paid to the
late Cambell Nalder. Apart from very limited
official contact, I confess that I did not have
the opportunity to get to know Mr Nalder per-
sonally, and that really is another reflection of
the regrettably short time spared to him to
serve in the Parliament after his election.

We are aware, however, of his lengthy com-
munity and local government service before
coming to the Parliament, and his success in
the election last year under quite difficult cir-
cumstances can only he understood as
indicating his very high standing in the com-
munity from which he came.

We are also aware, of course, of the great
tradition of parliamentary service which was
established in his family by the service of Sir
Crawford Nalder, and there is no reason to
doubt that Cambell Nalder would have fol-
lowed in that path had he been spared to do so.
Unfortunately that was not to be, with the re-
sult that a great loss has been suffered by his
local community and by the Parliament as well.

The greatest loss, however, is that suffered by
his immediate family and we join with Mr
Gayfer in the expression of condolence to Mrs
Nalder and other members of the Nalder fam-
ily.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [4.43 pmJ: I speak on behalf of
the Liberal Party, and of course I support the
condolence motion.

1, like Hon. Joe Berinson, did not have the
opportunity to get to know Cambell Nalder
very well, although I probably knew him better
than Hon. Joe Berinson. However, it was quite
obvious that Cambell Nalder had a brilliant
career ahead of him. During the occasions on
which I did meet him I had a great respect for
what he was doing and the progress he was
making in his party and in the Parliament. The
work he had done had already impressed, and
to become party secretary after such a short
time, and to serve on a number of important
committees with the distinction he did, is a
credit to him and the future he had ahead of
him.

I understand from Hon. Mick Gayfer's
remarks that Mr Nalder gave tremendous ser-
vice in the community, and the success that he
achieved when he was elected to Parliament is
a tribute to his performance in the activities
that he undertook on behalf of the community.
At the same time, he was committed to the

future and betterment of the rural sector and
once again he performed with tremendous
credit.

Quite a number of members here attended
Mr Nalder's funeral, and I have never attended
a funeral where there were so many people-
there must have been 600 or 1 000 people
there. That is surely a demonstration of the
enormous number of people who had a regard
for Cambell Nalder and his family. I am sure
these remarks will be passed on to his family,
and I say with all sincerity that this will be a
sad loss to the Parliament of Western Australia.
We had looked forward to a great performance
from him.

We extend our sincere condolences to his
family, his children, his father, and all those
who have suffered greatly as a result of that sad
loss.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [4.45
pm]: 1, too, wish to join Mr Gayfer in paying
respect to Cambell Nalder. Like Mr Gayfer and
Mr Brown, I served with Cambell's father in
the other place, and Cambell joined the Wagin
Shire Council about the same time as I became
the member for Lower Central Province, which
covers the Wagin Shire.

Much has been said this evening about
Cambell Nalder, and I shall not enlarge on that.
I wish to say just one thing, which concerns a
visit Hon. John Caldwell and I made to the
hospital to see Cambell Nalder before
Christmas. His terrific courage showed
through. He joked with us about the time he
may or may not have to live and finally said to
us-such was his faith-that the Lord would
decide when he should go, and that he hoped it
would be later rather than sooner. He had the
strength of his faith that I believe many of us
would like to have. Whether or not we will
have it in the same circumstances, I do not
know.

To Janice and the family 1, as Cambell's
upper House colleague, extend my sympathy in
conjunction with Mr Gayfer's motion.

HON. W. N. STRETCH (Lower Central)
[4.47 pm]: I am very grateful to Mr Gayfer for
bringing up this motion because I wish to be
associated with it also. With Hon. Sandy Lewis,
I shared the Narrogin electorate, and Cambell
Nalder will be sorely missed in the area.

I was out of the State when news of Cambell
Nalder's death was sent to me and I was deeply
shocked that such a promising career should be
cut so short. Born of a long line of farming and
parliamentary traditions, his time in this place
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was mast tragically short, but in that brief
period we saw that he threw himself into the
workings of this place with great energy and
enthusiasm. In particular, his work on one of
the Select Committees was most noticeable for
its forceful and conmmonsense approach, which
is something we need more of in this place.

The keynote of Cambell Nalder's life was his
tradition of service and involvement in the
community and the sporting field , as Mr
Gayfer has pointed out. His children have fol-
lowed in that tradition, and he really will be
very sadly missed in the community of Wagn
I have my office there and know bow much he
is missed already.

Cambell's commitment to the pig and British
breeds of sheep industries, and his family's
achievements in those industries, are well
known throughout the State, and indeed
throughout Australia. The family has countless
show ribbons and trophies to attest to its suc-
cess and diligence in that area. We only hope
the boys carry on the long tradition, started by
Cambell's father, of excellence and achieve-
ment in those industries.

To his wife, Janice, and the children-
.Iillian, Peter, Dean, and Grant-we can only
express our deepest sorrow that their father has
passed on at so young an age. Like Hon. Sandy
Lewis, my colleague, I express not only my
sympathy but my extreme admiration for the
courage Cambell showed in facing his death.
His passing was a great loss to all of us but was
also an inspiration and a demonstration of how
courage and faith can get us through that sad
time.

Especially to Jan, we express our sympathy.
She has been asked to bear a greater burden
than that of most parliamentary wives, and we
all know how much we owe to our spouses in
carrying on a career in this place. To his father,
Sir Crawford Nalder, I know this is a sad and
bitter blow and I extend to him my sympathy.
We knew him as the local member of Parlia-
ment for Kojonup for many years, and his de-
votion to his job was unparalleled. To see his
son taken so early in his promising political
career is indeed a double tragedy.

However those of us left in this place must
draw courage and strength from the dignity and
calmness with which Mr Cambell Nalder faced
his death.

I can only finish by saying: May you rest in
peace, Cambell Crawford Nalder.

HON. J. M. BROWN (South East) [4.51
pm]: 1, too, would like to be associated with the
condolence motion moved by Hon. H. W.
Gayfer.

I believe that everything that could have
been said about Cambell Nalder has been said.
I was privileged, together with other members
of this place, to attend Cambell Nalder's fu-
neral in Wagin; and the testimony of the com-
munity and of the Parliament, both State and
Federal, was a great tribute to a worthy citizen
and member of the Legislative Assembly, and
the seat of Narrogin itself.

Cambell Nalder was well known to me for his
contribution to the pig breeding industry; the
efforts of his stud farm in Wagin were reflected
right throughout the eastern wheatbelt. The
progeny produced by his stud farm will con-
tinue to bear testimony to his great ability in
that direction.

To Sir Crawford and Lady Nalder, I offer my
deepest sympathy. I had the opportunity to
speak to Sir Crawford at his son's funeral and I
believe the strength he has will be an encour-
agement to Janice Nalder and her family.

I deem it a privilege to support this condol-
enice motion.

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths):
On behalf of the Legislative Council, I also
want to be associated with this condolence mo-
tion.

Like most members of Parliament my con-
nection with Cambell Nalder was relatively
brief but on the few occasions on which I had
an opportunity to speak to him, I was able to
come to the conclusion that all of the remarks
that have been made by numerous speakers
today in this Chamber are truly well-founded.

I extend on behalf of the Legislative Council
my deepest sympathy to his family.

Question passed, members standing.

JOHN FORREST NATIONAL PARK
Entry Fee: Petition

The following petition bearing the signatures
of 129 persons was presented by Hon. P. G.
Pendal-

TO-The Hon. the President and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Council of the Par-
liament of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled. WE, the undersigned citi-
zens of Western Australia:
Being visitors to, or patrons of, the Tav-
em-Restaurant in John Forrest National
Park request the W.A. Government to re-
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view the entry fee of $4 into the park in
view of the fact that is effectively becomes
a $4 surcharge to visit the Tavern Res-
taurant.
Alternatively, we request that the ending
point into the park be moved 50-odd
meires in order to allow tavern patrons to
bypass the sentry box.
Your Petitioners, therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your Petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

(See paper No. 89.)

DEPUTY CHAIRMEN OF COMMIlTEES
As to Appointment

HION. J. M. DEPINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [5.00
pmj: I seek leave to move a motion relating to
the appointment of Deputy Chairmen of Com-
mittees.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) (5.01 pm]: I understood it was
the normal practice to give notice of these mo-
tions. I wonder why it should be a motion with-
out notice. I am not going to argue about it, but
it seems to me the standard practice should be
pursued as far as possible in this House. Per-
haps the Minister could give a reason.

The PRESIDENT: It is not actually a debat-
able matter. The Leader of the House is seeking
leave to move a motion, but in view of the
peculiarity of the occasion I will allow the
Leader of the House to answer the question.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) (5.03
pm]: Perhaps with your indulgence, Mr Presi-
dent, I could refer not only to the proposal to
proceed immediately to the appointment of
Deputy Chairmen of Committees, but also to
the Standing Committees which will be the
subject of a subsequent motion.

It is really a matter of suiting the con-
venience of the Council. We will be proceeding
immediately with debate, and it may be the
case that the Chairman of Committees has the
need to call on the services of a Deputy Chair-
man, perhaps even later in today's sitting. For
that reason it seems appropriate to move to
these appointments now.

In respect of my later motion dealing with
the appointment of various Standing Com-
mittees, I should indicate it is mainly to meet
the convenience of one of the committees,

namely the Standing Committee on Govern-
ment Agencies, which has a meeting scheduled
for tomorrow.

Leave granted.

Appointment
On motion by Hon. J. M, Berinson (Leader

of the House), resolved-
That Hon. John Williams, Hon. Robert

Hetherington, Hon. Garry Kelly, and Hon.
Mark Nevill be appointed Deputy
Chairmen of Committees.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION

Appointment
The following members were appointed to

sessional committees, on motion without no-
tice by Hon. J. M. Berinson (Leader of the
House)-

(a) Standing Orders Committee-Hon.
John Williams, Hon. Robert
Hetherington, Hon. Garry Kelly, Hon.
Mark Nevill, and Hon. J. N. Caldwell.

(b) House Committee-Hon. H. W.
Gayfer, Hon. John Williams, Hon.
Robert Hetherington, and Hon. B. L,
Jones.

(c) Printing Committee-Hon. C. J. Bell
and Hon. S. M. Piantadosi.

(d) Library Committee-Hon. P. 0.
Pendal and Hon. Tom Helm.

(e) Government Agencies Committee-
Hon. Garry Kelly, Hon. N. F. Moore,
Hon. C. 1. Bell, Hon. Mark Nevill,
Hon. E. J. Chariton, and Hon. B. L.
Jones.

SESSIONAL ORDERS
Adoption

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) (5.05
pm]: I move-

That notwithstanding any rule or order
to the contrary, the rules adopted for the
duration of the previous session relating to
time limits ion speeches, sitting and ad-
journment times of the Council and Ad-
dress-in-Reply be adopted for this current
session or until the House otherwise or-
dens.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opj,-sition) [5.06 pm]: I am certainly not
going to oppose this motion, but 1. point out
that I have always been opposed to the limi-
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tution of time allowed for members to speak in
this place, whether on the Address-in-Reply, on
the second or third reading of a Bill, or in the
Committee stage. Some substantial beniefits
were contained in some of the changes last
year, but that is one reservation I have. We
need a few more weeks to get back into gear, as
it were, and reassess the situation.

I imagine the Leader of the House or some-
one is likely to move eventually that the new
arrangements be incorporated into Standing
Orders, and that is perhaps the appropriate
time for me to raise the matters I have
mentioned. With those comments I foreshadow
the argument I will raise at a later stage.

Question put and passed.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON
DELEGATED LEGISLATION

Appointment: Motion
HON, J. M. BERINSON (North Central

Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [5.08
pmj: I move-

That-
A. a Standing Committee of both Houses

of Parliament, to be called the Stand-
ing Committee on Delegated Legis-
lation, be appointed at the commence-
ment of each Parliament, to which
committee the following rules shall ap-
ply:

1. The Standing Committee on
Delegated Legislation (the
"Committee") shall consist of 4
members of the Legislative As-
sembly and 4 members of the
Legislative Council of whom:
(a) 2 each shall be appointed by

the Premier and Leader Of
the Opposition by writing
addressed to the Speaker;

(b) 2 each shall be appointed by
the Leader of the Govern-
ment in the Legislative Coun-
cil and the Leader of the Op-
position in the Legislative
Council by writing addressed
to the President.

2. (1) Of the members appointed
under rule 1 (a), 1 shall be
appointed upon the
recommendation of the
Leader of a Party in the
Legislative Assembly of not
less than 5 members other

than a party whose leader is
the Premier or Leader of the
Opposition.

(2) A member may resign from
membership of the com-
mittee at any time by writing
addressed to the President or
Speaker, as the case may re-
quire, and the appropriate
Presiding Officer shall there-
upon invite the person (or his
successor in office) who
appointed that member to
appoint a member to fill the
vacancy, and the member so
appointed holds office for the
balance of the vacating mem-
ber's term but is eligible for
reappointment. .

3. A person shall not be appointed
to, or continue as, a member of
the Committee if that member is
or becomes:

(a) A Minister of the Crown;

(b) The President of the Legislat-
ive Council;

(c) The Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly; or

(d) The Chairman of Com-
mittees of the Legislative
Council or of the Legislative
Assembly..

4. At its first meeting the Com-
mittee shall elect from its mem-
bers (being one appointed by the
Premier or the Leader of the
Government in the Legislative
Council) a Chairman, and a
Deputy Chairman.

5. it is the function of the Com-
mittee to consider and report on
any regulation that:

(a) appears not to be within
power or not to be in accord
with the objects of the Act
pursuant to which it purports
to be made;

(b) unduly trespasses on estab-
lished rights, freedoms or
liberties;

(c) contains matter which ought
properly to be dealt with by
an Act of Parliament;
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(d) unduly makes rights depen-
dent upon administrative,
and not judicial, decisions,

6. (1) If the Committee is of the
opinion that any of the regu-
lations ought to be
disallowed, in whole or in
pan, it shall report that
opinion and the rounds
thereof to each House before
the end of the period during
which any motion for disal-
lowance of those regulations
may be moved in either
House, but if both Houses are
not sitting, it may report its
opinion and the grounds
thereof to the authority by
which the regulations were
made.

(2) A report made pursuant to
rule 6(1) to the authority
which made the regulations
shall be tabled in each House
not later than 6 sitting days
from the start of the next en-
suing sitting of each House.

7. If the Committee is of the opinion
that any other matter relating to
any regulation should be brought
to the notice of the House, it may
report that opinion and matter to
the House.

8. A report of the Committee shall
be presented in writing to each
House by a member of the Com-
mittee nominated for that pur-
pose by the Committee.

9. The Committee has power to
send for persons, papers and
records, and to sit during an ad-
journment of either House or of
both Houses.

10. A quorum for the conduct of busi-
ness is 4 members.

11. Except to the extent that they im-
pinge upon the functioning of the
Committee, its proceedings shall
be regulated by the standing or-
ders applicable to Select Com-
mittees of the Legislative Council.

B. The Legislative Assembly be advised
accordingly and invited to pass a mo-
tion in similar terms.

The Government proposes that a Standing
Committee of both Houses of Parliament, to be
called the Standing Committee on Delegated
Legislation, be appointed.

It is proposed that the Standing Committee
consist of four members of the Legislative As-
sembly and four members of the Legislative
Council, of whom two each shall be appointed
by the Premier and the Leader of the Oppo-
sition by writing addressed to the Speaker, arid
two each shall be appointed by the Leader of
the Government in the Legislative Council and
the Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative
Council by writing addressed to the President.

Of the members appointed by the Premier
and the Leader of the Opposition, one shall be
appointed upon the recommendation of the
leader of the Legislative Assembly of the party
of not less than five members other than a
party whose leader is the Premier or Leader of
the Opposition.

It is also proposed that a member shall not be
a member of the committee if he or she is or
becomes-

(a) a Minister of the Crown;
(b) the President of' the Legislative Coun-

cil;
(c) the Speaker of the Legislative As-

sembly; or
(d) the Chairman of Committees of the

Legislative Council or the Legislative
Assembly.

In addition, it is proposed that the committee
shall elect from its members, being one
appointed by the Premier or the Leader of the
Government in the Legislative Council, a
chairman.

The purpose of the committee is to consider
and report on any regulation that-

(a) appears not to be within the power or
not to be in accord with the objects of
the Act pursuant to which it purports
to be made;

(b) unduly trespasses on established
rights, freedoms or liberties;

-(c) Contains matter which ought properly
to be dealt with by an Act of Parlia-
ment; or

(d) unduly makes rights dependent upon
administrative, and not judicial de-
cisions.

If the committee is of the opinion that any of
the regulations ought to be disallowed, in whole
or in part, it shall report that opinion and the
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grounds thereof to each House before the end
of the period during which any motion for dis-
allowance of those regulations may be moved
in either House. If both Houses are not sitting,
it may report its opinion and the grounds
thereof to the authority by which the regu-
lations were made.

Such a report to the authority which made
the regulations shall be tabled in each House
not later than six sitting days from the start of
the next ensuing sitting of each House.

The committee shall have the power to send
for persons, papers and records and to sit dur-
ing an adjournment of either House or both
Houses.

The proposal to establish the Joint Standing
Committee on Delegated Legislation arises out
of debate in this House on the Legislative Re-
view and Advisory Committee Repeal Bill
1986. Members will recall that debate on that
Bill was not finalised prior to the completion of
the 1986 Budget session of Parliament.

The Government proposes to proceed with
the Bill and, as I indicated in my second read-
ing speech and in the course of debate, to sim-
ultaneously propose a Joint Standing Com-
mittee of both Houses.

It is proposed that the resource requirements
of the committee be met out of the Council's
existing resources. As members will be aware,
both the Clerk and Deputy Clerk of the Council
have legal qualifications and the Clerk assures
me that it is within the capacity of the Coun-
cil's officers. to service the committee.

Mr President, I commend the motion to the
House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. V. J.
Ferry.

CHARITABLE ORGANISATIONS

Establishment of Select Committee: Motion

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [5.16
pm]: I move-

1. That a Select Committee of 6 mem-
bers be appointed to inquire into and
report on:

(a) Practices and methods governing
or relating to the collection, man-
agement, and disbursement of
funds by any person or body for

an alleged charitable purpose in
circumstances where financial
contributions are donated by or
solicited from the public or from
any group of persons at any time
or from time to time;

(b) the adequacy or otherwise of cur-
rent controls or requirements re-
lating to such donations, collec-
tion, management or disburse-
ment whether those controls or
requirements are imposed by
written law or adopted
voluntarily;

(c) whether or not it is desirable to
enact new or additional legis-
lation intended to govern the do-
nation or collection, manage-
ment, and disbursement of funds
for a charitable purpose and, if so
desirable, the form, content and
extent of that legislation;

(d) such other matters, generally rel-
evant to any of the foregoing, as
may appear desirable to comment
or make recommendations on.

2. The committee have power to send for
persons, papers and records and to
open its proceedings during the hear-
ing of evidence to accredited represen-
tatives of the news media and the pub-
lic.

3. The committee has power to make in-
terim reports.

4. The committee shall report finally not
later than 31 October 1987.

The Select Committee proposed in this motion
will, in short, have the task of reviewing the
Charitable Collections Act and regulations, and
the Street Collections (Regulation) Act and
regulations.

The review is necessary because those Acts
are now out-dated in view of developments in
charitable fund raising, and the fact that penal-
ties are nominal, and enforcement measures
inadequate.

I commend the motion to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. A. A.
Lewis.
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LEGISLATIVE REVIEW AND ADVISORY
COMMITTEE REPEAL DILL

Restoration to Notice Paper
HON. J. M. DERINSON (North Central

Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [5.18
pm]: I move-

That the Legislative Review and Advis-
ory Committee Repeal Hill 1986 be
restored to the Notice Paper and thereafter
be proceeded with at the same stage that it
had reached in the previous session.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [5.19 pmn]: The Opposition op-
poses this motion. What we are being asked to
do is to reinstate legislation on the Notice
Paper, and there are good reasons why this
should not be automatic. There are times, I
agree, when by arrangement certain Bills are
reinstated onto the Notice Paper, and I under-
stand at least one arrangement was made
towards the end of the last session dealing with
tobacco franchise legislation, when Hon. Joe
Berinson and myself and the Leader of the
National Party, Hon. Mick Gayfer, made simi-
lar statements in the House to thai effect.
Nevertheless where there is anything that is
argued with or is slightly controversial, then
there should not be a reinstatement of the legis-
lation.

The whole purpose of a two-House system is
to make sure that there is slow and cautious
progress of legislation through Parliament.
That is all the more important if the legislation
is controversial. We have to make sure that the
public have ample time to consider what is
going on step by step. Members and the public
must be given time to form their opinions so
that the wishes of constituents can be reflected
in the actions undertaken by members of the
Legislative Council.

The bicameral system is a very important
system. Not many members of the Legislative
Council would argue about the benefits of that
system. For a number of years and in recent
times I have heard one or two members say
that it would be a damn good job if this House
did not exist. The experience of the Labor
Party in Queensland has obviously changed the
minds of some members here who now see
great benefit in the bicameral system.

The bicameral system is not for the con-
venience of Government; it is not so that a
Government can manipulate the system; it is
not to avoid public debate and rebuke. As I
have said, it exists so that legislation can go
through both Houses of Parliament. step by

step in a proper form in the one session of
Parliament. The intent is perfectly clear. If the
Government of thd day tries to change the
system, it is manipulating it. It appears that at
times this Government responds to things get-
ting tough for it or to public criticism by
closing down the show. It then comes back and
reintroduces the legislation, hoping that every-
thing has blown over.

Hon. V. J. Ferry: Are you talking about pro-
rogation of Parliament?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Yes, I will get to that.

The whole system will break down if this
process continues year after year.

Hon. J, M. Berinson: As it has in every pre-
vious year.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I will make reference
to that, Mr Berinson. I am sure that the Leader
of the House has the figures, as I do.

I am worried that the Government is
manipulating the system, and I will provide
some examples.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Ha, ha!

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: When I give the
examples, the Minister will agree with me in-
stead of laughing.

The Government was utterly ruthless in the
way it closed down two sessions of Parliament.
We all recall the cold-blooded and calculating
way in which the Government closed down
both Houses to prevent legitimate debate and
to avoid public debate of accusations of scan-
dais and other matters that ought to have been
publicly debated.

Hon. Mark Nevill: Are you talking about the
electoral Bill?

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: Yes, I am talking
about Wednesday 27 November 1985. 1 point
out that that was a black day for democracy.

Hon. J. M. Brown: Like 11 November.

Hon. Tom Stephens: It saved us having to
listen to all those dreadful farewell speeches.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: This is a very serious
matter. Members. will recall that the dlosing
down of Parliament on the date I have
mentioned was a move made by the Govern-
nient-

Hon. Garry Kelly: Was that I I November,
was it? That was a dark day.

Hon. N. F. Moore: You always come in
about five minutes after everybody else.
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Hon. G. E. MASTERS: This is a very serious
matter and I want it to be taken seriously. The
Government prorogued the Parliament. It did
so with the sole purpose of preventing this
House from debating some very important
issues. It simply said, "It is getting too hot.
We'll close the door." It closed the door on us
with calculation and intent. At that time the
Opposition-through Hon. Norman Moore for
one-was about to move a motion dealing with
the possible misuse of public funds.

Hon. Tom Stephens: We have since
disproved those ridiculous allegations.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The motion dealt
with possible political corruption. This is what
happened. All members here know very well
that this House was closed with the intention of
preventing Hon. Norman Moore from debating
that issue. It was getting too hot.

Hon. Tom Stephens: It was an unsubstan-
tiated allegation.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The honourable
member knows that it had never been done
before and was done for the reason I have
given. I have the Notice Paper. Another matter
on it dealt with the deregistration of the
Builders Labourers Federation. The Govern-
ment did not want to deal with that either. It
closed down the House for the purpose of
preventing the Opposition from debating very
important issues.

On Thursday 4 December 1986 the Govern-
ment took a different course of action. The
Ministers in this House deliberately dropped to
the bottom of the Notice Paper legislation
which was likely to be amended by this House.
It was quite possible that we would amend a
number of Bills and Government Ministers
feared that if amendments were made in this
House, the Legislative Assembly would have
been forced to come back to deal with the
amendments. Therefore, those Government
Ministers said, "Right, we won't deal with
those Bills because that could lead to the Legis-
lative Assembly being brought back." Once
again, that was a manipulation of the system.

There was to be debate on the report on the
sale of the Midland Abattoir land. That report
was tabled in the Legislative Assembly in the
late hours of the parliamentary sitting. The
Government of the day had said that it would
give the Opposition time to debate that report,
but then changed its mind because things were
getting too hot for it again. Therefore, it said,
"Hang on; we'll drop the legislation that's going
to cause us embarrassment and we'll go away

and come back many months later and carry on
as though nothing ever happened." That is the
wrong course of action to take. The Govern-
ment cannot simply lock the door, go away and
hope that the Opposition will forget about the
matter four or five months later and say, "All is
forgiven. Carry on and debate the legislation."

We all know that the legislation the Govern-
ment will reintroduce was put on the bottom of
the Notice Paper and forgotten. We all know
that all the matters I have just raised were due
to be discussed in the Legislative Assembly but
those discussions were avoided. We all know
the exact reason for a great deal of legislation
being moved down the Notice Paper and for-
gotten about. Members should look at the old
Notice Paper to understand that. On that No-
tice Paper was the reference to a committee
system; the Government did not want to deal
with that. There was reference to the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies; obvi-
ously, the Government had no interest in that.
There was reference to the Aboriginal Liaison
Committee, which we wanted to debate. The
Government dropped all those matters, as well
as dropping its own legislation. That is a very
serious matter indeed. The Government should
not be able to manipulate the system in that
way.

This Bill was debated in October of last year.
All we are saying is that with 5'/2 months be-
hind us and with virtually nothing on the No-
tice Paper other than the Address-in-Reply the
Government can simply reintroduce the legis-
lation. That is all we are asking. The Govern-
ment should just start again and not create this
stupid situation.

Hon. J. Mv. Berinson: Why?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Hon. Joe Berinson

knb .ws very well what l am talking about.
Hon. J. M. Berinson: I certainly do, but you

haven't said it.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We know the

Government will attempt to reinstate other
legislation.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Now we are coming to
it.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is right; I am
not hiding that.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: That has not been made
clear to this point.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am just saying that
the whole system is being manipulated. Hon.
Joe Berinson can do with this legislation
exactly what Hon. Mick Gayfer has done. Hon.
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Mick Gayfer has taken a very honourable
course of action. He has said that he will
reintroduce his legislation.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Because it was rejected
last session. You don't see a difference between
an uncompleted Bill and a rejected one?

Hon. E. J. Chariton: No, it wasn't rejected.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Mr President, Hon.

Mick Gayfer is doing what needs to be done.
He is reintroducing the legislation. What on
earth, after 51/ months, is the purpose of turn-
ins back in respect of this Bill and saying we
will carry on where we left off? It is not the
right course of action; it is improper; and it will
lead to a breakdown of the whole parliamen-
tary system.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Has it never happened
before?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Yes. Let me remind
honourable members when it did happen be-
fore.

[Resolved: That motions be continued.J
[Questions taken.]

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Both the Attorney
General and the Government Whip said this
has happened before, and I will explain just
how many times it has happened before.

Over the last 14 years only seven Bills have
been reinstated in the Legislative Council, and
five of those Bills were reinstated during the
time of this Labor Government. Prior to 1985
we saw two Bills reinstated. In 1973 the Sales
by Auction Act Amendment Bill, a Labor Bill,
was reinstated on motion by Hon. Ron
Thompson. I moved for the reinstatement of a
fisheries Bill in 1981. That Bill was reinstated
by agreement and it dealt with Commonwealth
powers in fisheries matters.

It is only in recent years that this Govern-
ment has adopted the practice of simply
reinstating Bills to suit its own purpose. In
1985, five Bills were reinstated. It now appears
from the Notice Papers in the Parliament that
the Government wants four more Bills
reinstated. This Labor Government will have
reinstated nine Bills in two years if the Govern-
ment has its way now.

This is a very serious matter when we bear in
mind how the Government has prorogued Par-
liament in recent years. It has taken the unpre-
cedented step of locking the doors of the Parlia-
ment to prevent us from coming in and debat-
ing issues-it locked the damn doors!

Hon. J. M. Berinson: We are not preventing
debate, but facilitating it.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is absolute rub-
bish. The Attorney General knows we are not
intending to block legislation. He could
reintroduce this Bill next week.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: You want it introduced
six times.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is 5 / months since
this legislation was introduced. No-one has any
doubt that the Government's purpose over the
last two years has been to shut the Parliament
early in order to prevent the Opposition from
debating important issues. We could face a
situation where in December of this year,
should there be a further Brush affair or any
similar affair, the Government might close the
Parliament under some pretext in order to pre-
vent debate on that subject. Next year it could
come back and say that all was forgiven and
forgotten, let us start where we finished. That is
the wrong way to go about these matters.

I ask members to consider this issue
seriously. If we are to accept this Government's
practice of reinstating Bills, the Legislative
Council will lose its integrity. What on earth
are we here for if we allow the Government to
shut up the Opposition in this way? I ask mem-
bers to vote against the proposal and to make
sure that they do not assist the Government in
its attempt to manipulate the Parliament.

HON. N. F. MOORE (Lower North) [5.53
pm]: I support the Leader of the Opposition
because this really is a matter of some prin-
ciple. The Bill the Minister is seeking to re-
instate on the Notice Paper at the stage it
reached last session is a Bill I spoke to when it
was before us last year. I spoke at the second
reading stage some five or six months ago.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: And you want to speak
again.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: That is not the point.
Over the long time since we last discussed the
Bill significant changes to the circumstances
surrounding it could have taken place. Under
this proposition I would be precluded from
speaking to the Bill again and that negates a
principle which I think is important.

Once a Parliament is prorogued and a par-
ticular session of Parliament is finished, what
has happened during that session has finished
and should not then be continued into the next
session as though the previous session had not
finished.
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There is no reason why the Government can-
not reintroduce the Bill now and start again.
That would overcome the problem facing me of
not being able to speak to the Bill again if it is
merely reinstated.

Imagine the hypothetical case of a Bill which
may have reached the third reading stage when
the Parliament is suddenly prorogued. Some
six or 12 months later the Parliament could be
resumed and the Minister could try to reinstate
the Bill at the third reading stage and the Bill
could be passed on the third reading debate
only.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is very hypotheti-
cal.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: But it is possible. Hon.
Gordon Masters raised issues today which I
thought were not possible. I never thought I
would ever walk to the door of the Parliament
and find tacked to it a proclamation stating
that the Houses of Parliament were prorogued,
just when I had walked across to the Parlia-
ment to take my seat because I knew there was
business to be done. At that time I never
thought that would be possible. So any scenari.o
one seeks to imagine is indeed possible, includ-
ing the situation I have just outlined. It is a
principle which ought to be preserved because
it prevents a dangerous situation from
developing.

We should reject the motion. I do not see
why the Minister cannot start from the begin-
ning again by reintroducing the Bill. We could
all then debate the legislation according to the
situation now applying, not that applying six
months ago. I urge the House to reject the mo-
tion and suggest to the Minister that he
reintroduce the Bill so that we can debate it
according to the situation applying now.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the
sitting, on motion by Hon. H. W. Gayfer.

(Continued on page 59.)

[Resolved: That motions be continued.J

BILLS (2): INITRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING.

1. Machinery Safety Amendment Bill.

2. Hospitals Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Hon.
H. W. Gayfer, and read a first time.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 31 March.
HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of

the Opposition) [7.30 pmj: I support the fol-
lowing motion moved by Hon. Garry Kelly-

May it please your Excellency-
We, the Members of the Legislative

Council of the Parliament of Western
Australia in Parliament assembled,
beg to express our loyalty to our most
Gracious Sovereign and to thank Your
Excellency for the Speech you have
been pleased to deliver to Parliament.

It is always necessary to repeat that motion at
this stage of the sitting. I congratulate Hon.
Garry Kelly on the way in which he moved the
motion. I congratulate also His Excellency the
Governor and Mrs Reid for the wonderful job
they are doing in carrying out the duties at-
tached to the office of Governor and the wife of
the Governor of Western Australia. Both Pro-
fessor Reid and his wife have fulfilled their
positions with great distinction and honour
and I want to record that at the beginning of
my speech.

I also congratulate Hon. Joe Berinson on
attaining the position of Leader of the Govern-
ment in the L.egislative Council on the retire-
ment of Hon. Des Dans. I do not think there
was any doubt in anyone's mind that he would
become the Leader of the House and I con-
gratulate him on his achievement.

I congratulate Hon. Kay Hallahan on her
promotion to Deputy Leader of the House and
I also congratulate Hon. Graham Edwards on
his promotion to the Ministry. It is quite obvi-
oii$ that he is a man of great courage and ten-
acity and that he has done very well.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: He is not too good at
answering questions.

.Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is a great achieve-
ment for Hon. Graham Edwards.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Thank you for your
kind remarks.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Having said those
nice words I will refer now to some of the more
serious aspects of the debate.

It is fair to say that this Parliament has been
called together later than usual and at probably
one of the most critical times in this State's
history. Up until the last two years we were a
proud State; a State which, through successive
Governments, had a great deal of integrity and
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honesty. I refer to the Hawke State Labor
Government, the Brand Government, the
Tonkin Government and the Court Govern-
ment, Those Governments had the proud dis-
tinction of having integrity and honesty in
dealing with the traditions of Parliament and
of the parliamentary process. That integrity
and honesty continued until the Burke Govern-
ment gained power.

It appears that we now have a new breed of
Labor Party men. We no longer have the tra-
ditional Labor Party. men whom we had in the
Parliament in the past, but a new breed of
Labor politicians led by Mr Burke.

From the very first day this Government
gained power it has had its sticky fingers in
private enterprise and areas where previous
Governments had no involvement. In recent
weeks the Government's activities have be-
come apparent and people have been talking
about the appointment of Government
cronies-whether one of those appointments
involved a person who has a criminal back-
ground is not the issue-to positions of trust
involving dealings in public assets.

lion. S. M. Piantadosi: Who are they?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is obvious that

Hon. Sam Piantadosi has not read the news-
papers. I will pass a newspaper to him. I do not
know whether the appointments involved his
cronies or whether they are the Premier's
cronies.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: Mention them by
name.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am going to do that
and Hon. Sam Piantadosi can tell me whether
they are his cronies. People are even suggesting
that perhaps senior members of the Govern-
ment are up to their necks in the wheeling and
dealing that is taking place at this time on a
scale never before seen in Western Australia.

We have reached the stage where maybe the
survival of this State Government depends on
the way in which it handles itself and whether
it is prepared to be honest. If the allegations
regarding cronyism continue and the people
who are wheeling and dealing are allowed to
continue with their dealings this Government,
when it goes out of office, -will leave a stain on
the parliamentary system which will take years
to remove.

This Government has been rocked by scan-
dal after scandal and a debate on one of the
worst scandals is taking place in another place
at this very time. The accusations about
cronyism. and the various scandals in this State

are getting closer to the Premier. He has made
no secret of the fact that some of the appoint-
ments have been made by him.

Hon. J, M. Berinson: Why don't you make a
specific allegation about the Premier and it will
be answered. These are outrageous statements.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: They are outrageous
statements because the activities of this
Government are outrageous. Everyone in the
community is talking about the Government's
activities. It is no wonder that Hon. Joe
Berinson is embarrassed because he will have a
job to explain the Government's activities.

What has happened over the last two weeks?
H~on. J. M. Berinson: Name one allegation

against the Premier, apart from the rumours
generated from your side.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Premier, on his
own admission, has said that many of the ap-
pointments involved his friends.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: Another Ross
Lightfoot!

Hon. Tom Stephens: No, he is a Leslie
Titmus of the Australian Liberal Party.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: There is a question
mark over cronyism and that subject is on
everyone's lips. It has to be sorted out if this
State is to survive and the integrity of both the
Legislative Council and the Legislative As-
sembly is to be preserved.

The Exim Corporation Ltd debacle was ad-
mirably reported in The Australian Financial
Review. I hope all members read the article. I
understand that the Premier was very upset
about it. As far as the Exim fiasco is concerned
the Premier was impressed with a man named
Keith Gale who was previously convicted and
jailed for fraud. His appointment was
recommended by the Premier of Western
Australia and he has been in all sorts of trouble.
On 19 March 1987 an article in The Australian
Financial Review was headed, "Burke's private
enterprise model is staling".

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Did that report contain
a single reference to corruption? You said it
was a good story.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I can understand the
Leader of the House being upset; he is terribly
embarrassed. However, he should allow me to
point out what is happening and sit quietly in
his seat instead of drawing red herrings across
the trail. Of course, he is upset that Mr Burke's
model of private enterprise is stalling;, it is one
of the things with which Hon. Joe Berinson has
been involved and supports.
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Everyone with any knowledge of the situ-
ation says that it is falling apart, it is going
wrong and there is no accountability. We tried
to make the Leader of the House accountable
for the activities of Exirn Corporation Ltd and
Hon. Max Evans asked question after question
on this subject last session but he was fobbed
off. It is no wonder that the newspapers have
taken up this issue. No-one can say that the The
Autralian Financial Review is not a good
newspaper; it reports facts as it finds them.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Does it allege corrup-
tion?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Having assessed the
support of Exim from a number of interjections
I assume that Hon. Joe Berinson apparently
supports Exim.

Hon. J. Mv. Berinson: I am talking about your
allegations of corruption to which you have not
yet brought a single skerrick of evidence.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I ask Hon. Joe
Berinson whether he thinks Exim is doing a
good job and has done so throughout its exist-
ence. He obviously does not agree. His col-
league's comments were reported on 17 March
1987 under the headline, "F'ormer Exim man
under fire," by Ted Barker, who is a good re-
porter, as follows-

The Minister for Economic Develop-
ment, Mr Parker yesterday criticised the
early activities of the Exim Corporation.
Mr Parker singled out a former consultant
with the corporation, Mr Keith Gale.

That statement was made to the immense
embarrassment of the Premier. The Minister
concerned has probably been called to order
and is in all sorts of trouble but he was being
honest. He said that Keith Gale, and every-
thing he did and stood for, was under a cloud.
The Minister recognised that the whole venture
was in trouble and this resulted from an ap-
pointment made by the Premier of a personal
friend.

On 22 March 1987 the Sunday Times carried
the headline, "Cronyism costs taxpayers".
Those are not my words, they are the words of
Anne Merkel of the Sunday Times. If the
Government has any reason to challenge that
statement perhaps it should do so now or
should have done so in the media.

Mr Mark Smith, the executive officer of the
CSA-

Hon. Graham Edwards: Are you in bed with
the union now?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I know very many
unionists well and they are good friends of
mine. It is only the radicals I do not get along
with.

Mr Mark Smith made the following
statement-

Cronyism in State Government depart-
ments is wasting thousands of dollars of
taxpayers' money, a senior public servant
claimed this week.

And it was also claimed highly-paid con-
sultants were doing work which in some
cases could be done by public servants.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: He is one of your
cronies.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He would take that
comment as an insult. He has a very senior
position, he is spokesman for the CSA, and he
certainly did his share of campaigning against
my party at the last State election. I do not hold
that against him, because that is his right and
privilege, as it is to make statements criticising
the Government. Surely Government members
do not find anything wrong with that. The state-
ment continued-

The president of the Civil Service As-
sociation, Mr Mark Smith, was not
suprised public servants had broken
confidentiality and spoken out.

"A malaise is developing in the public
service that is so great the government is
not going to be able to contain it." he said.

Of course, cronyism costs taxpayers and these
are the Government's and the Premier's
cronies. We have talked about the question
mark of corruption. Is there corruption or not?
Who can be blamed for asking what is going on
after reading the article which appeared in The
Australian on 27 February 1987, under the
headline "Public Servant accepted $100,000
loan from Perth businessman" which stated-

A senior West Australian public servant
supervising the State's biggest single prop-
erty redevelopment accepted a $100,000
loan to his family company from a
businessman closely linked to the project.

It continued-
At the time of the loan, Mr Brush had

been dealing with Mr Rob Martin, the
principal of Accord Nominees.

People are entitled to ask what is going on after
such headlines appear. All we ask is for the
truth to come out. One of Mr Burke's personal
friends has been given a very important job
handling hundreds of millions of dollars, yet he
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has no investment background at all. The pub-
lic are entitled to ask what the devil is
happening.

The Sunday Times on 8 March 1987
contained the following headline, "Brush-off
not the best way". I quote the Premier's com-
ments-

Mr Brush was labelled "hopelessly naive
and foolish" by his friend, Premier Brian
Burke, over a $ 100,000 loan he organised
through a developer with which the Slate
Superannuation Board was dealing.

Mr Brush, the Premier's personal friend, was
given a job without having the necessary back-
ground and experience for the position and his
actions are under question.

I refer to the scandal of the abattoirs sale, a
scandal brought to light in the Legislative
Council, and pay credit to Hon. Neil Oliver
who worked very hard and unmasked some of
the Qovernment's activities. We know that the
Government set up another inquiry in the
Legislative Assembly but because its findings
did not suit the Government or get it out of the
pickle it was in, the members of the Legislative
Assembly closed the doors as quickly as they
could, breaking the promise that discussion
would be held on the report of the Select Com-
mittee, and walked away. We talked about that
matter earlier today; the Government muzzled
debate in the Legislative Assembly with the in-
tention of covering up the scandalous activities
occurring as a result of that sale.

I understand a recent report claims that
equipment and material from that site to the
value of $200 000 have been sold by the new
owner, Mr Ellett. Considering that he paid
$450 000 for 60 acres of prime commercial in-
dustrial land, that is not a bad effort. The deal
would have made any person in this place a
millionaire. Any one person in this place would
have grabbed that deal if the opportunity had
arisen. It was a gross misuse of public property
and funds.

The Brush affair is one of the major scandals
in Australia today and one of the worst scan-
dals in the history of our State. It is an absolute
disgrace to this Government and it is causing
great embarrassment. The Government will
never shake off the scandal, and it is not fin-
ished yet.

It is interesting to note that the Government
and the Premier, such is their desperation,
have taken the most unusual step of issuing
writs on the Leader of the Opposition to try to
shut him up. Writs have also been issued on

some sections of the media and on one of the
reporters personally. That has never been done
before and it is absolutely disgraceful. It is a
frantic move by the Government in an attempt
to muzzle the Opposition. It will not be suc-
cessful. The Opposition has the forum in this
place and in another place. It has been decided
by the Speaker that the members in another
place can discuss this matter as, of course, we
can in this place. The Government cannot
muzzle the Opposition and it is no use mem-
bers opposite shouting.

Mr Brush is another crony of the Govern-
ment who was a mate of the Premier's for a
long time. I do not blame him for that. He was
promoted without any qualifications in invest-
ment, or understanding of what investment
was about. He was given the management of
$400 million to $500 million at least. What did
he do? It should not be forgotten that these
were retirement funds entrusted to the
Superannuation Board by the public and the
Government.

Nevertheless, massive funds were entrusted
to the Superannuation Board for careful and
proper investment. A man with no background
was given the job. He has made a muck-up of it
and has got the Government into terrible
trouble.

Hon. J . M. Berinson: In precisely what way?

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Why did he resign?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: I am talking about his
management, not about the allegations against
him.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I can understand
Hon. Joe Berinson being terribly upset, and
shaking his head, and shouting and trying to
silence me and divert me from what I am say-
ing. I asked a question and I will be very
interested to get the answer. The question was
directed to the Treasurer through the Leader of
the House, asking whether the Treasurer
sanctioned all the investments made by the
board and by Brush. I will receive the answer
tomorrow. I hope that the Treasurer says, "Yes,
I did sanction all of those investmfents." He
should have done, under section 25(2) of the
Superannuation Act.

Hon. T. 0. Butler What would that prove?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It would prove he is
involved and has sanctioned all the invest-
ments.
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Hon. P. G. Pendal: Why did Brush resign if
this is all aboveboard?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Which investments are
you attacking?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I will come to that.
Not only that, but we will raise this issue week
after week. We will gradually build up the case.
If the Leader of the House wants some knowl-
edge of the investments we are talking about,
they have been brought up in another place and
we will continue the debate here.

Hon. T. G. Butler: You will make it up as
you go along.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Hon. Tom Butler
should know-that is what he does with his
speeches. I can understand the honrourable
members opposite. I would be worried too, if!I
were in their position.

In The Australian on 16 March there was a
heading which read "Call for inquiry on WA
loan deal", wherein Mr MacKinnon, our
leader, stated that the Treasurer was deeply
involved. Indeed, as I understand it, the
Treasurer rushed off to see Mr Brush at his
home and spent the whole evening trying to
console him and get him out of the fix he was
in. And the Treasurer said, "I am being fol-
lowed around." What happened at that meet-
ing? Brian Burke was reported as asking Mr
Brush to stay.

In the Daily News on 16 March 1987 was the
heading, "Burke asked Brush to stay". The
article reads-

The Premier, Mr Burke, asked Len
Brush and his wife, Brenda, not to resign
from their Government jobs.

Mr Burke said today he had told the
couple last Wednesday that the worst was
over.

That was on 16 March 1987. If the Govern-
ment and the Premier think it is nearly all over,
they have another think coming. There is so
much material coming in now that it could
bring the Government down if it is not very
careful. We think other people are involved,
and we will get the information which could
devastate this Government. Just give us time! I
can understand why members opposite are
worried.

Members should listen to the heading in The
West Australian on 17 March 1987-"Police
boost Brush inquiry". Such was the concern of
the police that this was reported-

Three more fraud squad detectives have
been assigned to investigate the Brush loan
affair, bringing to five the number of de-
tectives working on the case. ... The detec-
tives are working full time ...

Several Government members interjected.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: In the next week or
two I will remind members of the Government
of the comments they are making now.

Hon. T. G. Butler: We will remind you of the
comments you are making.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: This is an embarrass-
ment for members opposite. I doubt if there
has ever been a heading along the lines of this
one, which appeared in Thre West Australian on
18 MIarch 1987, "Police raid city offices". Such
is the concern of the police that they increased
their force to five full-time fraud squad detec-
ti ves and started raiding city offices.

This has all to do with an appointment by the
Treasurer, with superannuation funds, and
with the handling or mishandling of public
money. I cannot imagine how Government
members can claim they know nothing about it,
or that they are not concerned when this sort of
thing happens. Everybody should be con-
cerned. Certainly the public are worried.

I point out again that the community is
talking of cronyism now as never before and is
asking whether there is corruption in Western
Australia. I am not saying there is, but the pub-
lic are asking whether there is corruption, and
what is happening. They are asking who is get-
ting all these deals. They read names in the
newspapers all the time, and reports of people
receiving special favours and privileges, and
getting jobs through being friends with the
Treasurer.

So Mr Brush is gone. What is the Treasurer's
answer to that? He appoints another crony,
another little mate, Tony Lloyd. I would say it
demonstrates that there is a complete lack of
confidence in the Public Service. Why was not
a senior public servant appointed? What is
wrong with a senior public servant?

Hon. T. G. Butler: What is wrong with Tony
Lloyd?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He is a Government
crony.
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Hon. P. G3. Pendal: He could not get a job
with the Depantment of Local Government two
years ago.

Hon. T. G. Butler: What did he do?

Hon. P. G. Pendal: I will not repeat it for
you. You can read the Hansard.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am making this
speech, and I am saying it is the appointment
of another of the Treasurer's little mates. He
should have appointed a senior public servant
who was away from the political scene. I point
out again that they are handling funds to the
tune of hundreds of millions of dollars and
need absolute protection. 1 am not saying Lloyd
will abuse or misuse the funds. I am simply
saying that one would have thought the
Treasurer would have learnt the lesson from
one of his little mates and put in someone who
was totally apolitical.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Perhaps it should have
been someone you selected.

Hon. C. E. MASTERS: Not at all.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are now attacking
one of our Deputy Under Treasurers.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Yes. He has made
some remarkable progress in the leader's time,
has he not?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: What is there to indi-
cate that it is undeserved?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He is one of the
Treasurer's little mates, that is all. It is just a
political appointment.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is outrageous.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I do not care if it is
outrageous; it is true.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is not true.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Having just quietly
mentioned those important points, I will now
talk about other matters. I make the point that
the Opposition will raise the Brush affair time
and time again. It is being debated at great
length in another place. There is much more
information to come forward. I would not be a
bit surprised to see some charges laid, but we
will have to wait and see what the police do.
They wilt do what they have to, and if they find
anything to act upon, they will. If they do not,
they will report accordingly. I am not worried
about that. We will raise the issue simply be-
cause of the closeness of the matter to the
Treasurer of Western Australia.

I point out that the community is deeply
worried about what is happening and questions
will continue to be asked whether the Govern-
ment likes it or not because the people do not
trust the Government any more.

On I1I June 1986 in a debate in this House I
made a speech in which I said-

The Parliament of Western Australia re-
assembles at a time when Australia is in a
dire economic crisis.

My speech continued-
The world regards Australia as nearly

bankrupt.
I suppose members opposite think that is
funny. Perhaps members opposite could listen
to me and either agree or disagree with what I
say. My speech continued-

They look at our tax system, which is a
system which discourages people from
working and destroys initiative and
enterprise.

Members opposite know damn well that is
true. My speech continued-

.. ,. we must Cut Spending and cut the size
of the Government.
..If that does not happen, indeed there

will be a tax revolt of great magnitude.
In another speech on 21 October 1986 I made
reference to the Government's tax take for
1979-80. Under the Liberal Government the
total tax collection amounted to $326.5
million. In 1986-87-this financial year-
under the direction and advice of the Minister
for Budget Management, this State Govern-
ment has decided to take more than double
that amount, $857.14 million. I made that ref-
erence during the Budget debate and I finished
off by saying-

Hon. T. G3. Butler: Do you want us to ap-
plaud you?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If Hon. Tom Butler
applauded me, I would be worried. My speech
read as follows-

History will show that this Labor
Government's activities will be a period of
deep shame for Western Australia.

I have already referred the Parliament to the
deep shame which the tax burden imposes on
the public; the public must pay for this Govern-
ment's mishandling, and the Government's in-
discret ions are now weighing heavily upon it.

I repeat the call to the Government to cut
spending and tidy up its act. There is more
Government involvement in areas where there
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should be no Government involvement; in par-
ticular I refer to the fact that there are now
more Government regulations than ever be-
fore. I do not know whether any other members
listened tonight when the papers to be tabled
were read out hy the three Ministers. Included
in the documents tabled tonight in this House
was page upon page of the new regulations
which are to be imposed by this Government.
It may have happened during the Liberal
Party's time in Government, but it is a terrible
thing to spend 15 minutes or so reading out
more regulations to be imposed upon the pub-
lic. I wonder whether we may not come to a
time when we can make a statement lifting
these regulations and letting the public regulate
itself as far as possible. However, listening to
all those regulations being read out tonight I
found myself wondering where the State is go-
ing to go next.

The message the public is giving is clear, they
are saying to politicians, whether they be Fed-
eral or State politicians, that they believe the
direction in which the country is going is wrong
and that the tax system is destroying incentive
and enterprise.

Several members interjected.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If honourable mem-

bers would like to read my speeches from a
year ago, they would realise that I have long
advocated a flat tax system. I think there will
need to be a topping up with some other con-
sumer tax but I believe a flat tax system would
be much fairer and would encourage people to
work harder, whether they are in the work force
or not. Members would agree that the present
tax system is pretty tough. If someone works
five days a week he is on a certain tax level, but
if he were to be asked by his boss to work seven
days a week he would jump to another tax
level. This destroys incentive and enterprise.

Hon. J. M. Brown: What about the impu-
tation system?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Hon. J. M. Brown
can talk about that later. I said I support a flat
tax system and if members wish to disagree
with me, that is fine.

I have mentioned that I believe the present
direction in which the Government is going is
wrong; the tax system needs to be changed and
the industrial relations system is-

Several members interjected.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The public are also

talking about changes to the industrial relations
system, which has been shackling employers
and employees for a long time. Things are now

changing; even Mr Hawke has started to rush
around saying that present work practices are
all wrong. Hie was the very man who imposed
those sonts of practices on the public of
Australia and he is now screaming and
shouting that they must go. Despite all his re-
sponsibility for the past institution of those
practices, Mr Hawke is saying now that the
industrial relations system must change. There
is nothing that Hon. Tom Butler or any other
strong union advocate can do to prevent these
changes happening, whether they do so next
week, next month or 10 years hence. The
system will change; it will not be changed by
the employers but by the workers themselves.
The public are beginning to see some of the
results of the disputes which have occurred in
the past and they know now that they would be
much better off under a different system.

Another area in which there is great concern
is the massive bureaucracy which exists in
Australia today. The ordinary people of this
nation think that is wrong. I note that in his
Speech, His Excellency the Governor made ref-
erence to a cutback in the bureaucracy in West-
ern Australia. That is all to the credit of the
Government if it is able to do it. However I
doubt that at the end of the day that is the
Government's intention; I think it is merely
window-dressing. I am not saying that the way
to reduce the bureaucracy is simply to reduce
the massive number of people involved in the
public sector but it can be done, as the
Governor said in his Speech, by natural at-
trition. As people retire, they are not replaced. I
think that is fair and I hope the Government is
dinkum in this respect. The Opposition cer-
tainly asked for an indication of where the cuts
have been made and we on this side hope that
the Government will cut down on the numbers
of consultants and lackeys who have been given
appointments all over the shop, under the guise
of being public servants,

The public know that they have been paying
a hell of a lot more under this Labor Govern-
ment over past months. The public are
demanding change and they will get change.
There is a rising anger in the community about
this matter. Members opposite can sit here
smugly but the people who support them are
just about sick of this situation. It is interesting
to note that the Joh move has lifted the debate
in this area to one of great importance. I am
not one of those people who is worried at all
about Job getting up and stating a few facts. I
repeat: What the community wants is simple. If
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we in the Liberal Party are not wise enough to
take heed, that is our own fault. However I
believe that the things Job is saying are right.

He is calling for less tax. Most people in
Australia, except Labor members, say they
want to pay less tax. Late last year Hon. Fred
McKenzie said he could see no reason why
Government should not continue to grow. He
said we could afford it. There are some mem-
bers opposite who have a different view, but
the community is saying they want to pay less
tax. They want smaller Government, and they
are right. We must have smaller Government,
or at least contain its growth.

Joh is calling for less regulation. Who the
devil is going to argue with that? He says we
have to change the industrial relations system.!I
have already said that it has changed, but I
support that concept. If Joh were standing here
saying those things, I would agree with him.
The fact that he is 76 might slow him down a
bit, but he has lifted the debate on important
issues in Australia.

I am going through the simple messages
which he is putting forward. He is talking about
supporting the family unit, and we support that
as well. The Labor Party does not support the
family unit. In fact a family now-a husband ,wife, a couple of kids-is disadvantaged in our
community because of the activities of the
Government which looks after and funds
everyone except the family unit. We have to
deal with many thousands of people who have
chosen to be leeches on the welfare system. I
am talking about the dole. Many thousands of
people abuse and misuse the system. Many
people have a legitimate right to Government
welfare, and they deserve it and need it; but
many people have no such right. If members
opposite have not got the message now, heaven
help them. Even Hon. Tom Butler must under-
stand-it would take him some time-that
there must be a system of working for the dole.

Hon. T. G. Butler: Do you understand the
industrial relations system? Pigs would fly
backwards!

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Pigs are flying back-
wards, and Hon. Tom Butler will be
overwhelmed! He is living in the dark ages; he
is so conservative and opposed to change.
Every time someene wants to change the
system Mr Butler says, "We are going back to
the days when people worked for nothing."
What rhubarb! What about Mudginberri?

Hon. T. G. Butler: Are you suggesting
Mudginberri was a good industrial relations ex-
ercise?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is obvious from
that comment that Hon. Tom Butler thinks it
was a very bad industrial exercise.

Hon. T. G. Butler: It was.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I suggest he talks to
the work force he is supposed to represent. He
would find that by working harder and longer
hours those workers have doubled their wages.

Hon. T. G. Butler: You do not understand
anything.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Hon. Tom Butler
does not understand anything.

We must recognise one very important
fact-we have a declining standard of living
thanks to people like Hon. Tom Butler who
have shackled the work force for many years.
We have to lift and preserve our standard of
living by two words which are foreign to him-
performance and productivity. We will not
succeed in any other way. Then workers will get
higher wages. The more one performs, and the
harder one works, the richer one will get. Mr
Butler says, "Let us have the money first and
we will see what we can do afterwards-the
money first, and to hell with the bosses."

People throughout Australia today are saying
they have had enough. They want to be given a
go. There are no better workers in the world
than the Australian work force, if they are
given a chance, and at present they are not
being given a chance.

It is More and more obvious to the com-
munity that the Government is ruled by vocal
minorities, unelected union leaders, and an
army of highly paid political appointees and
Government cronies. They are the people run-
ning Australia and Western Australia today.
The Government has been intent on
conducting a campaign to infiltrate the Public
Service at every level. It started at the top and
it is going right the way through the Public
Service. The Government will not get away
with it because the Public Service will not allow
it. The day we get back into Government we
will have to hire a large hall and talk to all these
people and relocate them. Many friends of
members opposite will be involved. Even for-
mer members of Parliament may be getting
considerations. That is a point that is worth
looking at. I think Terry Burke has a comfort-
able office situation at the moment.

43



44 [COUNCIL]

Hon. P. G. Pendal: He has had it for 18
years.

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: In all of this we hear
the cry of "cronyism", reference to a web of
intrigue in the corridors of power, special
favours, and the question of corruption in
Western Australia. Unfortunately the Govern-
ment, and members opposite by their interjec-
tions, has lost sight of the ordinary people it
has claimed for years to represent. People
simply cannot manage. Many people in our
community are bleeding and cannot make ends
meet. They find it difficult to pay their bills,
mortgages, and car repayments, and they are in
desperate trouble.

Hon. T. G. Butler: What would you do about
that?

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: I give up! The prob-
lem is people simply cannot manage. The ALP,
the so-called working man's friend, has lost
touch with the man in the street, That is a
tragedy.

Hon. T. G. Butler: Are you claiming to be in
touch?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I think I am, much
more than Hon. Torn Butler. I have much
greater concern for the man in the street than
Hon. Tom Butler, who is only interested in the
power game and being given a golden hand-
shake when he had done his job. They wanted
him out of the way because he was an embar-
rassment.

Let us look at the performance of the Federal
Government, and then I will refer to the State
Government. Let us talk about the economic
situation in Australia today. The gross foreign
debt is great-S 100 billion. Let me read details
of the Hawke Government's record on the
economy. The Hawke Government has been
the biggest taxing Government in peace time
history-it will take 25.5 per cent of gross dom-
estic product in 1986-87. It is the biggest
spending Government in peace time history-
30.4 per cent of gross domestic product. The
Australian dollar is at its lowest value ever and
interest rates are the highest ever.

Hon. J. M. Brown: That is not true.
Hon. G_ E_ MASTERS: The member can tell

me otherwise. Home loan interest rates are at
£5.5 per cent, Bankcard is 21.5 per cent, the
prime rate is 21 per cent, and the small over-
draft rate is 20.5 per cent. Looking at those
figures we have every reason to be deeply con-
cerned at what is happening under this Federal
Government.

The Australian Financial Review of 19
February 1987 referred to the gross foreign
debt which exceeded $100 billion and
published a graph of the growth in debt over a
period of years.

Hon. J. M. Brown: What was the percentage
of private debt?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The public debt now
constitutes 40 per cent.

Hon. 3. M. Brown: Private debt is 66 per
cent.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I have a figure of 60
per cent, so Hon. Jim Brown is right. It is still
massive and it is a huge burden on the com-
munity. It is all very well to ask how much is
public and how much is private debt.

The Australian gross foreign debt rose from
$14 billion in June 1980; in 1982 it was $25
billion; and in 1983, $36 billion. It was around
that time that the Labor Government came to
power, and from 1983, when it was $36 billion,
to 1986, it rose to $ 101 billion. That is a very
serious situation indeed, and whether it is pub-
l ic or private it is still-

Hon. J. M. Brown: Most of it is private.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is still a very

serious concern because it is a massive burden
around the neck of the public of Australia, and
I am sure Hon. Jim Brown is concerned. Obvi-
ously foreign banks and financiers, and credit
rating organisations, are deeply concerned that
we are going too far down the wrong road, and
they are saying to us, "Unless the Government
pulls its head in on spending and cuts back the
debt, we will go down the chute"; and the
fact sheets are there for everyone to see. In fact,
the comments I have made about the Hawke
economic record are the very reason that we
have a low value for the dollar, the very reason
that we have a low credit rating, and the very
reason that financiers all over the world are
saying, "Do something about it or you will be
in real trouble."

Hon. Graham Edwards: They are also saying
Mr Keating is on the right track.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: There are people who
are saying he is on the right track.

Hon. Graham Edwards: People like Nobby
Clark.

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: Whatever anyone
says-and there are a few people who say it is
good and others who say we are on the right
track-I think members will have to admit that
we are in very serious difficulty at the moment
and that we just cannot grin our way out of it
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and hope it will all go away. If any group in this
country is suffering and bleeding, it is the rural
sector; and the Government cannot laugh off
that problem either. It is the rural sector, and I
will tell members why in a moment.

This Government has been responsible and
has presided over a very high inflation rate. I
quote from the Confederation of Australian In-
dustry newsbrief headed, "Alarming rise in in-
flation rate", which reads-

A quarterly inflation rate of 2.9 per cent
and an annual'rate of 9.8 per cent should
send shock waves through the Australian
community. These figures represent the
highest quarterly rates since December
1982 and the highest annual rate since
June 1983.

The current average annual rate of in-
flation in the OECD countries is 2.3 per
cent. Thus Australia is running a quarterly
inflation rate in excess of the annual
growth in prices through the whole of the
developed world. This is a situation which
simply cannot be allowed to continue.

I again quote from a comment in The West
Australian on 4 March 1987, headed, "Big six
nations tame inflation", where it says-

Washington, rues: Inflation in the
world's six main industrial countries was
an average of only 2-3 per cent last year-
the lowest in 25 years.

In West Germany, prices actually
declined by 0.2 per cent.

Further on it said-
Figures for Japan were not yet available

but the inflation rate dropped below I per
cent early in 1986, the report said.

It continues-
The U.S. rate was amongst the lowest;

1.9 per cent last year.
It continues-

Australia's annual inflation rate, accord-
ing to the latest consumer price index, was
9.8 per cent.

All I am saying is that we are going the wrong
way. Unless something is turned around quite
dramatically, we will be in desperate trouble.

I could not help picking up a little document
called, "Talking points on Britain's economy".
We have heard a lot Of Strong remarks about
Maggie Thatcher's Government and the way
she is going, the terrible things she is doing. Let
us just look at the record of chat Government,
which has tackled some of the problems I have

been talking about tonight-tackled some of
the problems that horrify some members and
that Hon. T. G. Butler will support to his last
dying breath. I quote-

Economic progress. With the economy
into its sixth successive year of growth and
an average rate of 2.5 to 3 per cent, Britain
is in its longest period of uninterrupted
expansion since 1973. Other indicators
also present a picture of sustained growth.

It continues-
In the last six months of 1986 unemploy-

ment fell by over 100 000-its best per-
formance since 1973.

It continues-
Personal income continues to increase:

in the third quarter of 1986, real personal
disposable income was 5 per cent higher
than in the year earlier. Consumers' expen-
diture and retail sales are buoyant, both
having risen by some 5 per cent in volume
between 1985 and 1986.

It goes on to say-
Public expenditure. The latest public ex-

penditure White Paper confirms that over
the next three years, public spending is set
to continue to fall as a proportion of the
national income; by 1989-90 the figure is
expected to be back to the levels of the
early 1970s.

That is a very important step forward, with
public spending dropping quite dramatically,
and it can be done and is being done in some
countries. It continues-

Public spending in real terms is planned
to rise by 1 per cent per year on average,
significantly less than the growth of the
national income.

There I stop the quote to say that the Govern-
ment does not have to literally cut back from
the Public Service or public spending. What it
has to do is greatly restrict it and slow it down
so that private spending, private investment,
and private development grow at a much faster
rate-keep it very, very low and restrict it.

There is another area which the Government
would not like at all but which 1 am going to
talk about, and that is the Thatcher Govern-
ment's privatisation scheme. I know
"1privatisation" is a dirty word, but listen to the
truth on this: In the biggest example of
privatisat ion so far, more than 4000 million
shares in British Gas-almost all its ordinary
share capital-went on sale in November 1986.
The issue was oversubscribed with applications
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from more than five million people. British
Gas now has more shareholders than any other
company in the world.

That is the sort of confidence that is being
engendered by the move towards letting the
public have a little bit of the investment, have a
little bit of the say, and be able to work towards
their own future. I say that it will come here. In
fact, the Labor Government is making some
moves in that direction-quietly, but it is mak-
ing some moves in that direction. It is the only
way to go. The Thatcher Government, with all
the criticism and with all the abuse that is being
thrown at it, is really turning the economy of
the United Kingdom around and it is having a
strong effect on what is happening here because
what is happening here in the industrial field is,
for want of a better ward, "privatisation." It is
being repeated, and it is being repeated quietly,
but it is happening all over the place; and if we
can retain, reduce, or hold down our public
expenditure, we have a chance of going in the
same direction.

I challenge the Government to follow that
direction on a State level as well as a Federal
level. Certainly it can be done to a great extent
at the State level. The document "Thinking
points on Britain's economy" talks about being
competitive, and I quote again-

Competitive tendering for support ser-
vices in the National Health Scheme is
leading to an annual saving of more than
£73 million.

So what we are doing is moving mare and more
in the direction of giving the public a say,
giving the public a better deal, and letting it
have some of the share of the profit; that is
what we talk about when we refer to Govern-
ment records.

Another area of vital concern to everyone in
the community, not the least to the rural sector,
and certainly to all of those people who are
buying their own homes, buying property-
home buyers and farmers I would think are
worst hit-is interest rates, and the Govern-
ment's record on interest rates is very poor
indeed. It is a deliberate campaign by the
Government to lift and maintain high interest
rates to protect the dollar; but in the meantime
people are bleeding, people are leaving their
farms, people do not know what to do. It is
interesting to look at interest rates.

Hon. Garry Kelly: What is the remedy?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Ta change the econ-

omic policy, of course. That is what I have been
talking about all night.

Hon. Doug Wenn: Repeat it all again.

H-on. G. E. MASTERS: Let us look at the
increase in interest rates under the H-awke
Government since 1984. The savings bank
home loan rate in 1981 was 11 .5 per cent. It is
now 15.5 per cent. The Bankcard interest rate
was 18 per cent in 1984 and is now 22.5 per
cent. Prime interest rates have increased from
13.5 per cent to 18.5 per cent. The rate for
small overdrafts has increased from 14.5 per
cent to 20.5 per cent. In a confidential report to
the Economic Planning Advisory Council,
EPAC, there was a warning that there would be
no immediate relief from high interest rates.
That was reported in The Australian on 5
March 1987.

A comparison of the interest rates in
Australia and those int some other countries
shows how badly we have been going and how
poor is the economic management of the
Hawke Government. It has been an absolute
disaster. Mr Gayfer, Mr Chariton and Mr
Caldwell all know that in their electorates
people are walking off their land because of
high interest rates. In Australia the prime
interest rate is 18.5 per cent. In the United
States it is 7.5 per cent; in Japan, 3.7 5 per cent;
in West Germany, 7.5 per cent; in Canada 9.2
per cent; and in the United Kingdom, 12 per
cent. There is no indication that the interest
rate level in Australia will drop.

What does the Premier of Western Australia
have to say about it? In The West A ustralian of
4 February the Premier was reported under the
heading, "Burke shifts stance on money view"
as follows-

The Premier, Mr Burke, threw his full
support yesterday behind the Federal
Government's monetary policies, which
have been responsible for record-high
interest rates.

That is what Mr Burke, your Premier, had to
say.

Hon. T. G. Butler: And yours.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I do not boast about
that sort of thing. I am bitterly disappointed in
the Government. It is an embarrassment to me,
with all the allegations of cronyism and corrup-
tion. It is a disgrace! As I have said before,
when everything comes out the Burke Govern-
ment will be seen to have been a cause of the
deepest shame for Western Australia. Members
opposite should be careful that they do not go
down with it.

46



[Wednesday, I April 1987] 4

The Hawke Government's dismal record is
supported by the Burke Government, so let us
consider briefly the State Government's record.
I said earlier that the tax take by the Burke
Government had been astronomical. Over the
last four years the tax take by the Government
has been doubled. Last year it took an extra
$84 million from the public. Every man,
woman and child in Western Australia now has
to pay a State tax bill of something like $600 a
year. Some people would pay a lot more than
that, some less, but that is the average and last
year it increased by nearly 18 per cent.

To put the Government's record in the right
perspective, I will cite some figures with re-
spect to increases in typical Government
charges under Labor compared to increases i n
food prices and inflation generally. Since 1983
the cost of food increased by 26 per cent. The
Consumer Price Index increased by 31 per
cent. The increase in total State taxes was 81
per cent. There was an increase in the State
tobacco tax of 180 per cent; in the State fuel tax
of 125 per cent; in the State liquor tax of 57 per
cent; and there were similar increases in dom-
estic water charges and the like.

Hon. Doug Wenn: What's the answer, Mr
Masters?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: To cut Government
spending, of course.

Hon. Doug Wenn: Where?

Hon. T. G. Butler: In the blue collar area, of
course!

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I do not know
whether members opposite listened to my
speech last night, but I will send them a copy of
it. The Government is overspending and needs
to cut its expenditure.

Hon. Doug Wenn: That's easy to say, but in
what areas?

Hon. A. A. Lewis: It should cut out its ad-
visers.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is typical of the
attitude of Government members to ask where
cuts should be made. They do not understand
that people in private enterprise-for example,
farmers and shopkeepers-have had to cut
costs to survive. It is typical of members of the
Labor Party that they should take the easy way
out and ask where costs should be cut. The
Government must act in the same way as pri-
vate enterprise. Costs must be cut. It is ridicu-
lous to say that they cannot be cut.

An article in the Daily News of 29 January
1987 entitled "Beer and cigarettes face a huge
hike" states-

Prices are automatically adjusted every
six months as Government excises are
indexed to inflation.

People in the community with their own
businesses and the farmers cannot simply lift
their prices as soon as things get tough. They
cannot index their earnings to match the CPI
figure. They have to cut costs. In other
countries, such as the United Kingdom,
Governments are doing just that. They are not
spending so much on roads and schools be-
cause they cannot afford to do so. The Govern-
ment cannot keep taking and expect people to
pay; it simply must cut costs. We all recall an
advertisement by the Premier, Mr Burke, when
he first came to office outlining all the things he
would do. He has achieved none of them.

Hon. Carry Kelly: That's a sweeping
statement.

Hon. C. E. MASTERS: The Government has
probably received the message about what the
community is worried about. The Government
knows that the cost of living is a key issue. Our
leader in his travels around in an intense cam-
paign has certainly found out that inflation,
taxes and charges, and big Government are the
key issues. The Government knows all of that,
but what does it do? It blames everyone but
itself.

On the Federal scene, Australia is nearly
bankrupt. Taxes are high and Government
charges are crippling. Regulation burdens and
high inflation and interest rates, Government-
caused, contribute to the desperation of the
man in the street. In addition, the number of
Government monopolies is increasing. It is
hard to believe that the Government, after con-
sidering all these things, proposes to solve them
by having a price watch scheme.

Hon. Carry Kelly: Did you support the
national wage increase?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We will talk about
that a little later.

Hon. Carry Kelly: You are saying that people
are pressed for money. Did you support the
national wage increase?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I would support a
wage increase geared to increased productivity.
If the Government told the work force that it
would give it some incentive, it would respond
like a shot. However, Hon. Garry Kelly and
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Hon. Tom Butler have told the work force that
they can have the increases without any im-
provement in productivity.

Hon. T. G. Butler- Who is saying that?
Hon. A. A. Lewis: You are.
Hon. 0. E, MASTERS: That is all Hon. Tom

Butler has said,
The Price Watch scheme is a pathetic, dismal

attempt to move the blame from the Govern-
ment to someone else. Probably the most ef-
ficient and competitive industry in Australia is
the food industry, yet the Government has said
that it will have a price check in that industry
although, as everyone knows, competition in
the industry is cut-throat. I do not know why
the Government is spending so much money
on the price watch scheme. Someone said that
it would cost $250 000; others have said
$350000 or $500000. It is just a political
gimmick at public cost. A price watch system is
already in operation. It is not the prices of
groceries that need to be watched; it is the
charges of Government monopolies.

Today's edition of The West Australian con-
tains advertisements from various food outlets.
It contains six pages of advertisements from
Woolworths, which anyone can read. There are
five pages of food price advertisements from
Supa-Valu; three pages from Coles New World;
and one page from Cheap Foods. Those adver-
tisements give the prices of the products.

Hon. Doug Wenn: How many are necessities
and how many are luxuries?

Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: I will pass over a
copy of the paper. I suppose the member would
call chickens necessities.

Hon. T. G. Butler: What about tissues?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Meats?
Hon. Doug Wenn: What sort of meat?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: There are pages of

advertisements. At least 50 per cent of mem-
bers' wives would see these advertisements and
notice the competitive pricing. As a political
gimmick, the Government has decided to
spend public money to try to cover its mis-
takes, and its disgraceful performance with re-
spect to charges of Government monopolies
without any check at all. Plenty of price check
watches are going on now. Why the devil does
the Government want to be involved in a Price
Watch scheme? Only a few days ago, on 15
March, the Sunday Times reported as fol-
lows-

WA is the only State which has a dupli-
cate price checking system.

Seven volunteer groups in Canning,
Stirling, Cowan, Bunbury, Kalgoorlie,
Albany and Geraldton regularly check
supermarket food prices. Results are
published in local newspapers.

Volunteers contribute to the Federal
Government's Prices Taskforce, a union of
independent groups operating at local
level, usually overseen by an MP.

Contributors throughout Australia pool
their results for a national price watch.

The State's other consumer group, the
Consumer Action Movement conducts oc-
casional price watches.

Federally, there are four other groups
which provide a consumer watch-dog ser-
vice.

The Australian Federation of Consumer
Organisations is an umbrella group and is
involved in the Prices Taskforce.

The Bureau of Statistics controls a
household expenditure check about every
six months, but does not publish the re-
sults.

The Prices Surveillance Group main-
tains a regular check on certain consumer
items, including petrol.

Choice magazine has been conducting
surveys.

What does the Government do? It reflects what
Hon. Garry Kelly was saying: "We will blame
someone else for our misfortunes. Why should
the Government cut back at all? L.et us put the
blame on the most competitive industry in
Australia today."

The newspapers are reporting correctly that
WA Price Watch looks doomed. These are the
headlines. I do not know if any member has
taken the trouble to read the reports in the
newspapers. I have here a marvellous photo of
Caris Bailey, which is dated 10 March 1987;
and the article says if one drives from Midland
to Armadale one will save $ 2. 50. Th is i s a fullI-
page advertisement. It cost a lot of money-
thousands of dollars.

We do not know what the articles are, but we
are told one can save $2.23. The maximum is
$3.93. what the devil does the Government
think it is playing at when it is talking about
driving two or three miles down the road? Does
it not think housewives can sort it out for
themselves instead of all this political
gimmickry which is a waste of public money
and which is absolutely no good at all?
Housewives are laughing their heads off' at it.
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On Tuesday, 24 March, there was a report
about 216 metropolitan supermarkets and 38
country ones. How much money does the
Government think it is costing the community?
Only a few dollars' difference is involved in
any of them. It is an absolute farce. All the time
this is happening, Government monopolies are
increasing and going unchallenged. Those
should be the ones which should be watched.
This is a senseless, stupid exercise.

I do not know whether anyone has studied the
Federal scene or read anything about its price
surveillance schemes and Government
monopolies. An article in The West Australian
on 20 March 1986 reads-

Prices Surveillance Act 1983
Notice of inquiry
Biscuits P1187/1
The Prices Surveillance Authority is to
hold an inquiry concerning prices of bis-
cuits, packaged for retail sale.

I ask you! I understand that in 1985 there was
an inquiry into tampons. So it goes on. Almost
every single Government charge is up and what
do we have? An inquiry into biscuits!

What we are saying is that this Government
is wasteful in the extreme. It is putting money
into areas which are totally wasteful with no
regard for the community generally. I would
like to read a few extracts from this document
showing the Government's record of extrava-
gance.

The Best of Waste Watch
Among the more Outrageous examples

identified by Waste Watch are the follow-
ing:-

Public service invalidity retirement
and compensation rip-offs by com-
monwealth public servants (who may
retire early on pensions for a range of
reasons including "stress") might cost
the taxpayer up to $S 0m per year.

Grant of $11 000 to Wild Women
Surfboards for the design and devel-
opment of a special surfboard for
women in: their project "Women's
Surfing".

$52 000 grant to the Victorian BLF
for artists and muralists in residence.

$123 000 to the Gay Publications
Co-operative for the production of
their magazines and for the support of
an associated group.

Hon. H, W. Gayfer: What is cooperative
about gays?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: For the production
of their magazine. Then there is a sum of
$109 ,086 in CEP grants paid to 26 people for
13 weeks to straighten thousands of pine trees.
The Australia-Japan Foundation spent $12 000
on a biography of Bob Hawke in Japanese for
the Japanese market. Listen to this--

Rip Offs
The CEP scheme has provided a maze
of scandals and wasteful practices:

" the total cost of each job
created by CEP averages
$5 10 per week

" there is a gap of around $200
between the amount
allocated per job and the
amount the worker will re-
ceive (where is this $200
spent?)

Some of the scandals include
- $60 000 to employ people to

compile a checklist of plants
in the Alligator Rivens region

- eight women employed to
walk slowly along the
transcontinental railway
from the South Australian
border to Koolyanobbing
once a season to search out
and remove skeleton weed

Hon. P. G. Pendal: You are kidding!
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If it were not so hor-

rible, it would be a laugh. Eight women walking
slowly once a season searching for skeleton
weed! Fifty unemployed people studying the
crown of thorns starfish at a cost of $1 million.
Then it goes on-

* $8 272 to the Food Preservers' Union
for leadlight and ceramic classes

* $114 000 to the Victorian Trades Hall
Council for antists in residence, arts
workshops etc. Also the same body
received a further $249 677 for com-
piling and cataloguing information re-
lating to arts and working life

* $320 000 for the United Trades and
Labour Council of South Australia for
its arts programme including a
storyteller, songwriting etc.

* $5 000 to the National Network of
Young Lesbians and Homosexual
Men
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* People for Nuclear Disarmament
received $ 10 000 for a national peace
bus tour

* Dodges Ferry peace group granted
$200 for peace kites.

Do members opposite support that?
Hon, T. G. Butler: I do not really know.
-Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Of course the mem-

ber does not. He does not really know anything.
Hon. T. G. Butler: Hang on.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Does the member

agree with it or not?
Several members interjected.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Then the People for

Nuclear Disarmament go on a national peace
bus tour and are paid $10 000. Does the mem-
ber support that?

Hon. T. G. Butler: You would not want a
national war bus tour.

Hion. 6. E. MASTERS: That is the member's
answer; he does support it. To continue-

$40 000 grant to academic to study
link between unemployed girls and
pregnancy

I cannot believe it! I am talking about Govern-
ment extravagance, about Waste Watch. I am
talking about the proper use of public money. If
a waste watch is needed, it needs to be on
Government monopolies and services. Mr Bill
Hassell last year put forward a proposal-

Hon. Graham Edwards: Why should we
watch him?

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He put forward a

proposal which I support and which suggests
there should be a price watch on Government
monopolies and charges. He put this forward,
and it is still supported .by our party; there
should be a group to review the charges, made
up of the Confederation of Western Australian
Industry, the Western Australian Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, the Trades and Labor
Council, the Institute of Public Affairs, small
business, pensioner groups, the Primary Indus-
try Association, and the Pastoralists and Graz-
iers Association-groups like that.

That is where a price watch should be estab-
lished. We would be quite happy to get an indi-
cation from the Government that it would sup-
pont that sort of proposition because ir is this
and the Federal Government which are causing
these increased charges. It is these Govern-

ments causing most of the suffering in our com-
munity. Government prices must be con-
trolled. Government spending must be con-
trolled. The public are bleeding and having a
real job making ends meet.

I refer now to the 2 December issue of The
Bulletin and in particular to an article headed
"How the squeeze on the middle class is
wrecking living standards". I quote as fol-
lows-

Middle Australia is suffering a huge
drop in living standards through the
combined effects of massive rises in hous-
ing costs and relentless increases in tax-
ation.

I commend the article to members. I will not go
into it in detail but it clearly illustrates that
middle class Australians are suffering, part icu-
larly those with families. I quote again-

For those families on only one income,
however, it is very clear that life is going
backwards fast if they have just bought a
house or plan to do so.. .

If members talk to people in the community
now they will realise they are having a battle.
Some are having to get out of their houses and
others are having to cut back on food and other
purchases. They are really having to sweat it
out.

I do not know how they can continue in this
situation. I do not know how the Government
can expect people to survive unless State
Government and Federal Government charges
are brought down to within reason, unless the
Federal Government changes its interest rate
policy, and unless our inflation rate is brought
down.

The Real Estate Institute of Australia has
provided figures which show that for the me-
dian family, home repayments have risen from
March 1983 when they were 15.8 per cent to
20.5 per cent in March 1987. The median price
of an established home was $42 500 in 1983
and $54 600 in 1987. If the Government had
its way the housing costs in Western Australia
would be 10 per centI or 20 pe r cent h igh er than
they are now. The increase in the price of a
median established home is around $12 100.
The average mowfthly repayment for the aver-
age home owner has risen by 23 per cent from
September 1985 to September 1986. Members
should put themselves in the position of the
average family with a couple of kids, where the
wife is doing the right thing and is staying at
home to look after the kids. If that family
bought their house a few years ago it means
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they have suddenly been faced with massive
increased repayments of thousands of dollars a
year. What can they do? Their kids suffer and
everyone suffers.

The next matter I raise is one which will be
the subject of legislation in the very near fu-
ture, and I refer to housing rentals. There
would be no-one who understands that prob-
lem better than Hon. Joe Berinson, and obvi-
ously he will be making a contribution to the
debate on the housing rental Bill when it comes
to this House.

The rental for the average house in WA, ac-
cording to figures given to me by the Real Es-
tate Institute of Australia, rose from $80 a week
four years ago to $145 a week now. If people
are forced to pay that sont of rent they have one
devil of a battle on their hands, and they can-
not save to buy their own homes.

The rental accommodation situation in WA
is catastrophic. Virtually no homes are avail-
able. Those that are are those that normally
would command ng, rent and are taken in a
desperation move-b6y people who have no
alternative.

We must look seriously at what is happening
in WA and Australia generally. We cannot and
must not blame other people in the community
for some of the problems Governments them-
selves are creating, whether it is the State
Government or Federal Government, Liberal
Governments or Labor Governments. The
Government cannot go on imposing pressures
on the community without considering what
steps it can take to cut costs and reduce press-
u res.

Government members ask, "What would
you do? How would you cut Government
charges?" Some people would say we cannot
cut Government charges and costs. However,
the Government must do that otherwise people
in our community will not be able to survi ve.
Their living standards are deteriorating and
have been for a long time. People in neighbour-
ing countries, the people competing against us,
are Working hard; they are productive and they
are beating the living daylights out of us.

I felt I needed to make these points and have
them on the record because sooner or later this
Government will make the decision to take the
steps I have outlined Or it Will go out of busi-
ness. I would prefer the latter. I support the
motion.

HON. JOHN HALDEN (North Metropoli-
tan) [8.56 pm]: Firstly, I congratulate the new
Leader of the Government, Hon. Joe Berinson,

Hon. Kay Hallahan on her appointment as
Deputy Leader of the Government, and Hon.
Graham Edwards on his elevation to the Minis-
tr. I have known Graham for some six years
and I know of his dedication to and hard work
in his electorate. I wish him well in his new
position and know that if he continues to com-
mit himself to his ministerial duties as he has
done to his electoral duties, he will serve the
Ministry well, which augurs well for the
Government.

At this stage I do not think it should go un-
said that we have had to sit here for the last
hour-and-a-half-it felt like five hours-
listening to the sort of frivolous contribution
the Leader of the Opposition continues to
make. He makes unsubstantiated claims of
cronyism and corruption. When we ask him to
prove his allegations we hear nothing. If it were
not for the Press he could never make a speech,
because everything he says is taken from Press
articles.

It is important that we look at the sort of
comments made by Opposition members, and
one does not have to go much further than the
member for Murchison-Eyre, who has made
the allegation that one hour prior to the police
checking a certain computer, Mr Denis
Horgan, Mr Dallas Dempster and Mr Terry
Burke, the Premier's brother, tampered with
the computer. That claim was outrageous, es-
pecially when we consider that Mr Horgan was
not even in the country. But still Mr Lightfoot
continues; still this rabble Opposition con-
tinues. They search frantically for some sol-
ution to their political problems, problems that
will keep them in the political wilderness for a
long time.

I should not let the opportunity pass tonight
to comment on why they will be in Opposition
for a long time and to compare them with
members on our side. Do they have any young,
vibrant, talented, and educated members in
their shadow Cabinet? I suggest members read
through the list of who makes up the Oppo-
sition shadow Cabinet: Mr Blaikie. Mr Clarko.
He could be well educated. He has -AE" after
his name. I thought that stood for "Aerial Ex-
cellence" because he reminds me of a large
bomber coming in to land-no radar but lots of
undercarriage. Is it any wonder they continue
to muckrake? They have no option other than
to seek desperate solutions to their political
Woes.

The Leader of the Opposition said that the
Premier has taken out a writ against the Leader
of the Opposition in the Legislative Assembly.
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He failed to mention that in 1972 Sir Charles
Court took out a writ against the Press or rep-
resentatives of (he Press.

Hon. G. E. Masters: Was it a newspaper?
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I do not know.
Hon. G. E. Masters: It was not an individual.

It was certainly not your leader.
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: It seems there is one

set of rules for the Government and another for
the Opposition members, who seemingly try to
forget that they do not have a divine right to
rule. They think they have, but they do not.
The people of the State decide that and they
have decided that in the two previous elections.

Their decision has been overwhelming. I do
not wish to dwell on that frivolous speech we
were unfortunately put throughI but Mr Mas-
ters did touch on the subject of regulations and
the proliferation of law reform.

I would like to draw to the attention of the
House the problems currently being experi-
enced in the cottage building industry. Sixty
per cent of new homes built in the metropolitan
area are built in the City of Wanneroo. It is not
surprising my constituents living in the North
Metropolitan Province come to me with prob-
lems relating to the building of their houses.
However, problems come not only from con-
stituents of the North Metropolitan Province.
People have phoned me from Husselton,
Geraldton and Kalamunda to complain about
the standard of their houses and the problems
they have had with building companies.

Hon. G. E. Masters: It is the exception rather
than the practice. It would be grossly unfair to
say it was general.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: The number of new
homes with problems was originally quoted at
something like two per cent. I think the Hous-
ing Industry Association and the Builders
Registration Board have now accepted that fig-
ure as grossly underestimated. It is Probably
more in the vicinity of 10 per cent. The number
of constituents who have approached my office
in the nine months I have been a member for
the North Metropolitan Province now exceeds-
180. When one considers I have had something
in the order of 500 constituent complaints,
nearly 40 per cent are concerned with building
problems. Whatever the percentage, that is not
the question. New homes and home reno-
vations represent people's emotional invest-
ment in their future. If that is disturbed be-
cause of problems they feel it very severely.
These people are the middle class that Mr Mas-
ters tries to capture. They have problems.

There is no point in the Leader of the Oppo-
sition trying to undervalue the problems of
those people by making frivolous comments.

Not only have constituents come to me with
problems; builders also have come to me to
support my claims that the building industry is
in need of reform. Subcontractors have told me
of the problems they have had with builders.
Not only are constituents ripped off, but
subcontractors in this State receive consider-
ably less than those in other States. In some
cases, it is 15 to 20 per cent less. The home
builders and home renovators also have prob-
lems.

I wish to divide my speech into a number of
problem areas which face the new home buyer
or builder. These problems can be categorised
into areas of contractual matters, poor work-
manship, lack of appropriate supervision in the
construction of a new home, lack of consumer
protection if problems do develop in a new
home, the attitude of builders to consumers if
they seek to complain after a contract has been
signed, the issue of trade skill levels of
subcontractors who build homes in the cottage
industry, and the need to upgrade the skilled
level of tradesmen.

I refer first to contractual matters. There are
predominantly two types of contracts within
the housing industry. One contract is produced
by the Housing Industry Association and the
other by the Master Builders Association. I
have studied the HIA contract and I have con-
siderable and grave doubts about its fairness. I
have said in the Press and I will say here that I
believe that contract is very biased towards the
builder.

The fact that a consumer needs to be an ex-
pert is a matter that needs to be looked at very
extensively. The consumer has to be the engin-
eer who has to decide whether there is lime-
stone under the ground, whether there needs to
be a cut of one or two metres and how much he
should pay for it.

If a builder fails to meet the appropriate local
government requirements the cost of delays in
money terms is passed on to the consumer. The
contract makes no reference to the builder go-
ing into liquidation. However, if the consumer
fails to pay, his penalties are severe and the
interest rate is not specified. I have seen situ-
ations where the interest rate has varied from
18 to 25 per cent.
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The contract has many vague clauses. One
clause which interested me is what is called "a
negligent wilful act". The term has no meaning
under the law but seemingly has some meaning
to the HIA.

A maintenance period of only 13 weeks for a
house is unbelievable. If one buys a television
set, one gets at least a 12-month maintenance
period. Because of seasonal changes a much
longer period of six months or a year is
required to allow for the problems which can
develop in a new home. I am not saying there is
not a six-year structural guarantee.

The contract provides for dispute Settlement
by arbitration. Arbitration is really a double
jeopardy situation for the consumer. if the con-
sumer loses, not only does he pay legal costs
but he also has to pay for the cost of the arbi-
trator. The contract also bars the consumer
from entering his property prior to practical
completion of the house. At practical
completion, the consumer is expected to in-
spect the home and make a list of the faults
which are evident, which is an unreasonable
and unreal expectation for the lay person.

It seems to me that the contract has many
other problems, but I do not wish to go on at
length with those. The contract does not deal
with the builder who leaves the site and never
returns, nor does it cover builders who go into
liquidation or receivership. It does not cover
the builder who goes into liquidation one day
and then, under a proficient use of company
law, commences the next day as another build-
ing company. So concerned are some lending
institutions by the use of these contracts and
the Practice of certain builders at present that
the Teachers Credit Society Ltd has published
a guide in a glossy magazine form-at much
expense-which was prepared by a Solicitor
and is available to all people who apply for
loans through that society. I suggest the respon-
sible action of that society is a reflection of the
concerns the community has for the state of
this industry.

Recently a member of the Liberal Party
advocated that a contract is entered into by two
neutral parties on equal standing and therefore
one knows what one is doing. Unfortunately,
this is not the case for standard form contracts
these days. People are placed in the position of
signing the contract as printed without vari-
ation, or having no contact at all. The fact that
a person theoretically has the right to vary the
agreement is often illusory. I suggest that would
be the case with the majority of instances in the

building industry. There is little real capacity
on the pant of the purchaser to vary such stan-
dard contracts as those prepared by the home
building industry.

However, there is hope on the horizon. The
Government proposes a series of packages in
regard to some of the flagrant abuses through a
review of the Builders Registration Act and
through the fair trading legislation to conic to
this Parliament. I would imagine Mr Masters
will have plenty to say about the fair trading
legislation. It will change the system and, as we
know Mr Masters is an arch conservative, he
will hate that concept. We will probably be
forced to sit through another speech of com-
plete drivel.

In the nine months I have been a member for
North Metropolitan Province the complaints I
have received have not concerned just a couple
of building companies. At the present time I
have complaints concerning 36 building
companies. The list of problems is
concentrated in the construction, workmanship
and bankruptcy areas.

Some of the problems that people have
brought to me will probably be criticised by the
Builders Registration Board and others. How-
ever, these problems are being faced by people
and it is important for this House to under-
stand these problems.

The first complaint made to me related to a
house valued at $100 000. The value of the
rectification work to be carried out on that
house was between $1 600 and $3 000. The
Story was that the owner completed his main-
tenance list on I July 1985 and, although a
number of minor items were rectified, many of
the major problems were not. The builder was
declared bankrupt and the owner then could
not claim for the outstanding items to be
rectified.

Perhaps!I should highlight some of the prob-
lems that my constituent had with the Builders
Registration Board. The owner found that his
roof was unsafe. The board ordered that a
structural engineer inspect it. The builder ap-
pealed to the board contending that the roof
was constructed in accordance with details and
designs of a certified structural engineer and he
had no reason to believe that the structure was
inadequate. The builder forwarded to the
board a table showing why the roof was safe.
The structural certificate was never forth-
coming. The table submitted to the board was
in fact the wrong table. It related to simple
supporting rafters and purlins and not
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underpurlins and was not an extract from the
current edition of the Uniform Building By-
laws. The board accepted the builder's evi-
dence and failed to make the builder comply
with its Order. At this point the builder
declared himself bankrupt.

There were 20 outstanding complaints
against this builder, and those people received
no satisfaction whatsoever. The company was
liquidated and 2c in the dollar was provided to
outstanding creditors. That builder is building
today under another name.

And so the list goes on. I do not want to bore
the House by going into it in detail. However,
another of my constituents from Mullaloo
signed a contract for the construction of her
home on 10 June 1985 and on 12 June 1986
had still not accepted the home despite re-
peated requests for assistance from the Builders
Registration Board and the Housing Industry
Association which refused to become involved
because she had not accepted the home. She
refused to accept it because the roof leaked in
the entire length of the glulam beam, and the
water had caused the beam to swell and the
painting on the ceiling to fall off. The ceiling
also fell. The laminex on bench tops had lifted
and peeled back. The hotplates. and wall oven
at the date that the builder said was the date of
practical completion had not been installed.
The gas had also not been connected. These are
some of the tragedies that face people in these
situations. They were caught in the double
jeopardy situation of having to pay rent and
also having to pay home mortgage repayments.
It was costing them in the vicinity of $800 to
$900 per month.

Another constituent from Heathridge had
the mispleasure of building a house which took
12 months to complete and on which three
builders were involved. Again the Builders
Registration Board and the HIA refused to give
her assistance until she took possession of the
home. She complained about the items that
needed attention prior to taking possession and
four months later had received no satisfaction
on any of the items.

This problem is not related to any particular
sector or price range of houses. Homes costing
as little as $25 000 to $30 000 to homes costing
in the vicinity of $150 000-plus are affected.

A gentleman whose home cost $110000
came to see me. The quote for rectification
work on his house to make it habitable totalled
$64 000. He is still involved in lengthy and
costly litigation and not one item included in

that rectif ication work is yet to be carried out. I
have received a complaint about 75 items that
needed recitification in a house which was
brand new and another complaint about a
house which was only three weeks old, which
cost $38 000, and which needed $ 16 000-worth
of rectification work. The builder in that case
initially refused to accept any responsibility.
He got a surprise when he read the story in The
Western Mad. He became a little more sym-
pathetic to the owner of the home and
completed the rectification work. Was it
reasonable in that family's case that they
should have to buy a home in which the
internal walls had warped both horizontally
and vertically, and where the mortar gap varies
from 2 millimetres to 80 millimetres on
internal and external feature walls? The list of
complaints goes on.

Although it is not my intention to go through
the 180 problems that have been brought to my
attention, in the majority of cases the com-
plaints have not been of a frivolous nature but
have been of such a serious nature that they
have brought distress to people. These people
are at the point in their lives when they are
financially vulnerable. They have committed
their assets to financing their homes and could
be having to repay mortgages of between
$30 000 and $150000. They have made the
commitment believing that they are investing
in their and their family's future. The result in
so many cases is one of tragedy and catas-
trophe. I do not wish to dramatise the situation
by saying that marriages have broken up, but
they have. Many people, both men and women,
have come to my office in tears because they
cannot get any satisfaction from their builder.

These problems do not relate to any one
builder; they relate to builders across the board.
In fact, the list in my office grows daily. One
would imagine that the consumer is adequately
protected, although it has been claimed by
many constituents that the housing industry
today is something like the used car industry of
the late 1960s. I do not necessarily agree with
that. However, when people want to make a
significant negative impact on other people's
lives there is no better place for them to do it
than in the building industry.

The protection offered to consumers is in the
contracts through arbitration or under sect ion
12(a) of the Builders' Registration Act, It is my
experience and the experience of many of my
constituents that section 12(a) is long, labori-
ous, and inconclusive.

54



[Wednesday, I April 1987]

I wish to outline to the House the situation
that occurs when a satisfactory solution to a
complaint cannot be reached between the par-
ties to a complaint. If a consumer has a com-
plaint he must notify the building body and
give it 14 days' notice to rectify the complaint.
If this is not done, the board will carry out an
inspection and, if it is substantiated that there
is a problem, it will give the builder 30 days for
the work to be carried out. If the builder fails to
do the work or appeals, the board sets up an
inquiry which takes approximately 30 days. If
the inquiry finds that the work is faulty the
builder is given another 30 days to comply. If
the builder does not comply or wishes to ap-
peal, the appeal is heard by a magistrate. With
adjournments, the matter can take in the vicin-
ity of nine months to be heard. If the magis-
trate upholds the board's decision, it then or-
ders the builder to do the work within 30 days.
If the builder then chooses to appeal against
this decision the matter is referred to the Su-
preme Court for its decision. Again, there can
be delays of in the vicinity of nine months for
this matter to be heard. If the Supreme Court
upholds the decision, the builder is then issued
with a work order to do the work within 30
days. However, if the court issues an order to
pay and the builder cannot pay or refuses to
pay, the matter goes back to the board, and
another inquiry is set up involving at least
another 30-days' delay. If that decision favours
the consumer the builder can again appeal and
the matter goes back to be heard by a magis-
trate which will involve another lengthy delay.
Under this outdated section of the Act a con-
sumer can therefore be expected to wait 900 to
1 000 days for justice.

In many cases they are committed to live in a
situation in which they do not want to live.
They must look at the mistakes that have been
made, and in some cases they have to put up
their own capital to secure a solicitor at a time
when they have made a heavy commitment to
a home.

There is a great need for a review of the
Builders' Registration Act to overcome this la-
borious procedure and to bring the Act into
line with the 1980s and to adapt it to the needs
of the 1990s.

Unlike the Leader of the Opposition, I would
like to give some alternatives in regard to the
matters I have raised, and I will not refer to
newspaper items ad infinitumn.

Under the Local Government Act, if a local
authority approves of a contract for a builder to
build a structure for a client and a problem

occurs, the builder has seven days in which to
rectify that problem. If the builder wishes, he
may appeal against the authority's decision to
the appeals tribunal and, if the appeal is up-
held, the builder has 30 days in which to rectify
the problem, and there ends the saga. There is a
little difference between 900 or 1000 days and
approximately 50 to 60 days.

Once a contract has been signed, the attitude
of the builder towards his client changes. I am
not denigrating the salesmen because they have
a job to do; but the building industry is well
known for the soft approach by its salesmen to
encourage people to sign a contract. Once the
contract is signed there is a marked difference
in the way the company behaves towards its
client. There is no greater example of that than
the example which I will now give the House.

Recently, a constituent of mine approached
me and advised that she had signed a contract
to have a house built, subject to the approval of
loan applications to two finance companies.
She had paid a deposit of $250. Both the
financial institutions refused the loan appli-
cations and she sought reimbursement of the
deposit under the terms of the contract. For the
ensuing six months she visited the building
company on no fewer than I I occasions.
Although she bad been advised before her visit
that the gentleman concerned would be avail-
able to see her, on each occasion she was ad-
vised that the managing director was not avail-
able and that the accountant, who was the only
person who could sign the cheque, was not
available. She rang the company on a number
of occasions, but received no satisfaction what-
soever.

Consequently, she decided to take the matter
to her solicitor and found that the building
company had decided to sue her for 10 per cent
of the value of the house because of breach of
contract. Of course, the woman was in a tur-
moil-she is an average, middle-class citizen
with two children, and she found there was no
way in which the family could substantiate the
hefty legal costs or pay 10 per cent of the cost
of the house if the court found in favour of the
building company.

The woman concerned asked me what she
should do. I asked her whether she had rung the
company to ascertain the name of its solicitors
and she said that they refused to tell her. I
thought I would do the salesman act and I rang
the company and asked them to tell my con-
stituent the name of its solicitors, but my re-
quest was refused. However, I was advised that
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the woman would possibly be advised of the
name of the solicitors it had chosen to pursue
this matter within 15 to 30 days.

The whole issue is one in which the whip
hand was held, of course, by the builder. Once
a client has signed on the dotted line, the whip
is brought down on his back with as much
gusto as the builder sees fit to inflict.

Building contracts vary with regard to the
number of days in which the contract is to be
completed. The contracts which I have seen
show the completion date between 120 and 157
days from commencement of building and, in
some cases it is not even stated. Recently, I
heard of a case where the number of days
stated in the contract had been exceeded by
several days and the contract had not stated a
penalty. Of course, the client can sue for breach
of contract. Can members imagine average cli-
ents with young families being able to muster
the money to pay the solicitors' fees to enable
them to sue the building company concerned?
Again, the whip hand is with the builders. The
building contract does not contain a clause to
provide the client with compensation if the
contract is not completed within a certain num-
ber of days. Meanwhile, the people concerned
have to pay rent and their mortgage, and many
of them may find that situation beyond their
means.

I turn now to the issue of the skills of the
trades people in the building industry and re.er
to a letter I received from the Building industry
Specialist Contractors Organisation of
Australia Ltd. The letter states-

You will probably be aware that few of
the major home builders actually carry out
any work on the houses that they contract
to build but the work is usually carried out
by specialist contractors.

Ultimately, therefore, the quality of the
finished product depends to a great degree
on the skill and care of the specialist con-
tractors.

Many contractors who have done ap-
prenticeships or required training are very
concerned that there is no registration re-
quirement for many of the trades. The re-
sult is that many semi- or unskilled work-
man may be carrying out work which is
unsatisfactory.

The builders, obviously, are interested
in obtaining the cheapest prices available
and it seems in many instances that the

semi- or unskilled contractors may be the
ones who offer to do the job at the lowest
price.

That may fit into the Masters theme of capital-
ism, but unfortunately it reeks of severe cost to
the client.

Hon. N. F. Moore: You are the Government;
why have you not changed it? You cannot
blame us.

Hon. JOHN HALD EN: Members should not
forget that the Opposition was in government
for a longer period than has this Government.

Hon. N. F. Moore: You have the opportunity
to make the changes you seek.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I will change the or-
der of my speech so as not to let that point go
by. Not only this Government, but also the
party of which I am a member, has taken the
issue of the home building industry seriously. A
committee has been set up to advise the Minis-
ter for Housing about this matter. He has asked
the Builders Registration Board to suggest how
the Act can be reformed. A Standing Com-
mittee of the upper House is currently looking
into this matter, and the Labor Party has set up
a committee to look into the problems being
experienced in the home building industry. It is
expected that those reforms will be in this Par-
liament next year. Some people would suggest
that they should be presented to this House
sooner, and I am one of those people.

The fair trading legislation is another issue;
and whether that legislation will be passed
through this House is another question. The
last time the Builders' Registration Act came
before this House it was significantly amended,
but many clauses were defeated.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Your sense of history is
wrong. Last time it came here we arced to
extend its jurisdiction. Just get the facts right.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: The last time the
Liberal Party was in government this House
rejected amendments.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Just get the facts right.
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I would hate to

offend Mr Moore's sense of the facts. The
Leader of the Opposition in this place seems to
distort them more than most of us.

Currently within the home building industry
less than 30 per cent of people who carry out
work are qualified tradesmen. A number of
people currently working in the industry in fact
have very short histories of working in that
industry. They have been labourers and assist-
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ants to tradespeople and then become
tradespeople. It is hardly surprising that work-
manship is poor.

I refer again to the letter from BISCOA about
rates of pay and contracts going to the lowest
bidder. The end product, of course, is a loss to
the consumer. There is a strong argument for
trades other than the three currently requiring
registration to be registered. That would enable
some quality control of tradespeople in the
building industry. I support the proposition in
principle, but I think that the registration of
builders-who are responsible for the overall
construction of the house-is the central issue.
Until such time as we have legislation which
sets out clearly their responsibilities, rights, and
obligations in exchange for the money they re-
ceive, the consumer will not receive a fair deal.

Of late, there has been great demand for
tradespeople in the industry and the skill level
has been low. In view of that, there have been
those who have sought to take advantage of the
industry, the consumers, and the workers. A
particular institution offers a junior tradesman
course. I refer to the Bricklaying Training
School Pty Ltd. I have not been aware of the
existence of this institution for very long, but I
point out what it claims to do. It claims to
teach students the following: To mix mortar, to
maintain correct consistency; to spread bed
joints; to lay bricks; to apply perpendicular
joints; to plumb and level; the importance of
gauging; to mortar joints; to build corners; to
lay to the line; piers; plan reading; site prep-
aration; footing; reinforcing; setting out to
gauge and brickwork modules; squaring, paral-
leling, position of frames; waterproof flashing
and so on. The list contains approximately 30
more items.

According to the training school's literature
it attracts young people over the age of 1 5'/2. It
costs $100 to enrol in the course. Those who
enrol must buy their tools from the centre and
pay $1 000 or the equivalent in monthly instal-
ments.

Hon. T. G. Butler: Who runs the course?
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: That is very

interesting. The member may be interested in
knowing who, the directors are. It= is very
interesting that the first director is Richard
Charles New of 26 Jutland Parade, Dalkeith.

Hon. T. G. Butler: Is that the same one who
owns Midland Brick?

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: It is indeed. He is
also the chief benefactor of the Liberal Party.

Hon. T_ 0. Butler: Is that the same person?

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I presume it is the
same person. It is the same name and the same
address.-

Hon. T. G. Butler You know he had that
scheme going for quite a while, and he never
employed one of these people on the Jutland
Parade house.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I am not surprised.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: The fact is that these

people are then given two days' training and
are then sent out to build houses.

Hon. T. 0. Butler: But not those in Jutland
Parade.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: No, not those in
Jutland Parade. In fact, they built a house for a
person who lived in Yanchep. The house was
not constructed to the standard required by the
builder, although the workmanship, according
to the sources that I have, was not too bad and
was at a level which is accepted by many other
builders. These people also had to hire their
cement mixer from this particular establish-
ment run by the director, Ric New. They
received wages of $85 a week, were not eligible
for the dole and had no workers' compen-
sation.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Was this compulsory?
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: No, it was not com-

pulsory. The system leeches on the most unfor-
tunate, the most in need.

Hon. Tom Helm: Is it like work for the dole?
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Possibly.
Hon. N. F. Moore: That's Mr Hawke's

proposition, isn't it? He was talking about
working for the dole.

Hon. Tom Helm: People like that wouldn't
be building houses, or paying $1 000 for the
privilege.

Hon. N. F. Moore: I am making the point
that it was not compulsory for them to do so.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: The proposition that
Mr Moore puts up was put up by another mem-
ber of the Liberal Party who is not a member of
the Parliament. At a meeting 1 recently
attended in my electorate, that person
suggested that the Constitution should be
changed so that legislation that protects con-
sumers and legislation such as I propose should
be outlawed and that that outlawing should be
enshrined in the Constitution because a con-
tract is made between mutually consenting par-
ties. He was in fact advocating that we should
have a Constitution that allows the ripping off
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of anybody under any circumstances. If that is
the sort of lunatic extreme that the Liberal
Party is going to, and if Mr Moore is suggesting
that, the Liberal Party and Mr Moore are out of
touch.

Hon. N. F. Moore: I am, suggesting that
people undertake the course of their own vol-
ition; it is not compulsory.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Those people are in
a vulnerable situation. They seek employment;
they do not like the idea of working for the
dole; and they seek to improve their lifestyle. I
am sure that any conservative or Liberal phil-
osophy would accept that as being a reasonable
aspiration.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Particularly with the un-
employment we have now.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Let us not be
sidetracked.

People with those sorts of aspirations, want-
ing to better themselves-like the home-buyer
-are vulnerable to those who want to rip them
off. They are vulnerable because they believe
what is written and they want something better
out of life than they currently have. Does that
give anybody the right to rip off such vulner-
able people?

Hon. N. F. Moore: Nobody believes in rip-
offs; you know that.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Does it, or does it
not? Answer the question.

Hon. N. F. Moore: How many home builders
get ripped ofi?

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I believe between six
per cent and 10 per cent.

Hon. N. F. Moore: I think Mr Piantadosi
said that we should raise the price by 40 per
cent. We would need to raise it by that much to
cover your proposition.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I have no idea what
Mr Piantadosi said, but I reject out of hand
what Mr Moore is suggesting.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Would your propositions
increase the cost of a house?

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Yes, of course they
would.

Hon. N. F. Moore: By what percentage?
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: I would find that

hard to quantify.
Hon. N. F. Moore: You should,' because

that's what you would impose on the other 90
per cent.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Mr Moore cannot
ask the question and then not give me the op-
portunity to answer it.

Hon. T. G. Butler: Of course he can.
Hon. J1. M. Brown: That's his form.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable

member is getting dangerously close to the end
of his time. I suggest that if he has other things
to say he will have adequate time to say them if
he directs them to me and not to Hon. N. F.
Moore.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Thank you, Mr
President. I guess I was encouraged to think
that we might perhaps have an intellectual
exchange, but I guess that is difficult.

Hon. N. F. Moore: It would be a one-sided
argument.

Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Yes, it would. I will
continue, Mr President, and I will not allow

-myself to be sidetracked at this point.
It is essential that this industry should be

encouraged to prosper. If it is not to engage in
the sorts of activities that it has in the past, the
community and the Government have a re-
sponsibility to train skilled people to work in
the area. That training should not be allocated
to private people like Richard New. We have
the responsibility to produce qualified and
competent people through our educational
system.

The Builders' Registration Act has existed
since 1939. In that time there have been a num-
ber of amendments to it, many of them minor
and technical. In the late '40s, when section 12
of the Act was brought into existence, it was
appropriate for the postwar era. Those days
have now gone. It must be updated and, as
Hon. Mark Nevill says, we will fix it.

Hon. N. F. Moore: It will take a long time.
Hon. JOHN HALDEN: Hon. Norman

Moore says that it will take a long time but I
point out that the Liberal Party has been in
government during that period for far longer
than the Labor Party, and the present Govern-
ment is seriously addressing the problem.

It is reasonable for Mr Moore to make the
sort of comments he does and to interject but,
as I have said before, the difference is that
when I speak in this House I try to inform the
House of the problems facing my constituents
and yet I get this frivolous barrage of com-
ments. I try to provide constructive options,
unlike members of the Opposition.

Hon. C. J. Hell: He is getting angry.
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Hon. JOHN HALDEN: No, I am not. I
would not waste my time by getting angry with
members opposite.

It is important that as a House we look at the
problems facing this industry and the con-
sumer. If we do not do so we shall place our-
selves in jeopardy. Already a consumer organis-
ation is being developed in my electorate, and a
public meeting is to be held on 6 April. A con-
scious decision is being made that the power
play which exists in the building industry
should not be between the HIA, the MBA,
selected big builders, and the Government; that
is, consumers have a very important role to
play and they must be heard by the Govern-
ment and the building industry.

I have been a member of Parliament for nine
months, during which time I have endeavoured
to arrange a meettng with the HIA. As a result
of the publicity in respect of the Building In-
dustry Protection Association, suddenly a
meeting has been arranged and the big builders
want to talk about the problems in the building
industry. Consumers are being heard. They will
vote in the ballot boxes on whether or not we
address issues such as this, and they will judge
the Opposition on whether or not it supports
such measures. History has shown that the Op-
position cannot do so because it has vested
interests in that sector of the economy.

It is important to say that although I have
criticised the Builders' Registration Board, I
have a reasonably close relationship with the
chairperson of that organisation. The efforts
made by him and the inspectors are reasonable,
and we must provide them with the encourage-
ment and will to not only enforce the Act but
also to have it amended so that it reflects the
problems of the 1990s and 1990s.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. H. W.
Gayfr.

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW AND ADVISORY
COMMITTEE REPEAL BILL

Restoration to Notice Paper
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the

sitting.
HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central).(9.44 pm]): I

was extremely interested to hear the observa-
tions of the Leader of the Opposition in respect
of whether or not this legislation should be
restored to the Notice Paper and proceeded
with virtually as it was prior to the rising of
Parliament last year and the prorogation some
time in February. The sentiments expressed by
the Leader of the Opposition have a great deal

of merit. However, I believe each of the Bills
intended to be restored to the Notice Paper
should be individually restored or otherwise on
its merits.

I understand that in some parts of Canada
and in other pants of the world committees are
set up purely and simply to deal with and
examine legislation which may be left on the
Notice Paper when the Parliament is
prorogued. It is on the recommenation of those
committees that the legislation is proceeded
with or otherwise.

I believe the system of prorogation of Parlia-
ment will be used more and more; it has be-
come accepted practice and I believe a Liberal
Government will use it as it has been used by
the Labor Government.

H-on. G. E. Masters: No.
Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Mr Masters says that

it will not, but I believe this will happen. I do
not think this will be the only illustration, even
though the Leader of the Opposition said that
of the last I I Bills restored to the Notice Paper,
one was reinstated by him, another by Hon.
Ron Thompson MLC, and nine by this
Government over two years and two proro-
gations. Be that as it may the Government of
the day adjourns the House if it wishes to do
so. After all, it is in charge of the business of
the House.

Further, following examination by the
House, each of the items that the Government
intends to reintroduce should be accepted one
way or another according to the wisdom and
will of the House. It should judge individual
legilation bearing in mind that in this case five
months have elapsed since the legislation was
sighted and it was before this place. It is up to
this House to decide whether or not the legis-
lation should be returned to the other place and
to determine whether sufficient change of
thought, strategy, or whatever has taken place
to question its return to the other place.

The matter before the House at present
simply follows on from a speech made by my
colleagues, Hon. Vic Ferry and Hon. Norman
Moore. With regard to Mr Ferry's suggestion
that a permanent committee be set up to con-
sider these matters, Mr Moore said he agreed
with his colleague and that such should be the
case. I understand that when this House re-
sumes the Leader of the Government will in-
form us of what he thinks of the suggestions put
for-ward; in other words, it is a domestic matter
within this House and a committee is in the
offing.
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I know that I will not be permitted to speak
on the other Bills at this time; but they should
simply be the subject of debate at the relevant
time and the merits of each individually
assessed and judgment passed on whether or
not they are restored to the Notice Paper.

I will support this motion. But, at the same
time, I am fully cognisant of the points raised
by the Leader of the Opposition and of the
need for this House to study future legislation
intended to be restored to the Notice Paper.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [9.49
pm]: I do not wish to detain the House for long
but I understand that constitutionally a bicam-
eral system is such that a Bill is put and passed
in one session of Parliament in both Houses. I
do not know whether my understanding of the
situation is correct and perhaps the Attorney
General will explain it to me if I am wrong.

One can draw longbows on it, but this
Government is moving away from that. I think
I probably agree with the Hon. H. W. Gayfer,
which is most unusual; he may be wrong again.
I agree with him that the Bill to be reinstated
probably is not of great moment, or appears
not to be of great moment. However, should we
allow our standards to slip, anything can hap-
pen, and most things do happen, under this
Government. Most of the assurances they use
in this place are not honoured. We have seen
the disgusting proroguing of the Parliament
when the Government was getting into trouble
in both this place and the other place because it
could not face the music. It never has been able
to face the music. Government members are
front-runners, and they have never been able to
face the hard decisions.

I just want the House to think about what a
bicameral system is and where the Constitution
meant us to go. I do not think I should lecture
any more. I have outlined the way the House
and the Parliament ought to go, keeping in
mind those factors, and I certainly support the
Leader of the Opposition in his call for the
rejection of this motion.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [9.52
pmn]: After what I think can fairly be described
as a mixed political career, I am not a man who
is easily surprised. On the other hand, I am
bound to say that I have been astonished today
at the line of argument advanced by the Leader
of the Opposition on this question. I have been
accused of encouraging the breakdown of the
whole parliamentary system, no less, by a mo-

tion on a merely formal and non-contentious
procedural matter, and that is all that we are
dealing with.

Members may have noticed that when I
moved the motion I did not elaborate on it; I
did not speak in its support; That was on the
understanding that this really was such a
simple and nan-contentious issue that expla-
nation was not necessary. All this motion seeks
to do is to bring up some uncompleted business
from the last session in a way which will avoid
unnecessary and pointless repetition of debate
which has previously taken place.

H-on. N. F. Moore: You do not know that.
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: The situation is that

the second reading of this Bill has not yet been
completed and the Committee stage has not
been started; in other wards, there is almost
unlimited scope for additional debate. There is
no intention on anyone's part, certainly not on
mine, to restrict that in any undesirable way.
Having said that, what conceivable point is
there to be served by merely repeating debate
which has already taken place?

Hon. N. F. Moore: Again you do not know
that either.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I appreciate the
comments by IHon. H. W. Gayfer because I
think he did the House a valuable service in
reintroducing some common sense into the dis-
cussion of this issue.

I will try to summarise the background to
this as best and as briefly as I can. When I first
introduced the Bill into this House, I
foreshadowed that a parliamentary committee
would be established to perform the work now
being done by the committee proposed to be
abolished. In the course of the ensuing debate,
some members opposite said that the replace-
ment Parliamentary committee ought to be es-
tablished first-that is, before we took the step
of abolishing the existing committee. For that
reason, and because I had no objection to that
line of argument, the debate was put aside to
allow the Proposals for the formulation of the
parliamentary committee to be specified, and
that has been done over the recess period.

Earlier today I moved a motion to establish
the Joint Standing Committee, which is to
meet the objection of Hon. V. J. Ferry and
others that we should have the replacement in
place before we move to abolish the existing
committee. We already have before us that pro-
posal, which in the normal course of events will
come up for discussion next week, and I am
quite happy if it helps the understanding of this
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matter to make clear what I thought would be
clearly implied by the processes so far, and that
is that I have no intention of bringing the Bill
itself on for debate until we have disposed of
the question to establish the replacement
Standing Committee.

Hon. N. F. Moore: That means the circum-
stances have changed since I spoke last time,
and under your proposition I cannot speak
again on the second reading.

Hon. J. Mv. BERINSON: Of course Hon. N.
F. Moore can speak aigain. He can speak in the
Committee stage if he wishes.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: But not on the second
reading, which is his point.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Why should he, for
goodness sake? Once we know that the com-
mittee has been established, he will either agree
that the old committee should be abolished, in
which case he does not need to speak again, or
he will not agree that the old committee should
be abolished, in which case, as well as voting
against the proposal on the second reading, he
can speak in the Committee stage to his heart's
content. That is all that is involved here. There
is no escaping from anything. There is no try-
ing to hide the issues. It is a purely practical
consideration. Is there any point to going over
all the ground that we have covered previously?
The answer to that, surely, is no.

Hon. N. F. Moore: He is trying to set a
precedent for later on.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I was going to sit
down, but since Hon. N. F. Moore has
provided an interjection related to precedent,
let me emphasise that we are not creating a
precedent. On the contrary, to reject this mo-
tion would create the precedent. I have not
taken out the statistics, but I am quite prepared
to accept Hon. G. E. Masters' figures. He said
we have had only seven such reinstatements in
the last 14 years. What he is unable to say is
that there has been one single rejection of a
motion to reinstate a Bill ever, and the reason
he was not able to say that a motion for the
reinstatement of a Hill was rejected was be-
cause it has never happened.

That is where the precedent would be; not in
the passing of this resolution, but in its
rejection.

I repeat that this is a purely formal and pro-
cedural matter and it simply makes common-
sense to resume the debate on this Bill at the
point at which we left it last session.

I refer finally to the comment by Hon. Sandy
Lewis on the constitutional question. I can only
say that my understanding does not match his
and that, so far as I am aware, there is no
constitutional principle requiring the passage
through all stages in both Houses to be
completed in a single session.

Question put and
following result-

Hon. J. M. Berinson
Hon. J. M. Brown
Hon. T. G. Butler
Hon. J. N. Caldwell
Hon. E. J. Chariton
Hon. Graham

Edwards
Hon. H. W . Gayfer
Hon. S. J. Halden

Hon. C. J. Bell
Hon. G. M. Evans
Hon. V. J. Ferry
Hon. A. A. Lewis
Hon. 0.G E. Masters
Hon. N. F. Moore

Ayes
Hon. D. K. Dans
Hon. Robert

Hetherington
Hon. Kay Hallahan

a division taken with the

Ayes 16
Hon. T. R. Helm
Hon. B. L. Jones
Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. Mark Nevill
Hon. S. M. Piantadosi
Hon. Tom Stephens
Non. Doug Weno
Hon. Fred McKenzie

Noes I I
Hon. Neil Oliver
Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. Margaret McAleer

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Hon. P. H. Lockyer
Hon. John Williams
Hon. Tom McNeil

Question thus passed.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION
Assembly Personnel

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying the personnel of sessional com-
mittees appointed by that House.

ACTS AMENDMENT (ELECTORAL
REFORM) BILL

Restoration to Notice Paper: Assembly's
Message

Message from the Assembly received and
read requesting that consideration of the Bill be
resumed.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [10.05
pmn]: I move-

That the Assembly's message be agreed
to.

On this occasion I should perhaps not take for
granted that the merits of the motion are self-
evident, Lld I will elaborate briefly on the
reasons in support of the reinstatement of this
Bill.
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A few moments ago I suggested that the
reason for reinstating the earlier Bill was that it
was of a purely formal and non-contentious
procedural character. It may seem paradoxical
but, as I will try to explain, it is in fact the case
that the Bill now under consideration should be
reinstated for precisely the opposite reason;
namely, that it is a most important and very
contentious Bill and one which has been given
the highest priority in the Government's legis-
lative programme.

Accepting Mr Gayfer's point that the re-
instatement of a Bill should be considered on
the merits of the particular case, I should also
remind the House of the context in which the
proposal to reinstate the Acts Amendment
(Electoral Reform) Bill stands. The Bill passed
through the Assembly in the last session and
was debated at some length in this House. In
the course of the debate here it was said by a
number of speakers on the other side that if the
Government was serious about electoral reform
the way to approach it was not by attempting to
bulldoze or bully its way through-not as
though we could do that, given the
acknowledged state of the numbers here-but
that what was required was a serious attempt at
inter-party consultation.

The Government accepted that proposition
and on the basis of those suggestions decided it
would not attempt to proceed with the Acts
Amendment (Electoral Reform) Bill in the last
session but would deliberately leave it to lie on
the Table, allowing time between the last
session and this for the very sort of consul-
tation which had been suggested by members
opposite.

It is a matter of common knowledge that
those discussions have in fact taken place and
that there has been intensive discussion by the
Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform with representatives of both the Oppo-
sition and the National Party. It is also a matter
of common knowledge that some areas of
agreement have been reached and that other
areas remain open for further consideration.

It would be ludicrous in these circumstances
to reject a proposal to reinstate the Bill here
and require the Government to again put up its
original proposition in the Legislative As-
sembly, pass it through there, as would inevi-
tably happen, come back here and go through
the preliminaries again before we could get to
the heart of the matter, which is a discussion on
those areas of agreement that have been
reached and those areas on which we still have
to attempt to find some ground for agreement.

The Government proposes that this Bill
should be reinstated at the point where we left
it last session-that is, before the completion
of the second reading debate-and with the Bill
then on the Notice Paper the opportunity
would be given for amendments to be listed at
the discretion of the Opposition, since that is
where any amendments will come from, and
that a reasonable period of time should then be
allowed for the members of this House to con-
sider their positions before the second reading
debate is resumed. As a rough timetable, the
suggestion is that the Bill should be back on the
Notice Paper now in the expectation that any
amendments would be listed on the Notice
Paper next week and that the debate would
resume after the fortnight's recess, which is cur-
rently scheduled to take place from the end of
next week.

One way or another this issue has to be de-
cided. It is a matter of the highest principle and
of the highest priority as far as the Government
is concerned, but we have said many times be-
fore and I repeat: If the Government cannot
secure reform in precisely the shape that it has
proposed and which it believes to be appropri-
ate, it is still desirable to look for the oppor-
tunity of reform in some modified way. It is no
good hiding from this issue and there is no
point delaying it by the odd day or so, which is
all that would be achieved by refusing to re-
instate this Bill. The issue is too important for
that and I urge the House to support this mo-
tion.

Adjournment of Debate
HON. MARGARET MeALEER

West) [ 10. 13 pm]: I move-

That the debate be adjourned.
Question put and

following result-

Hon. C. J. Bell
Hon. J. N. Caldwell
Hon. E. J. Charlton
Hon. Max Evans
Hon. V. JI Ferr
Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. A. A. Lewis

Hon. J. M. Berinson
Hon. J. M. Brown
Hon. T. 0. Butler
Hon. Graham

Edwards
Hon. John Halden
Hon. Tom Helm
Hon. B. L. Jones

(Upper

a division taken with the

Ayes 14
Hon. G. E. Masters
H-on. N. F. Moore
Hon. Neil Oliver
Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. D. J1. Wordsworth
Hon. Margaret McAleer

(T1ll1r)

Noes 13
Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. Mark Nevill
Hon. S. MA. Piantadosi
Hon. Tomn Stephens
Hon. Doug Wcnn
Hon. Fred McKenzie

(Tellm,
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Hon. P. 'K. Lockyer Hon, D. K. Dans
Hon. John Williams Hon. Robert Hetherington
Hon. Tom McNeil Mon. Kay Hallahan
Question thus passed.
Debate adjourned.

BUSINESS FRANCHISE (TOBACCO)
AMENDMENT BILL

Restoration to Notice Paper:, Assembly's
Message

Message from the Assembly received and
read requesting that consideration of the Bill be
resumed.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) 110.19 pm]:.
I move-

That the Assembly's message be agreed
to.

This is another Bill which was held over in
order to accommodate proposals by the Oppo-
sit ion- In the course of debate it was suggested
by Hon. Gordon Masters and others that the
Bill should be amended in certain ways.

The suggested amendments required very
careful consideration in their drafting, and it
was not considered practicable to proceed with
those amendments in the limited time left in
the session at that point.

We therefore agreed in terms which are
recorded in Mansard that the Bill should be
held over to this session on the understanding
that I would introduce amendments to accom-
modate a number of proposals that had been
made by Mr Masters and others and on the
further understanding that the legislation,
when implemented, would be retrospective to
the date of announcement in the last session.

This motion will allow that process to pro-
ceed in an orderly way. The Bill will be
reinstated at the point we left it, which was at
the completion of the second reading stage.
when it appears again on the Notice Paper I
will list appropriate amendments and I would
expect a reasonable time again to be allowed
for members to consider those amendments be-
fore debate on the Committee stage resumed.

I make clear, as perhaps I should have done
on the earlier Bill, that it is important to pro-
ceed with these matters expeditiously, and I
would look to conclude our consideration of
this motion this evening.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [ 10.22 pm]: As I earlier
indicated during debate on a similar motion to

reinstate another piece of Government legis-
lation, in this instance the Opposition had
made an arrangement with the Leader of the
House and also, I understand, with the Leader
of the National Party. That is a proper situ-
ation. Where a reinstatement is likely to occur,
it should be by this method where there is a
special understanding and arrangement. To try
to do it in any other way would be quite wrong
and would be, as I said earlier, an abuse of the
system. This motion is not an abuse of the
system because it deals with a situation where
we got together, discussed the matter, and came
to an arrangement.

I understand that the Attorney General is
prepared to accommodate, to a certain extent,
the amendments put forward by the Oppo-
sition in a previous debate in a previous
session.

So in general terms, although I do not favour
the reinstatement of legislation, in this case I
accept that I gave my word, and I have no
intention of breaking the arrangement I agreed
to.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [10.23 pm):
I rarely reply to debates where there appears to
be general agreement, but I really have to insist
that we stop talking about an abuse of the
system. There is no abuse of the system in a
reinstatement of an uncompleted Bill.

Hon. G. E. Masters: It is when you close the
Parliament for a particular purpose.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: There is no abuse of
the system. The Standing Orders provide for it.
This continued reference to an abuse is really
ludicrous. To that extent there is no difference
between the proposed reinstatement of the Bill
dealing with the Legislative Review and Advis-
ory Committee, this Bill, or the other seven
Bills-an Mr Masters' count-that have also
been reinstated over the years. It is not an
abuse of the system. If members want a par-
ticular reference I refer them to Standing Order
No. 433. That provides for the reinstatement of
Bills which have lapsed by reason of proro-
gation.

I do not mind if the Leader of the Opposition
wants to run away from electoral reform. and
seeks to delay it for some purpose which eludes
me, but at least let us avoid this continued
reference to abuse of the system. If there is any
abuse of the system going on in the course of
our discussions today, it is on the other side
and it is by way of the Opposition attempting
to put forward arguments which are wholly
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transparent and do nothing more than indicate
a refusal by the Opposition to come to grips
with issues, preferring to set them aside for as
long as possible.

Question put and passed.

MAIN ROADS AMENDMENT BILL
Restoration to Notice Paper: Assembly's

Message
Message from the Assembly received and

read requesting that consideration of the Bill be
resumed.

HON. GRAHAM EDWARDS (North
Metropolitan-Minister for Sport and Rec-
reation) [10.26 pm]: I move-

That the Assembly's message be agreed
to.

The Bill has three purposes: The first is to en-
able the Commissioner of Main Roads to del-
egate his duties more effectively when he is out
of the State; the second is to set up a Main
Roads Board; the third is to continue the
system of annual road grants made by the State
Government to local authorities. The Bill was
adjourned in the previous session at the second
reading stage and is to be reintroduced at that
same point to enable full debate to take place.

Adjournment of Debate
HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of

the Opposition) [ 10.27 pm]: I move-
That the debate be adjourned.

Question put and a d
following result-

Aye
Hon. C. J. Hell
Hon. J. N. CaldwellI
Hon. E. J. CharitonI
Hon. Max Evans
Hon. Vi. Ferry
H-on. H. W. Gayfer I
Hon. A. A. Lewis

No
Hon. J. M. Berinson I
Hon. J. M. Brown I
Hon. T. G. Butler I
Hon. Graham

Edwards
Hon. John Halden I
Hon. Tom Helm

Ayes
Hon. P. H. LockyerI
Hon. John Williams
Hon. Tom McNeilI
Question thus passed.
Debate adjourned.

ivision taken wit

.s 14
-Hon. 0. E. Masters
-on. N. F. Moore
Hon. Neil Oliver
Hon. P.OG. Pendal
Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. D. J. Wordswoi
-on. Margaret McAI

is 13
Hon. B. L. Jones
HIon. Garry Kelly
HIon. Mark Nevill
-Ion. S. M. Piantado
Ion. Tom Stephens
-Ion. Doug Wenn
Ion. Fred McKenzie

u rs
Noes

Hon. D. K. Dans
Hon. Robert Hetheri
Ion. Kay Hallahan

It the

rth
eer
(Tefler)

DECLARATIONS AND ATlESTATIONS
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attoney General) [10.30 pm]:
I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The proposed amendments are intended to
minimise the burdensome administrative pro-
cedures now required for the appointment of
commissioners for declarations, while ensuring
that current special requirements for the
witnessing of particular documents are ad-
equately met.

To this end, it is proposed to substantially
increase the range of qualified witnesses for the
purposes of the Declarations and Attestations
Act. Thereafter, commissioners for declar-
ations will be appointed only in circumstances
where otherwise qualified witnesses are not
reasonably available to service the local com-
munity.

For a number of years, there has been con-
cern at the time and expense involved in the
processing of applications for appointment as
commissioners for declarations.

In every case a report on recorded convic-
tions of the applicant is provided by the Police
Department, and the Crown Law Department
submits a report and recommendation to the
Attorney General. As a result of the large num-
ber of applications it has become difficult to
process them in reasonable time without the
provision of extra staff.

The number of applications is unwarranted
when the public need for the service of com-
missioners is considered. At the commence-
ment of 1987, on the best information avail-
able, there were estimated to be up to 17 000
registered commissioners. In addition there are
at least 40 000 other persons who, by virtue of
their respective offices, have the same auth-
ority as commissioners.

si These include town clerks, shire clerks, elec-
toral registrars, postmasters, public servants,

(Tle)school teachers, members of the Police Force,
(Tle)members of Parliament and justices of the

peace for any part of the Commonwealth.

As members are aware, in order to deal with
ngton the backlog of unprocessed applications, it was

necessary to impose six-month moratoriums on
-the acceptance of applications in both 1985
and 1986.
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The 1986 moratorium was lifted on 31
August last year. There is still a considerable

-backlog of unprocessed applications and this
has resulted in delays in decisions being made
on each request.

The range of qualified witnesses for the pur-
poses of the Act, which will result in an im-
provement in the availability of witnesses, is
now proposed to include-

Town clerks;
members of municipal councils;
electoral registrars;
persons appointed to take charge of a post
office;
officers of the State or Commonwealth
Public Service;
teachers of both Government and non-
Government schools;
police officers;
bank, credit union or building society
managers, secretaries of organisations of
employees or employers;
legal practitioners;
medical practitioners;
pharmacists;
members of the academic staff of an insti-
tution providing courses at post-secondary
education level;
and
holders of licences as business agents, real
estate agents, settlement agents, insurance
brokers or insurance agents.

The proposed range of qualified witnesses is
therefore very comprehensive.

Accordingly, it is proposed that no further
appointments of commissioners for declar-
ations be made other than in exceptional cir-
cumstances, in particular, where an otherwise
qualified witness is not available to members of
a local community.

Members may be aware that in 1978 the Law
Reform Commission reported on official at-
testation of forms and documents and
recommended that the Act be amended to pro-
vide for unattested statutory declarations. The
Government has decided not to implement this
recommendation on the basis that there re-

mains a point in the case of a number of docu-
ments to stress the need for special care. A
requirement for special witnessing serves that
purpose.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. P. G.

Pendal.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central

Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [10.34
pm]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Ruswell Family Reunion
HON. P. G. PENDAL (South Central

Metropolitan) [10.35 pm]: Late in 1986, as part
of Bunbury's 150th anniversary celebrations,
the Buswell family, which was established in
Western Australia by Joseph Buswell in 1855,
held its first formal reunion at Hunbury. I am a
descendant of Joseph Buswell. Together with
Hon. Doug Wenn on the other side of the
House,!I am one of his great-great grandsons.

In the course of a speech last year by Hon.
Vic Ferry, who referred to Bunbury's 150th
anniversary celebrations, I was able, by way of
interj ection, to place on record the fact that the
Buswell family reunion had taken place. Re-
grettably the name of "Bussell", not Buswell,
incorrectly went into the Hansard record.
Members would be aware that the Bussell fam-
ily is another well-known south west family. By
the time this was discovered, the binding of the
volumes of Hansard had commenced.

At the suggestion only today of the Chief
Hansard Reporter I now place on record the
fact that the reunion to which I referred was the
Buswell family reunion. I am even happier to
place this into the record in the presence in
your gallery, Sir, of another of Joseph Buswell's
decendants, Mr Michael Buswell, who was one
of the organisers of that reunion, along with
Mrs Pam Blee, Mr Arthur Buswell, and others.
It was a hugely successful event and a great
tribute to this early pioneer of Bunbury and
Western Australia.

-Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 10.37 pm
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noalirnba: Manager

3. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) Can the Minister confirm media re-

ports that the manager of Noalimba
Reception Centre was asked to leave
his post last Friday with instructions
to take his accumulated leave, follow-
ing which he was to report to the
Office of Redeployment and
Retraining?

(2) If yes, will the Minister reverse the
decision to replace a manager who hais
given many years of dedicated service
to Noalimba?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) and (2) Reports contained in the news-

paper during the weekend were wrong.
The manager of Noalimba is not being
sacked. However, under the proposed
remanagement structure he will be
given the opportunity to apply for the
position which will necessarily be
created to make sure that Noalimba
does not continue to cost taxpayers
something in the vicinity of $800 000
and does not continue an occupancy
rate of 24 per cent.
I may say that today I have had an
approach from the CSA asking us to
look at the question of the manager's
position. I was quite disturbed to see
those reports in the paper claiming
that a political decision had been
made in relation to the future of the
manager. The decision to request the
manager to take leave was made by
the director of the department. Any-
one who knows him will know full
well that he is not a man who would
make a political decision. I am con-
cerned about those accusations being
levelled at him. I refute any allegation
that my department has made a politi-
cal decision or has attempted to vic-
timise the manager of Noalimba.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noatimba: Manager

4. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

To make a number of points clear,
would the Minister assure me that by

his remarks he was not obliquely ac-
cusing the previous manager of being
responsible for some of the losses at
Noalimba?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
Rather than dwell on the past diffi-
culties we have experienced at
Noalimba, we should be looking to the
future in an attempt to make sure that
we have a facility of immense benefit
not only to country people but to
everyone in the State who may wish to
use it.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noatimba: Manager

5. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

I repeat the first part of my question; I
accept the second part. I ask the Min-
ister whether, in fact, even obliquely,
he was laying some of the blame for
losses at Noalimba on the previous
manager.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
I simply say that I am looking to the
future and providing a facility which,
as I said, will be of immense benefit to
the people of the State. I am not at all
interested in what has gone on in the
past, except to learn fromn experi-
ences-which need to be learned
from-so that we do not repeat past
mistakes.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noalimba: Manager

6. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

Am 1 to take it from the Minister's
comments that what he is saying is
that no blame at all with regard to the
losses is laid at the feet of the previous
manager?

Several members interjected.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He has not
answered the question.
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The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: I repeat: Has the

Minister in his comments indicated
that no blame at all is alleged against
the previous manager for losses at
Noalimba?

The PRESIDENT: Order! You have
already asked that question twice.

Hon. 0. E, MASTERS: I was not too
happy with the answer.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noalimba: Manager

7. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) As I understand it, the manager has

been requested to take his
accumulated leave. On the manager's
return, will he be required to report to
the Office of Redeployment and
Retraining?

(2) If he does apply for the position of
manager at Noalimba, will he be given
the opportunity of fair and reasonable
consideration?

Hon. Tom Stephens: Of course he will.
Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) and (2) 1 hope that the person who is

selected for that management
position, details of which still have to
be worked out, will be the best appli-
cant for the position.

"FAMILY"
Definition

8. Hon. P. 0. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services:

Does the definition of "family", which
the Minister used at the University of
Western Australia on Saturday at page
10 of her speech, exclude or include
homosexual or lesbian couples and de-
pendants of one or either of those par-
ties?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The definition to which the honour-
able member refers is quite explicit in
that it refers to adults, I think, who
have a relationship of dependency
with regard to children or other people
in their care. The reason for that par-
ticular definition being adopted was
that we did not want to exclude eld-

erly or disabled People from the defi-
nition. So whoever comes within that
definition would be included within
the definition of "family".

"FAMILY"
Definition

9. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services:

I take it from that answer that homo-
sexual and lesbian couples and the de-
pendants of one or other of those is
included in the definition of'"family".

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The honourable member can take
what he likes from it. My answer is as
it was.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: I am asking you what
you take from it; it is your speech.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I take it that
people who have a relationship of
dependancy with regard to children
they are caring for are included within
the definition of "family". I do not
think that needs anything further, but
if the honourable member has particu-
lar points to make, let him make
them.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: I have asked you; your
silence confirms it.

HEALTH
AIDS Council: Support

10. Hon. E. J. CHARLTON, to the Minister
for Budget Management:

Does the State Government still con-
tribute, along -with the Federal
Government, to the WA AIDS Coun-
cil?
Perhaps the Minister wants me to en-
large on that. I have a publication
which states that the council requires
and acts upon resources provided by
State and Federal Governments. It ad-
vertises that it is suffering from a
shortage of finance from the State
Government. Does the Government
contribute to1 that council?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
I do not have that information. In
fact, I am not sure that the application
of this particular body would come
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within my portfolio responsibility. If
the member will put the question on
notice, I will make sure it is answered.

HEALTH
AIDS Councit: Support

11. Hon. E. J. CHARLTON, to the Minister
for Budget Management:

In view of the belief I have that this
and future Governments will involve
themselves in financially supporting
the WA Aids Council, is he aware of
its past activities with respect to the
type of material and activities it is
involved in?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
I should perhaps explain to the House
that the only grants with which my
portfolio is concerned in a direct way
are those which come within the Mis-
cellaneous Services Division of the
Budget. There are a huge number of
other grants which are made available
by application to various depart-
ments, for example, the Health De-
partment of Western Australia, the
Department for Community Services,
the Education Department, and so on.
In such cases, I simply have no reason
to be in touch with the details of the
application or the background of the
organisation. Going on memory, I can
only suggest to the member that the
organisation to which he is referring
does not come within the Miscel-
laneous Services Division set of
grants. If I am wrong, I will correct it,
but otherwise I will have to ask him to
direct the question to the Minister
who is responsible.

"FAMILY"
Definition

12. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
The Family:
(1) Would she consider rewriting the defi-

nition of "family" to exclude homo-
sexual or lesbian couples where chil-
dren are involved?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) and (2)1 take it that that question is re-

ferred to me as Minister for The
Family.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is a joke in itself.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: The member
might consider it a joke, but I take
umbrage to anything to do with my
attitude towards the family. My
answer to the question is no.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noalimnba: Occupancy Rate

13. Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to
Minister for Sport and Recreation:

the

The Minister told the House that
Noalimba had an occupancy rate of 24
per cent and lost $800 000. 1 would
like to remind the Minister it was of
the Government's own making be-
cause it originally set the hostel aside
for country children. What percentage
of occupancy was the Government
budgeting, or was it budgeting for a
loss? Could the Minister give us more
figures because my research into that
hostel shows the occupation rate as
very good.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member
cannot air his views. He must ask a
question.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The member might consider 24 per
cent occupancy to be very good, but
we are looking for 100 per cent in a
profitable situation.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noalimba: Tariff increase

14. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the recently

removed manager at Noalimba put a
proposal to the Government last year,
through the Minister's predecessor, in
which it was proposed that the tariff
be increased in order to increase the
revenue to Noalimba?

(2) If he is aware of that fact, is he also
aware that the Minister refused to take
such action which then led to the defi-
cit to which the Minister refers?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am not aware of the detail. I

would point out that he is not the re-
cently removed manager; he is the
manager on leave. I reiterate that we
need to took to the future. Noaliniba
will not close.
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Hon. P. G. Pendal: Thanks to the Oppo-
sition's efforts.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: I am not
trying to take the credit or to criticise.
The important thing to remember is
that Noalimba will continue. The
members of the Opposition seem to
find difficulty with that. That diffi-
culty is not shared by the member's
country colleagues, a number of whom
have contacted me and congratulated
the Government on its excellent de-
cision.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Noalfinba. Occupancy Rate

15. Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to
Minister for Sport and Recreation:

the

Does the Minister mean to say that
the budget put up by the State
Government was based on the fact
that it would be 100 per cent full?

IHon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
I have today sent a fairly comprehen-
sive Press release to the Opposition.
Perhaps it needs to have a copy of that
Press release to see exactly what the
Government is proposing. Perhaps,
then, it might be in a better position to
ask questions based on fact rather
than supposition.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I asked the ques-
tion based on the answer the Minister
gave when he said he expects 100 per
cent occupancy for that hostel to be on
budget. Those were his exact words. Is
the Minister going to withdraw them?

The PRESIDENT: Order! There was no
question asked, so there is certainly no
answer required. This is the first work-
ing day of the new session of Parlia-
ment. Parliament has been prorogued
and we are now starting again. I think
members ought to brush up on the
rules; and the rules are that there is
provision to ask questions without no-
tice and there is provision for them to
be answered.' There is no provision to
demand an answer if the Minister

does not wish to give it. There is cer-
tainly a requirement for the member
to ask each question only once.

PRISONER: PETER MICKELBERG
Appeals

16. Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Attorney
General:

Does the Government believe that
Peter Mickelberg's attainments in
using wrong procedures, known as in-
competent appeals, are being used to
create a complete false impression
that he is being denied justice?

The PRESIDENT: I am not sure that that
question is in order. I suggest the
member read it again as it seems to
me he is asking the Attorney General
to give a legal opinion which he is not
allowed to do.

I-on. P. H. LOCKYER: I will preface my
question to the Attorney General with
a quote from a letter sent to the mem-
ber for Dale-

I am not in a position to know
why Peter Mickelberg is
attempting to use obviously
wrong procedures to bring his
case to the Court of Criminal Ap-
peal. It is clear, however, that the
delays they are causing and the
rejection of his incompetent at-
tempts by the Court is being used
to create a completely false im-
pression that he is being denied
justice.

Can the Minister explain to the House
the reasons he would believe the pris-
oner, Peter Mickelberg, would
deliberately try to create the im-
pression that he was being denied jus-
tice throughi the courts?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
The answer to that question is in the
very passage the member has quoted.
He knows I am not in the position to
know Mr Mickelberg's motives. That
is precisely the position.

69



70 [ASSEMBLY]

itegislatwve Anuembig
Wednesday, I April 1987

THE SPEAKER (Mr Bamnett) took the Chair
at 2.15 pm, and read prayers.

ENVIRONMENT: OLD SWAN BREWERY
Demolition: Pet ition

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [2.19 pmJ: I have
a petition from 27 citizens. The petition reads
as follows-

To the Honourable the Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly in
Parliament assembled. The petition of the
undersigned respectfully showeth we pro-
test strongly against the proposed develop-
ment for the old Brewery and Stables sites
and urge that the buildings be demolished
and the area be converted to parkland
under the control of the King's Park
Board.

Your Petitioners as in duty bound, will
ever pray.

I have certified that it conforms to the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 7.)

TECHNICAL AND FURTHER
EDUCATION

Fee Increases: Petition

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [2.20 pm]: I present a petition
to the House couched in the following terms-

TO: The Honourable the
Members of the Legislative
the Parliament of Western
Parliament assembled.

Speaker and
Assembly of
Australia in

We, the undersigned would like to add our
objection to that of our teacher regarding
the manner in which there has been a pay
cut for some Community Adult Education
teachers.
The fees have been increased to $2.50 per
hour, with pensioners to a maximum of
$15 per term, class size increased to 15
students, yet there is a large cut in the
lecturers pay.
This does not seem fair or just.

Please keep this valuable service to the
community by adjusting the wages and
keeping good teachers.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 1 033 signatures, and I con-
firm that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 8&)

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Censorship: Petition

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [2.21 pm]: I have a
petition for presentation to the House, and it is
couched in the following terms-

The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled.

We, the undersigned, request that the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament
assembled should examine the English and
Health Education programs used in West-
ern Australian schools with a view to:

I . Prohibiting the use of any part of films
or videos classified "R" or "AO" in
any Western Australian school.

2. Prohibiting in Western Australian
schools the use of books, films or
videos which promote illegal activities
such as violence, incest, homosexu-
ality, euthanasia, drugs, suicide,
abortion, blasphemy and obscenity.

3. Restricting the use in Western
Australian schools of material which
usurps parental responsibility in the
area of sex education. i.e. contracep-
tion and pre-marital sex.

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

Th e petition bears 282 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 9.)
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SCHOOL ACTIVITIES
Integration: Petition

MR GORDON HILL (Helena-Minister for
Police and Emergency Services) [2.22 pm]: I
have a petition couched in the following
terms-

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

We, the undersigned object to equal op-
portunity laws compelling our children to
integration of school activities, including
spants, without referral, consultation or re-
gard for parents and further the current
law does not have regard for individual
communities.

We request that this legislated edu-
cational experiment cease.

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

The petition bears nine signatures. I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 10.)

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Austudy: Petition

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [2.23 pm]: I
have a petition which reads as follows-

To the Honourable the Speaker and
Honourable Members of the Legislative
Assembly of the Parliament of Western
Australia in Parliament assembled.

We the undersigned are very concerned
at the fact that no provision has been made
for financial assistance in AUST-STUDY
for children between 15-16 years of age
living in Western Australia who wish to
leave school and continue with Tertiary
Studies. The AUST-STUDY programme
caters for 16-17 year olds only.

We feel that a change in the law is im-
perative as these children are being
discriminated against, especially isolated
country children.

The petition bears 45 signatures. I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 11.)

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Censorship: Petition

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [2.24 pm]: I
have a further petition which reads as fol-
lows-

The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled.

We, the undersigned, request that the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament
assembled should examine the English and
Health Education programs used in West-
ern Australian schools with a view to:

I . Prohibiting the use of any part of films
or videos classified "R" or "AO" in
any Western Australian school.

2. Prohibiting in Western Australian
schools the use of books, films or
videos which promote illegal activities
such as violence, incest, homosexu-
ality, euthanasia, drugs, suicide,
abortion, blasphemy and obscenity.

3. Restricting the use in Western
Australian schools of material which
usurps parental responsibility in the
area of sex education. i.e. contracep-
tion and pre-marital sex.

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

The petition bears 424 signatures. I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

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

(See pettian Na. 12.)

MR LEN BRUSH
Writs: Speaker's Ruling

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): Before I call
for notices I advise members that in respect of
the Len Brush superannuation affair which was
raised during question time yesterday, I have
taken the opportunity to acquaint myself with
the writs in question and, as a result of my
examination of them, I have determined that it
is appropriate for the matter to be discussed in
the Assembly.
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Points of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, I seek your advice

about whether you are referring not only to the
writs relating to the Leader df the Opposition
but also to the number of writs which arc out
against Mr Martin and various people. I do not
want to complicate the matter.

Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, I think your
ruling should include all the writs because to
my knowledge they all relate to the same cir-
cumstance. If you refer to the precedents of this
House, which you have no doubt done over the
last 24 hours, you will note, with regard to
rulings previously handed down, that until
such time as the matterconcerned was listed
for hearing in the Supreme Court it was your
view that the matter was not sub judice. It is
my knowledge that not one of those writs to
which we are referring has reached that stage
and that your ruling today is in line with pre-
vious rulings.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Speaker, it may be
of assistance to you to know that I know of no
other writs which might impinge upon the
ability of the Parliament to discuss this matter.
As I said yesterday, the Government is perhaps
not eager, but is certainly very willing to ac-
commodate the Opposition on this and
associated mailers. We would not allow the
Opposition to suspend Standing Orders, but we
would allow it to debate an amendment to the
Address-in-Reply debate. We have no
objection to that whatsoever.

The SPEAKER: In respect of the points of
order, my examination of the rules has revealed
that none of the writs has reached the stage
where a date has been set down for a bearing in
the Supreme Court. On that basis and in ac-
cordance with my previous rulings in this place
it is my intention to allow debate on this mat-
ter. It may be that when and if a hearing date is
set down my ruling will change, but until such
time as that occurs my current ruling will
stand.

SUPERANNUATION BOARD
Mishandling: Standing Orders Suspension

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [2.32 pm]: I move-

That so much of the Standing Orders, be
suspended as will prevent me moving
forthwith and without notice the following
censure motion-

That the Premier and Government be
and hereby are censured in respect of their
failures in ensuring propriety, integrity,

and business competence in the handling
of the State Superannuation Fund having
regard to-

(a) The Superannuation and Family Ben-
efits Act;

(b) the special duties under the law of
trustees and persons responsible for
trust superannuation funds;

(c) the requirement that the Treasurer
himself approve all investments of the
trust superannuation fund;

(d) the publicly disclosed activities of
Len Brush, former Chariman of
State Superannuation Board;

Mr
the

(e) the direct responsibility of tht
Premier for the appointment of Mr
Brush and for his continued employ-
ment until his recent resignation;

(f) the provisions of the Public Service
Act and Administrative Instructions
in relation to public servants;

(g) the investment strategy and method of
operation of the Superannuation
Board during the term of the Burke
Government; and

(h) the failure of the Premier to order any
investigation into the operations of
the State Superannuation Board de-
spite the "naive and foolish" activities
of Mr Brush, its former Chairman.

I take the opportunity to move that motion
because we in the Opposition believe that the
Brush affair is a serious matter. While the
Government may not be eager to debate the
affair, we certainly wish it to be debated in the
proper way. In our view the pmoper way is a
censure motion against the Premier and the
Government. The fact that parliamentary pro-
ceedings require that the Address-in-Reply take
precedence over all other matters unless Stand-
ing Orders are suspended is irrelevant to the
facts. It is a serious matter. The proper form of
debate is by a substantive motion to allow each
of the parties to express their points of view
and to debate and vote on the motion indepen-
dently of the Address-in-Reply.

Naturally, if the Government refuses to ac-
cept our move in this regard, we will be forced
to move an amendment during the Address-in-
Reply debate, but that is not our preferred
option. We believe that the substantive mo-
tion-the censure motion-is the more proper
course of action.
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MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [2.35 pm]: I second
the motion. Although we do not lightly seek to
suspend Standing Orders in order for a debate
of this kind to take place ahead of the Address-
in-Reply, we feel that the matter is of such
importance that the Parliament would be fail-
ing in its duty to the people of this State if it
debated at some considerable length the Ad-
dress-in-Reply before a substantive motion was
brought before the House to debate the Brush
affair. It has been festering in the community
for some three months.

This session of Parliament started rather
later than usual. Possibly this is the latest it has
me: for many years apart from election years.
Therefore, the public has not had the oppor-
tunity to use the forum of the Parliament to
discuss a matter of grave public concern. The
general public has an interest in this matter.
The people who are contributors to the
superannuation scheme have a more specific
interest. Parliament is a forum in which such
matters of grave public importance can be
debated without fear or favour. This matter can
be satisfactorily dealt with only by way of a
substantive motion.

The Premier has indicated that we could de-
bate the matter by way of an amendment to the
Address-in-Reply. We do not believe that the
matter can be properly treated in that way. Ob-
viously, depending on the outcome of .this mo-
tion, that will be a further option open to us.
This parliamentary session is starting late; it
will run for two weeks before a break-presum-
ably debate on the Address-in-Reply will take
up at least those two full sitting weeks, that is,
this week and next week; then, because of the
Easter break, there will be a two-week recess.
Therefore, it would be at least a month before
the Opposition could bring forward a
substantive motion. We do not believe that
that would be appropriate in view of the im-
portance of these matters.

Anyone who looks through the points in the
motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition
would be able to see that matters of grave con-
cern touching the Premier and Treasurer are
involved. I refer to the investment of hundreds
of millions of dollars of taxpayers' and sub-
scribers' funds and the resignation of a very
senior public person appointed directly to this
position because or his friendship with the
Premier. It can be seen that these matters can-
not be handled properly during the Address-in-
Reply debate. As I have said, they are matters

of rave public concern that cannot wait until
after debate on the Address-in-Reply is
completed.

I am sure that if the Governor of this State
were able to give his unfettered opinion as to
whether the Address-in-Reply debate should
take precedence over this substantive motion,
he would be the first to agree that, important as
it is that the Address-in-Reply should proceed,
this motion should take precedence. Under
normal circumstances we would not seek to
suspend Standing Orders, but I am sure that
the Governor would agree this matter should
take precedence.

Mr Peter Dowding: You cannot bring him
into it.

Mr LAURANCE: He is the first person we
should bring into it. In many ways it may be
seen to be inappropriate-and irreverent to the
position of the Governor-to suspend Standing
Orders, but when matters are of such import-
ance to the State even the Governor would
agree that the opportunity should be given for
the matter to be debated straightaway.

Mr Speaker, you will recall that I saw you on
Monday of this week, some 24 hours prior to
the opening of the Parliament and asked you
what your attitude would be to the sub judice
question. You indicated at that time that you
were calling for the writs so that you could
examine them prior to the opening of the Par-
liament. Twenty-four hours later you indicated
that you still had not been made aware of the
substance of those writs. I am not sure what
occasioned the delay between the time that you
sought those writs and when they were
provided to you. I am aware that the Leader of
the Opposition made those writs available to
you first thing this morning.

I am not sure whether those were the copies
of the writs you, Mr Speaker, have seen. If they
did not come to you from the sources you
sought, the copies were certainly made avail-
able to you by the Leader of the Opposition.

That meant that this matter could not be
debated on the opening day of Parliament yes-
terday and this is the first appropriate oppor-
tunity. Now that the session has commenced in
proper form we have an opportunity to bring
forward a substantive motion, which we have
done. it is quite obvious to the public that the
Opposition is doing its duty by seeking to sus-
pend -Standing Orders so that this matter can
be dealt with when it should be-immediately.
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Everyone in this House knows that the sub-
ject of this motion will be the most substantive
matter debated in the House this session. I am
sure it will be the most influential subject to
come before this House. The public expect the
matter to be debated; I think they demand it
and it is their right to do so.

The Premier has indicated that he is very
keen for the matter to be debated;, he does not
want to delay or sidestep the issue; he is pre-
pared to cop it. Therefore, he should give us the
opportunity to debate the matter right now. We
know that members opposite, if they examine
their consciences, want to know the full story.
Many of them are very concerned about this
matter. I am not sure whether they will contrib-
ute to the debate but we know that they would
like the matter cleaned up. They know that a
considerable cloud is hanging over the head of
their leader on this issue and they want the
matter debated forthwith. I know they will not
have a free and unfettered vote on this matter
but if we could only examine their consciences
we would see quite clearly that they feel this
matter should be debated ahead of the Address-
in-Reply.

For those reasons in seconding the motion I
indicate it has my total support.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [2.42 pm]: I
briefly indicate the National Party's point of
view on this issue. We support the suspension
of Standing Orders. There is no doubt that
throughout our respective electorates this mat-
ter is of considerable public interest. This is the
first occasion on which the matter could be
debated in this Parliament and it would be in
the interests of all concerned-certainly in the
interests of the public-to have this matter
cleaned up once and for all and out of the way.

For that reason the National Party supports
the move to take the first opportunity available
to debate it. I realise that the Address-in-Reply
debate has not been completed but in this cir-
cumstance it is appropriate that we take the
action proposed in the motion.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [2.43 pm]: During the course of my
occupancy of the office of Leader of the House
I have discussed at great length with the Oppo-
sition the proposal that the Address-in-Reply
debate should not be interrupted; that is to say,
the forms of the House should be that we have
a continuous Address-in-Reply debate from be-
ginning to end before we proceed to other Mat-
ters. The Opposition has advanced the reason
that the Address-in-Reply debate is the time

effectively of private members of the House,
whether Government or Opposition members,
to make whatever points they might want to
make in the most general debate the House
allows.

Within that debate is the most telling of cen-
suires available to any member to move on the
Government; that is, an amendment to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply which conveys a censure of the
Government to the Governor. One would ex-
pect that if a Government were to receive such
a censure on the floor of the lower House, the
Governor would call on the Government to
resign.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
stating quite improperly his view that the
Governor would support this proposition, then
wants to advance the proposition that a censure
should be passed that the Governor will not
hear about. The appropriate way of moving a
censure on the Government during the course
of the Address-in-Reply debate is to move an
amendment to the Address-in-Reply.

In the last year or so, and probably before
that, this Government has been prepared to
accept all reasonable moves to suspend Stand-
ing Orders to discuss key issues at the time they
arise. Time after time we have given Govern-
ment time to the Opposition to suspend Stand-
ing Orders to address matters which were of
concern to the Opposition; the Government
has put aside its legislative programme to do
so. The Opposition is now asking the Govern-
ment to forgo private members' time in order
to suspend Standing Orders.

The absolute irony is that the next speaker
on the Address-in-Reply is the Leader of the
Opposition; that member effectively has the
call. I indicated to the Leader of the Opposition
last night that it was my expectation that his
address and any amendment he wished to
move arising from that address would take the
whole of today's parliamentary sitting. I have
not attempted to slot in any other speaker
today on the Address-in-Reply except the
Leader of the Opposition. There is an unparal-
leled and untrammelled opportunity for the
Opposition to raise the Brush affair or any
other matter which it regards as important by
fol lowing the normal course of moving an
amendment to the Address-in-Reply.

The Government is not prepared to allow the
build up of a precedent for the suspension of
Standing Orders during the Address-in-Reply
debate to allow a matter to be addressed which
could quite properly be addressed through the
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Address-in-Reply debate. That form of the
House should be used by and is available to the
Leader of the Opposition and he has the call as
the next speaker in that debate.

On this occasion the Government will not
accept the proposition that Standing Orders
should be suspended. That should not be taken
as a move to deny any opportunity for this
matter to be addressed because as soon as I sit
down the Opposition will have the opportunity
to raise this matter or any other matter in the
State, nation or indeed the universe. Let the
Opposition use the forms of the House to raise
the issue instead of involving itself in time-
wasting, silly stunts.

House to Divide

Mr THOMAS: I move-

That the House do now divide.

Question put and
following result-

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
MrCarr
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance

Ayes
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Tom Jones
Mrs Buchanan

a division taken wit

Ayes 26
Mr Hodge
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mr Thomas

Noes 21
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Spriggs
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby

Question thus passed.

ht the

Motion Resumed
Question put and a division taken with the

following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Orayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance

Mrs flegg
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burke!!
Mr Carr
MT Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill

Ayes 21
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 26
Mr Hodge
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins

DrWason
Mr Wilson
Mr Thomas

(re/kr)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Spriggs Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Trenorden Mr Tom Jones
Mr Tubby Mrs Buchanan

Question thus negatived.

HILLS (14): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I . Great Southern Development Authority
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Canf
(Tekr)(Minister for Regional Develop-

ment), and read a first time.
2. Dog Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Canf
(Minister for Local Government),
and read a first time.

3. Censorship of Films Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

Parker (Minister for The Arts), and
read a first time.

4. Marketing of Eggs Amendment Bill.
(Tle) 5, Stock (Brands and Movement) Amend-

ment Bill.-
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr

Grill (Minister for Agriculture), and
read a first time.

6. Door to Door Trading Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

Taylor (Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs), and read a first time.
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7. Human Tissue and Transplant Amend-
ment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Taylor (Minister for Health), and
read a first time.

S. Totalisator Regulation Amendment
Bill.

9. Betting Control Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mrs
Beggs (Minister for Racing and
Gaming), and read a first time.

tO. Bush Fires Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Gordon Hill (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services), and read a first
time.

if.
12.

Fisheries Amendment Bill.
Wildlife Conservation Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
Grayden, and read a first time.

13. Metropolitan Water Authority Amend-
ment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Mensaros, and read a first time.

14. Sale of Valuable Government Property
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Stephens, and read a first time.

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE

Days and Hours

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the
House), resolved-

That the House, unless otherwise
ordered, shall meet for the despatch of
business on Tuesdays at 2.15 pm, on
Wednesdays at 2.15 pmn, and Thursdays at
10.45 am1 and shall sit until 6 pm, if
necessary and, if requisite, from 7.15 pm
onwards.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
Precedence Tuesdays and Thursdays

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the
House), resolved-

That on Tuesdays and Thursdays,
Government business shall lake
precedence of all motions and orders of the
day.

COMIWTEES FOR THE SESSION
Appointment

The following sessional committees were
appointed, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of
the House)-

(I) Library Committee-the Speaker, Mr
P. J. Smith, and Mr Tubby.

(2) Standing Orders Committee-the
Speaker, the Chairman of Com-
mittees, Mrs Henderson, Mr Watt,
and Mr Stephens.

(3) House Committee-the Speaker, Mrs
Watkins, Mr Burkett, Mr Spriggs, and
Mr Stephens.

(4) Printing Committee-the Speaker,
Mrs Buchanan, and Mr Rushton.

BOXING CONTROL BILL
Restoration to Notice Paper

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the
House), resolved-

That the Boxing Control Bill be restored
to the Notice Paper and thereafter be
proceeded with at the same stage that it
had reached in the previous session.

LAPSED BELLS
Restoration to Notice Paper

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the
House), resolved-

That a message be sent to the Council
requesting it to resume consideration of
the following B ills-

1. Acts Amendment (Electoral
Reform) Bill.

2. Business Franchise (Tobacco)
Amendment Bill.

3. Main Roads Amendment Bill.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 31 March.
MR MacKJNNON (Murdoch) [3.12 pm]:

There is one essential fact that has been con-
sistent throughout the whole Brush affair and
that is that the Premier has assiduously
avoided answering any questions of any
substance. Those questions continue to mount.
More have been raised today by the Premier in
a letter I received from him-interestingly, I
wrote a letter to the Premier, the date of which
T will mention in a moment-which was
delivered to my office moments ago. I have a
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photocopy of that letter with me now. It is
interesting to see how the Premier endeavours
all the way through this affair to manage the
situation to avoid the issue. The Premier can
engage in all the antics he wishes in relation to
the Brush affair; he may issue writs, and hurl
abuse across the Chamber, in order to try to
hide the essential facts; but, at the end of the
day, these facts will come out.

I wish to examine several of the questions
that have not come out at all. Before doing so,
let us look, as [ have done, at the record and see
exactly what the Premier has revealed since the
affair began. The first and most important fact
is that he has agreed that Mr Brush was naive
and foolish. They are not my words, they are
the Premier's words. HeI has claimed that the
Opposition is on a witch-hunt when all we have
asked for from the outset was a revelation of
the facts by an independent authority.

We have seen the Premier engage in personal
abuse which, of course, culminated in the issue
of a writ against me. Most importantly, I ask
you, Mr Speaker, and the people of Western
Australia, to indicate to me one fact about this
whole affair that the Premier himself has re-
leased or volunteered. There is not one.

As I said at the outset of my remarks, the
hallmark of the Brush affair is that the ques-
tions have remained unanswered. That was the
situation until yesterday when I asked a ques-
tion during question time, about fiduciary
duty; and what was the Premier's answer? I
refer YOU, Mr Speaker, and other members to
the questions and answers sheet on our tables
today: Look at the Premier's answer to my
question. There was no answer. He did not
address the question as he continues to fail to
do. I would like to address this whole question
of the fiduciary duty of Mr Brush to the
Superannuation Board. I want to repeat, as I
did yesterday, when I prefaced my question to
the Premier: The police inquiry is examining
the question of a $150 000 payment, not a pay-
ment of $ 100 000. I asked the Premier whether
he had made public information relating to
that $ 100 000 before it was released elsewhere
and he said no. I asked him whether he knew
that in fact a sum of $150 000 was involved
and there was no answer. The hallmark of the
Brush affair is "no answer".

The police are investigating the matter of the
$150 000, but there is a broader issue arising
from Mr Brush's role as chairman of the board:
If there was a conflict of interest and if a breach
of his fiduciary duty occurred, did that cost the
board significantly in terms of its investment

decisions? It is a very important question. I
would have thought that the Premier, who is
responsible for the activities of the board, and
was responsible for the appointment of Len
Brush himself, would be interested in that
question.

The Opposition referred the matter to an
eminent QC in this town. I would like to read
to the House his comments on the facts as we
were able to present them to him.

Mr Peter Dowding: Is it Daryll Williams
again?

Mr MacKINNON: No.
Mr Peter Dowding: What is wrong with

Daryll Williams?
Mr MacKINNON: There is nothing wrong

with Daryll Williams. I like the man. He was a
candidate for us for the seat of Melville.

Mr Peter Dowding: Was he too partisan?
Mr MacKINNON: I think Daryl[ Williams is

an eminent QC. If it had been Daryll Williams
it would make no difference. I do not intend to
release the name of the QC. For the benefit of
the Minister for Labour, Productivity and Em-
ployment, these were his words-

If the loan was promised prior to or dur-
ing the course of negotiations between the
Board and Martin then it would obviously
be objectionable.

That is a very important statement bearing in
mind the Premier's letter to me today. His sec-
ond comment was also interesting, which
reads-

Even if the loan had been negotiated and
made after negotiations had been
concluded, it does seem to mec that in light
of the relationship which has now devel-
oped between the Board and Martin that
the acceptance by Melampus of a loan
would place Mr Brush in a position of
breach of duty. I say that because there is
obviously ongoing contractual commit-
ments between the parties and no doubt
ongoing negotiations relating to the devel-
opment of the project at North Fremantle.
It is not as though there was an outright
sale and a termination of any relationship
between the SSB and Martin.

That QC is saying that he believes there is a
serious doubt as to the question of a breach of
fiduciary duty. If the facts were clearer, it
would be seen that there was such a breach.
The Premier-and nobody else-is charged
with the responsibility of supervising the State
Superannuation Board, but he has taken no
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steps whatsoever to investigate that matter.
That was the substance of the question I asked
yesterday: Has he made any inquiries into that
matter, which is not the subject of the police
inquiry?

I ask the Premier again whether he has
instructed anybody to make any inquiries into
whether there has been such a breach of duties
by Mr Brush. As I indicated at the outset of my
comments on this issue, there was silence from
the Premier. This Premier, who in the past, has
assiduously sought publicity, who has sought
and at times pretty effectively dominated this
Parliament by his interjections, answers and
questions, now sits mute.

Mr Brian Burke: I will have plenty to say
shortly.

Mr MacKIINNON: In the past the Premier
has never taken that opportunity; he has
interjected at every available opportunity and
in fact he uses very well the technique that I am
now using. What is the answer? Has the
Premier ordered the inquiry?

Mr Brian Burke: Don't you know that variety
is the spice of life? I change my tactics from
time to time. I will have plenty to say shortly.

Mr MacKINNON: It has taken the Premier
four years to discover the spice of life and now
we have a change of tactics. Maybe it is the
Premier's diet.

Mr Brian Burke: You can treat this matter
with some flippancy, but by the time I have
finished with you, you will be flip-flopping.

Mr MacKINNON: Will the Premier tell us
now or later whether he has ordered an inquiry
into the activities of the board?

Mr Brian Burke: You are about to have some
sense made of your whole speech. I will tell you
far more than you want to know in due course.

Mr MacKINNON: I thank the Premier, but
all 1 have ever asked for has been the facts. I
hope that as a pant of his answer the Premier
will tell the House whether he has ordered an
inquiry into the activities of the board under
the chairmanship of Mr Brush, whether there
was a breach of duty and whether, as a
consequence of his actions, costs were incurred
as a result of bad decisions made by the board.
Secondly, a further question relates to whether
other officers of the board may also have been
naive and foolish. Has the Premier ordered an
inquiry into that?

There is no answer; despite the Premier's
claim that the Opposition will be flip-flopping,
he will not answer that question-nor will he

tell us whether he is investigating the fact of a
breach of fiduciary duty by Mr and Mrs Brush.
The Premier will not inform the House
whether other members of the board or the
staff of the State Superannuation Board were
placed in a similar-

Mr Brian Burke: Did you say "investigating
the fact of a breach of fiduciary duty"?

Mr MacKINNON: If I said "fact", I meant,
-question". That is the essential issue in re-
spect of this matter. The Premier can nitpick
about the words if he wishes-perhaps I do
make the odd mistake one way or another oc-
casionally. The facts of the matter have been
brought out by the QC and I would back his
judgment against the Premier's any day of the
week.

The Premier also has a responsibility to ad-
minister the Public Service Act. Members may
be aware that I wrote to the Public Service
Board about this whole question. I put a series
of questions to the board and I will quote from
my letter as follows-

I.Does the Public Service Board regard
Mr Brush and his wife Mrs Brush as
subject to the Public Service Act? That
is are they public servants or not?

The Premier did not proffer that information
although the Opposition asked the question
through the media. I continue quoting from my
letter-

2. If so, did the Board give either Mr or
Mrs Brush written permission under
Section 54 subsection I of that Act to
exempt them from any of the require-
ments of that section?

Section 54 (1) reads in pant as follows-
54. (1) Except with the written per-

mission of the Board, which permission
may at any time be withdrawn, an officer
shall not-

Subsections 54(l)(c) and (d) read as follows-
(c) engage in or undertake any such busi-

ness, . . . whether as principal or agent;
(d) engage or continue in the private prac-

tice of any profession;, or
I then asked-

If so, when was that approval sought and
given by the Board?

4. Does the Board consider that Mr and
Mrs Brush were exempted by any ad-
ministrative instructions issued under
Section 54 subsection 2 of the Public
Service Act?
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5. If so, what instructions?

The administrative instructions themselves are
interesting. One of those-administrative sec-
tion 726-relates to private employment and
says-

2. An application by an officer under the
provisions of Section 54 of the Act shall be
made through the Permanent Head, who,
after considering any effect on the officces
efficiency and possible inconvenience to
the Department that such activities may
cause, shall inform the Board whether or
not approval is recommended.

The question here is: Who was the permanent
head? Was it Mr Brush? Was he exempted from
receiving that exemption or did he in fact seek
it? Clearly all of those questions are important
but I would now refer to the response I received
from the chairman of the board. It reads as
follows-

Thank you for your letter dated March
10, 1987.

The same day that I wrote to the Premier; they
were courteous enough to give me a response
by 26 March. The letter continues as follows-

I have considered your letter and am
able to advise that Mr and Mrs Brush were
both officers pursuant to the Public Ser-
vice Act 1978 prior to resigning fromt their
positions on March 13, 1987. As Mr and
Mrs Brush are no longer public servants
they are not subject to the jurisdiction of
the Public Service Hoard.

That is pretty obvious. The letter continues-

The Board has kept itself fully informed
of the events which have transpired with
respect to Mr and Mrs Brush including the
numerous public statements made by
people and reported in various news-
papers. The Board is also aware that a
Police investigation is being conducted re-
garding Mr and Mrs Brush.

In exercising its responsibilities under
the Public Service Act the Board is respon-
sible to the Governor for ensuring that the
provisions of the Act, Regulations and Ad-
ministrative Instructions are applied and
complied with.

The Board also has an obligation to en-
sure that officers are treated equitably in
their employment pursuant to the Act.
Therefore the Board's actions in exercising
its responsibilities should not prejudice

officers' rights to defend themselves. Nor
should they affect officers' reputations
without demonstrated cause.
Accordingly it is inappropriate for the

Board to make further observations on this
matter.

Mr Peter Dowding: Can you tell me which
subsection of section 54 is applicable to Mr and
Mrs Brush?

Mr MacKINNON: It seems to me that
subsections 54 (1) (c) and (d) are each appropri-
ate.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is, carrying on a
business?

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. Does the Minis-
ter believe that the company that Mr Brush was
heading was in the business of investment? I
ask the Minister for his opinion; he is a lawyer.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are making the alle-
gations.

Mr MacKINNON: I ask the Minister to give
his opinion.

Mr Peter Dowding: I normally charge for my
opinion.

Mr Parker: Are you saying that any public
servant is debarred from having a public
company?

Mr MacKINNON: I did not say that. I will
read the clause again. It reads, "Except with the
written permission of the Board".

Mr Parker: It is covered by the terms of the
Act.

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly, and I guess that
if a public servant has a public company, the
answer is "Yes, he should have the written per-
mission of the board". The board will give that
exemption; the Premier wanted to impose an
across-the-board exemption preventing public
servants from owning shares.

Mr Brian Burke: I didn't say that. I said that
if they took the attitude that you are now
taking-

Mr MacKINNON: It was a threat. If a public
servant is operating an investment business
under the terms of that clause he or she would
be very wise to approach the board and obtain
the exemption.

Mr Peter Dowding: What if the member for
Mt Lawley were running an investment busi-
ness on the side? Is investing in shares a busi-
ness?

Mr MacKINNON: Is the Minister running
an investment business on the side? Any busi-
ness on the side?
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Mr Peter Dowding: What about the member
for Murchison-Eyre?

Mr MacKINNON: What if he is? Good luck
to him.

Mr Brian Burke: He is more than that; he is
an accountant. He is sludging with someone
with a foreign name.

Mr Peter Dowding: I thought he was the
Minister for Foreign Affairs.

Mr MacKINNON: If the Premier is going to
talk about sludging, we can talk about the Min-
ister for Labour, Productivity and Employment
and his activities in tax affairs. He has a pretty
fine record on the question of tax avoidance
and evasion.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: Does the Minister deny

that he was involved in a tax avoidance
scheme?

Mr Peter Dowding: I give you an absolutely
unequivocal assurance that tax evasion and
sludging schemes have never been part of my
activities.

Mr MacKINNON: What was the name of the
Minister's scheme? I cannot recall it.

Mr Peter Dowding: Perhaps you might like
to ask the member for Murchison-Eyre whether
he has been involved in such matters.

Mr MacKINNON: What was the name of the
scheme? Occurrence?

Mr Peter Dowding: As you will recall, Mr
MacKinnon, the member for Murchison-Eyrc
was involved in something which had to do
with a bottom-of-the-harbour scheme.

The SPEAKER: Order! Members, I am well
aware that we are debating the Address-in-Re-
ply and that in this debate members can ad-
dress themselves to any subject they choose.
However, if in the first speech on the Address-
in-Reply this year we resort to the sorts of
things that are now being spoken of, I hesitate
to think where we will be by the time we get to
the last speech. Just think about that, members,
and be very careful about where you go with
your speeches.

Points of Order
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker, my point of

order concerns the comment by the Minister
for Labour, Productivity and Employment who
said, if I heard correctly, that I was involved
with bottom-of-the-harbour deals. I find his
remark offensive and I ask you to direct him to
withdraw it.

The SPEAKER: I have just taken the oppor-
tunity to ask for some sanity in this debate. I
am not going to ask the Minister to withdraw. I
am not even sure that he said what you are
implying he did say, but quite apart from that,
no matter what the facts are about what he
said, it was part of what I think was an unac-
ceptable bit of debate.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: On a further point of or-
der, I seek your protection and again ask you to
direct the Minister who made that comment to
withdraw it. I am seeking your protection, Mr
Speaker.

The SPEAKER: You have my protection.
The Leader of the Opposition.

Mr MacKINNON: On the same point of or-
der, I think what the member for Murchison-
Eyre is indicating is that he takes deep offence
at the comment of another member of the
House.

Mr Pearce: Fair go! You were just accusing
the Mi nister of tax evasion.

Mr MacKJNNON: He can take a point of
order.

The SPEAKER: I remind members of my
attitude towards paints of order. I will enter-
tain points of order at any time. However, dur-
ing points of order I will not tolerate interjec-
tions from other members while a member is
on his feet addressing me.

Mr MacKINNON: My point, which has been
amplified quite adequately by members op-
posite, is that if a member finds a statement
offensive, he has the right-as you are well
aware-to ask you to rule whether the term is
offensive and, if you find that it is, to ask that
you direct the other member to withdraw his
remark. The member for Murchison-Eyre has
indicated that for it to be said that he was part
of a bottom-of-the-harbour scheme is offensive
to him. I think you should take cognisance of
that and rule in his favour.

The SPEAKER: I reiterate that I will not
withdraw from my current position. In order to
enforce it further I will read to the member for
Murchison-Eyre and the Leader of the Oppo-
sition Standing Order No. 145-

When any member objects to words
used in a debate by another Member, the
Speaker, or Chairman of Committees
shall, if either considers the words to be
objectionable, or unparliamentary, order
them to be withdrawn; and, if necessary,
an apology made.
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That is the Standing Order under which you
are asking me to rule. However, had you read
one Standing Order further you would have
read the following-

Every such objection must be taken at
the time when such words are used.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: It is interesting that the

Government seems to have a whole lot of infor-
mation on the activities of Opposition mem-
bers but very little information on what is
happening in the Stare Superannuation
Board-or if it does have any information, it is
certainly not letting us know about it.

Mr Pearce: You should reflect on your
statement about the facts we have with regard
to your members. We have a lot of them and
some are very embarrassing.

Mr MacKINNON: I really hope members
opposite start on that course of action in the
House because that will show exactly the type
of people Government members are and
exactly how desperate they are to avoid the
issue. The issue is the failure of the Govern-
ment and particularly the Premier to answer
any question on this matter. He has not
answered one question that I have put to him
on this matter.

Mr Brian Burke: What you are saying would
have some substance were you, for example,
not guilty of telling reporters that my brother
had been involved in certain illegal activities.

Mr MacKINNON: Have I said that? I do not
know that I have. If I thought the Premier's
brother had been involved in illegal activities I
would stand on the front steps of Parliament
House and say so.

Mr Brian Burke: You didn't say that the
police were investigating it?

Mr MacKINNON: I do not know that the
police were investigating a matter. I have heard
rumours that they are, but I do not know.

Mr Brian Burke: You have heard rumours
and you told a reporter of the rumours?

Mr MacKINNON: I may have told a re-
porter about the rumours.

Mr Brian Burke: That's the point. You have
told us that you told a reporter of the rumours.
If you are prepared to do that, don't accuse us
of being certain sorts of people. I know what
you told a reporter and on what basis you re-
layed it to him. It is absolutely reprehensible,
because today you cannot produce any evi-
dence.

Mr MacK.IINON: The point the Premier is
trying to make eludes me. I have heard about
150 or 200 rumours about the whole Brush
affair and I have spoken to several reporters
about those rumours, those allegations, those
points of issue. But I have not said to any of
those reporters, "On the record, for the record,
I believe this to be the case." Is the Premier
saying to me he has never spoken to. journalists
about a rumour? If I had felt that Terry Burke,
the former member for Perth, had been involved
in illegal activities, I would stand and say so,
would I not? It is in my best interest to do so if
I am after the political advantage.

Mr Brian Burke: Why did you pass on the
rumour?

Mr MacICINNON: Because journalists have
passed on rumours to mec.

Mr Brian Burke: You are the Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr MacKINNON: And the member is the
Premier. The Premier is trying to make a
mountain out of a molehill. How did the
Premier hear of it if it was not a rumour?

The SPEAKER: Order! I am as anxious as
the next member to hear about this matter, but
it is very difficult when I am hearing it from 30
members at the same time. I am very keen to
allow interiections, but let us have them one at
a time so that we can all understand them.

Mr Brian Burke: The reporter rang me-
The SPEAKER: Order! I can understand the

Premier's keenness to reply, but nonetheless
the rules of this place require that after I have
sat down the Leader of the Opposition must get
out some words.

Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
Mr Brian Burke: In answer to your question,

this is howlI heard it.
Mr MacKINNON: He heard it from a

journalist.
Mr Brian Burke: That's right.
Mr MacKINNON: It was a rumour.
Mr Brian Burke: I was asked on tape-
Mr MacKINNON: It may well be a rumour. I

cannot recall from whom I heard the rumour. It
may well have been from a journalist.

Mr Brian Burke: You told a journalist whom
you heard it from-you heard it from Mr
Lightfoot!

Mr Clarko: We have now found out that the
Premier has been discussing with journalists
this rumour about his brother.
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Mr Brian Burke: I was asked on tape. The
journalist said to me, "Are you aware that the
police are investigating the illegal activities of
your brother?" I said, "No, I haven't heard
about it." I asked him, "Where did you hear it
from?" He said, "The Leader of the Oppo-
sition." I said, "What was his source?" He said,
"The member for Murchison-Eyre." I said, "I
haven't heard the allegation, but should the
Leader of the Opposition be passing on those
rumours?" He hasn't denied it; he has con-
firned it.

Mr MacKINNON: Is it not amazing? The
Premier is so willing and wanting to interject
about a rumour, but he will not answer ques-
tions about fact. The Premier has not answered
one question with a fact. He stands here and
tries to claim that I have been peddling ru-
mours. I talk to journalists and they talk to me;
I hear things and I talk to them and they talk to
me. They do their job. I have never been guilty,
and never will be, of making public statements
for the benefit of journalists and reporters, or
anybody else, which are not true.

I have heard all the rumours the Premier has
talked about. I have talked to more than one
journalist about the rumour, but I have not
made a public statement about it. The Premier
raised the issue today, not 1. If the Premier
wants to get dinkum about the issue of the
Brush affair he should give us some facts and
answers to questions, not red herrings.

The question now is, who is responsible ^or
the administration of the Public Service Board?
Who is the Minister with whom the responsi-
bility lies? It is the Premier. When did the
Premier know about Mr Brush? When did he
first find out about Mr Brush receiving
$ 100 000 or $1 50 000? We could not shut him
up five minutes ago, but there is a deathly
silence now. He will not tell us when he knew. I
think it is pretty important.

Mr Lewis: He heard a rumour in January.
Mr MacKINNON: I think he heard in

December or January that there was a rumour
going round.

Mr Lightfoot: Did you know, and what did
you know, Mr Premier? That is the only ru-
mour we want cleared up. What did you know
and when did you know?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKINNON: If, as it would appear, the

Premier knew in either December or January
about this particular matter but it took him
until March to indicate he thought it was naive
and foolish, why did he not order the Public

Service Board to investigate the question which
seems to be covered adequately by the sections
of the Public Service Act which I have quoted?
Why has the Premier not asked the board to
examine the activities of other public servants
working for the board to see if there was a
repetition of Mr Brush's naive and foolish ac-
tion? Why has he not investigated to see
whether Mr Brush was naive and foolish more
than once? If he was naive and foolish once
why would he not be so more than once? The
Premier tries to tell us about rumours in re-
lation to what my colleagues may or may not
have said. He can talk about members of the
Opposition until he is blue in the face, but until
he begins to answer questions of fact about this
matter he does not have a feather to fly with.

Let us turn to The West Australian of 10
February in which there was an article headed
"State gets new fiscal watchdog". The article
stated-

The chairman of the State
Superannuation Board, Mr Len Brush, is a
central figure in a plan to reorganise the
WA Government's financial dealings.

Further on it said-
Mr Brush will continue in a part-time

capacity as chairman of the
Superannuation Board. This will give him
more time to devote to the development of
an expanded role for the WADC in the
management of the State's assets.

On 10 February, according to the Premier's
latest statement, he knew of Mr Brush's naive
and foolish action. Why did he not raise the
question at the time? Why did he allow Mr
Brush to continue in this new and significant
position in terms of the State's financial deal-
ings?

Mr Lewis: He was shifting him sideways.
Mr MacKINNON: I do not know what he

was doing; maybe it was up, down, or sideways,
but the Premier knew at the time.

Mr Lewis: Why didn't he take the appropri-
ate action if he knew?

Mr MacKINNON: That is another
unanswered question. As I said at the outset, at
the end of today's debate, after the Premier has
spoken and the dust has settled, let us sit down
and examine the Hansard record and see how
many questions are actually answered. That
will be the true test.

While we are talking about when the Premier
knew about this matter, let us look at the
transcript of a Press conference held on 3
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March. This is not rumour, but the Premier's
quotes, supplied to us by a journalistic source.
These are the Premier's words-

Because of Opposition inquiries in
December, loan documents were referred
to lawyers who said documents were in
order but had to be stamped-and that's
when it was stamped.

This was before we were asked any ques-
tions by Tony Robertson of The
Australian, and secondly, I think, it was
David Lague of The Western Mai. They
were the first journalists to address ques-
tions to us, and well prior to those ques-
tions being addressed us the document had
been stamped.

Mr Peter Dowding: What are you reading
from?

Mr MacKINNON: A transcript of a Press
conference-the words of the Premier. A
journalist who had a tape recorder there gave
us a record of the Premier's comments from the
conference.

Let us read the first sentence again because it
is important. It states-

Because of Opposition inquiries in
December, loan documents were referred
to lawyers-

That implies he knew about it in December. To
continue-

-who said documents were in order but
had to be stamped-and that's when it was
stamped.

When did the Premier first know about this
matter?7 Was it December?

Mr Brian Burke: Keep reading on, and you
will find the answers.

Mr MacKINNON: The transcript states-

This was before we were asked any ques-
tions by Tony Robertson of The
Australian, and secondly, I think, it was
David Lague of The Western Mail.

Mr Brian Burke: Keep reading.

Mr MacKINNON: The transcript goes on as
follows-

They were the first journalists to address
questions to us, and well prior to those
questions being addressed us the docu-
merit had been stamped.

Mr Brian Burke: That is my information.

Mr MacKINI4ON: Jim Cannon was ap-
proached by another journalist on 8 January,
but the Premier claimed to know about this in
December.

Mr Brian Burke: If you read on-and if you
do not I will read it later-you will find in the
transcript the answer to the question you are
asking.

Mr MacKINNON: What is the answer?
When did the Premier know?

Mr Brian Burke: As I said in the Press con-
ference, the first we knew was in the months
before January-it may have been
November-when there were rumnours, and the
member for Cottesloe, for example, made cer-
tain statements to certain people without namn-
ing people, and other rumours were circulating
about a senior public servant who was going to
be attacked by the Opposition. If you read
through there you will see it.

Mr MacKINNON: That is what the Premier
said the next day.

Mr Brian Burke: Keep reading the transcript.
Mr Mac KINNON: I think it was the Premier

who said to me today in this debate that words
are important. The transcript says--

Because of Opposition inquiries in
December. ..

The Premier knew about our inquiries about
Mr Brush in December.

Mr Brian Burke: All I am trying to Say is that
the Opposition was active in making those
sorts of threats as early as November, 1 under-
stand.

Mr MacKINNON: Again the Premier did
not answer the question. He is very good at
that. Did he know about the Opposition inquir-
ies into the Brush affair in December?

Mr Brian Burke: I certainly knew about the
rumours circulating as a result of the Oppo-
sition's activities, yes.

Mr MacKINNON: So the answer was "Yes"?
Mr Brian Burke: Yes, although when you say

"inquiries", I used the word "inquiries". I do
not think the Opposition rang us.

.Mr MacKfl4NON: No, we did not- -to my
knowledge.

Mr Brian Burke: Well, when you say
"inquiries"...

Mr MacK]NNON: So the Premier knew
about the Brush affair in December?

Mr Brian Burke: No, I did not.
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Mr MacKINNON: The Premier just said he
did.

Mr Brian Burke: No, I did not.
Mr MacKINNON: The Premier said he did.
Mr Brian Burke: I tried to explain. I said I

heard unsubstantiated rumours not naming the
public servants involved. If you read the
transcript you will see that that is what I said
later.

Mr MacKINNON: That is what the Premier
said the next day.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you have the whole
transcript?

Mr MacKINNON: The next day's transcript,
yes.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you have the whole
transcript?

Mr MacKINNON: Not the transcript of 3
March.

Mr Brian Burke: You should get the whole
transcript.

Mr MacKINNON: I recall the Premier last
night having a great time in talking about the
fact that I supported a fiat tax and quoting only
three words I said. It did not make any differ-
ence to him then. Because of Opposition in-
quiries in December, loan documents were re-
ferred to lawyers who said the documents were
in order but had to be stamped and that is
when they were stamped. I asked several
journalists at the time whether they had as::ed
the Premier when he knew and they said they
had.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, because I said I heard
those reports and rumours in December.

Mr MacKINNON: So the Premier is saying
that, in December, he did not know it was Mr
Brush.

Mr Brian Burke: No, of course I didn't.
Mir MacKINNON: When did the Premier

find out it was Mr Brush?
Mr Brian Burke: I found out when the first

inquiries were made. I said that at the confer-
ence, if you read it.

Mr MacKINNON: To Tony Robertson?
Mr Brian Burke: No, that is not true. You are

not reading the transcript.
Mr MacKINNON: The transcript states,

"This was before we were asked any questions
by Tony Robertson of The Australian. and sec-
ondly, 1 think, it was David Lague...

Mr Brian Burke: Does that mean that no-one
else drew it to our attention before then?

Mr MacKINNON: Why did the Premier not
m ention other people's names?

Mr Brian Burke: I did. If you read the rest of
the transcript you will see I referred to Bob
Willoughby. I said, "Bob, you contacted Jim
Cannon."

Mr MacKJNNON: Was that the first time
the Premier knew that it was Len Brush?

Mr Brian Burke: That is right.
Mr MacKINNON: Fact number one. Was

that in December or January?
Mr Brian Burke: That was in January, but in

any case it is in the transcript.
Mr Mac KINNON: Does the Premier deny

that he knew, in December, that it was Brush?
Mr Brian Burke: Absolutely.
Mr Court: Had you made the decision in

January for the WADC appointment?
Mr Brian Burke: I did not make the decision

for the WADC appointment. You know that.
Mr Court: You are the head of WADC.
Mr MacKINNON: Does the Premier not

have to approve the State Superannuation
Board Chairman's taking a pant-time position?

Mr Brian Burke: Not taking it.
Mr Mac KINNON: By doing that, the

Premier approved the other thing.
Mr Brian Burke: That is wrong. One mistake

made at the Press conference was the proof that
I did not know anything about it because I said
that the doements were stamped in December.

Mr MacKINNON: It is very important at the
end of the day that we know when the Premier
knew. Is the Premier indicating to me that he
did not know about it in December?

Mr Brian Burke: I did not know the person
involved.

Mr MacKINNON: Who did you think it was
in December?

Mr Brian Burke: I had no idea.
Mr MacKINNON: Th ey were j ust rumo urs?
Mr Brian Burke: Just rumours.
Mr MacKINNON: Did the Premier talk to

journalists about the rumours?
Mr Brian Burke: No, I don't follow your

practice.
Mr MacKINNON: Did the Premier make

any inquiries about the individual at that time?
The answer is no.

The next question that remains unanswered
is whether the Premier is concerned about the
fact that there could be-as reported by Jim
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Maher the other night on Channel Seven-
three cheques, not two, and if so, whether he
made any inquiries to find out what happened
in that regard? Did it go to Mr Brush, has it
gone to someone else in the Public Service
Board, or does he not care?

I think it is pretty important that, if inquiries
are being conducted, the facts initially
indicating that the amount borrowed was
$ 100 000 and now indicating that the figure is
closer to $150 000 be ascertained. The Premier
has responsibilities for supervising both the
Public Service Board-in other words, the
Public Service Act and the people working for
the board-and the State Superannuation
Board. I am interested to know where that
third cheque went and whether anyone else was
involved.

Mr Peter Dowding: Don't you trust the
police to find out?

Mr MacKINNON: I trust them implicitly. I
have never questioned that.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not the position
you are showing us now.

Mr MacKINNON: I have never questioned
them.

I now turn to the questions I addressed to the
Premier. They were put in a letter written on
10 March and the responses are enclosed in a
letter dated 31 March but which was delivered
today. The questions I asked the Premier were
as follows-

When did you approve of the
Superannuation Board's investment in the
Anchorage proposal under Section 25
Subsection 2 of the Superannuation Act?

That section states-

The Board shall not invest the Fund or
any portion thereof in any investment of
any kind whatever without the consent of
the Treasurer being first obtained.

That is pretty explicit. The answer to the ques-
tion was-

The State Superannuation Hoard has
informed me that my approval was sought
and given in April and confirmed in
writing in November.

That is a very interesting answer. How did the
Premier give the approval in April if it was not
in writing? Was it a verbal approval?

Mr Brian Burke: I am advised it was also in
writing in April.

Mr MacKINNON: Why say then, "The
board informed me that my approval was
sought and given in April and confirmed in
writing in November"?

Mr Brian Burke: All I know is that the board
told me that it was in writing in April and,
subsequently in November, it was also in
writing.

Mr MacKINNON: Is the Premier prepared
to table both approvals?

Mr Brian Burke: No, I am not because I do
not know whether the board mislaid the first
letter. It told me that they were both in writing.
The other thing you need to know and which
you conveniently gloss over is that global ap-
provals were given under your Government
year after year. So when you say that each and
every investment has to be approved, that Act
has to be complied with if the approvals are
given in a global sense at the start of invest-
ment. You know that is the case because you
did it.

Mr MacKINNON: I was not the Premier,
actually.

Mr Brian Burke: Your Government did it.

Mr MacKINNON: I sit here day after day
listening to allegations about the terrible things
we did. I do not think everything we did was
right and I do not think this Government has
done everything we did. Therefore, there is no
reason for this Government to follow us.

I think that with an investment as significant
as the Anchorage, specific approval would have
been given by the board. The answer to that
question begs the question why two approvals
were sought and why the answer states-again
the words are important-"the board has
informed me that my approval was sought and
given in April and confirmed in writing in
November". It does not say that it was given in
writing in April.

Mr Brian Burke: I am saying that I have been
informed by the board that it was.

Mr MacKINNON: Will the Premier table
both approvals?

Mr Brian Burke: No,!I will not until I ask the
board if it has both.

Mr MacKINNON: It is important to know
whby there were two approvals. The Premier
signed the letter which included the answers to
the questions, not 1. The Premier could have
said, "in writing in April and in
November". Why was it considered to be im-
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pontant to say that the approval had been given
in writing in November? The Premier now in-
dicates that he will not table the letters.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not say I would not
table them.

Mr MacKINNON: My second question was
as follows-

When making that approval were you
aware of Mr Brush's private dealings with
people involved in the Anchorage pro-
posal?

The answer was no. The next question
asked-

When did you become aware of Mr
Brush's private dealings with people
involved with the Anchorage proposal and
how were you made aware of that involve-
ment?

The answer stated-
I assume you are referring to the loan

between Accord Nominees and Melampus.
I became aware of that loan in about mid-
January following an informal remark
made by a member of the media.

That was confirmed earlier.
Mr Brian Burke: You have been saying for

half an hour that I failed to answer that ques-
tion.

Mr MacKINNON: When did I get this letter?
Mr Brian Burke: You got it today.
Mr MacKINNON: I got it when I was sitting

in this chair.
Mr Brian Burke: But you knew the question

was answered, didn't you?
Mr MacKINNON: I have not had time to

read it in detail. I have been trying to find out
from the Premier what the answer was.

My fifth question asked-
If not, why do you believe they are not

in breach of the relevant sections of the
Public Service Act and its Administrative
Instructions.

The answer stared-
These questions should be addressed to

the Chairman of the Public Service Board.
I addressed those questions to the Chairman of
the Public Service Board and he gave us the
same response.

Let us see what he says. This is a letter to the
Superannuation Board. I have written
to the Public Service Board and I have read out
already their response, that being that Mr
Brush was no longer a member of the Public

Service and, therefore, the board is not going to
pursue it and did not believe it was its obli-
gation to do so in the terms of equitably
treating a former employee. That does not alter
the fact, of course, as I said, that the Premier
found out about this matter early in January-
he says mid-January. Why was no statement
made about that fact? Why was no disclosure
made? Why was it not until I think early March
that the facts became clear?

Why did the Premier then, knowing that fact,
approve in March of a man whom he believed
was naive and foolish? Apparently he did not
believe that in February when he allowed him
to become a pan-time chairman of the board
and transfer across to the Western Australian
Development Corporation. Why did he then,
when the matter was raised in March, ask Mr
Brush to divest himself of his investments with
Mr Martin? He did not in mid-January; he did
not in February. In fact, he approved his pro-
motion in February. In March he asked him to
divest himself of his investments. Why is that
so, Mr Speaker? Why did he not take action
earlier when he knew about the activity, as con-
firmed today, by about mid-January? I put it to
the House it was 8 January, if not sooner.

Why did he not take action at that time?
Why has he subsequently not taken action to
see whether there were any other occasions
when Mr Brush did or did not breach any sec-
tion of the Public Service Act; whether Mr
Brush was naive or foolish in any other area of
his activity?

I also wrote to the State Superannuation
Board because I believed it was rather import-
ant, as I said right at the outset of my remarks,
to determine whether Mr Brush had breached
his fiduciary duty, and I said in the letter to the
board-

1. Did your Chairman, Mr Brush, notify
the board of loans received by his fam-
ily company, Melamnpus Pty Ltd, from
Accord Nominees Pry Ltd?

The answer was-
In view of the investigation being con-

ducted into the affairs of the board's for-
mer chairman, Mr Len Brush, it would be
inappropriate to answer these questions at
this time.

This was signed by Mr Tindale, secretary of the
board- a letter again dated 27 March. While I
respect the board I cannot see why it could not
answer that question: did Mr Brush notify the
board of the loans or not? Was he coming clean
at the time? Was he endeavouring to make the
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facts known? That was one of the questions I
indicated right at the outset of this inquiry that
should have been made public, and would have
if it had been an investigation by an indepen-
dent inquiry, not a police inquiry. The letter
continues-

2. If so, when was the Board notified of
those transactions?

This is covered by the same answer. The letter
continues-

3. Did the Board approve of those
transactions?

Same answer. The letter continues-
4. If so, when did the Board approve of

those transactions?
These are all very important questions that
have failed to be answered. The letter con-
tinues-

5. When did the Board agree to proceed
with the Anchorage Development?

6. When was that approval minuted by
your Board?

The reply to those two questions is as follows-
At a meeting held on I I March 1986 the

Board agreed in principle to investigate the
proposal. The Board decided at its next
meeting held on 8 April 1986 to purchase
the project.

No new revelations! To continue with my
letter-

7. When was the last land purchased by
the Board to conclude the develop-
ment?

8 What payments have been made by the
Board and to whom to conclude the
Anchorage Development?

The answer to those questions was-
The purchase of freehold sites and rel-

evant payments have been made in accord-
ance with agreements between the many
parties involved. The release of payment
details could both damage the Board's
commercial standing or have an adverse
effect on financial viability of the project.
For these reasons, the information cannot
be made available.

Finally-
9. If the Anchorge proposal has yet to be

completed then when is it expected
that it will be?

That is again a very important question, bear-
ing in mind the initial advice I received from
the Queen's Counsel about the breach of fidu-

ciary duty and the ongoing relationships which
have developed between the board and Mr
Martin. The answer is as follows-

Your question relating to the completion
of the proposal is unclear. However, the
board has called for registrations of
interest from potential developers and is
currently finalising a development brief on
which submissions will be based. The
timetable for responses and the selection
of the preferred developer has not yet been
decided. Clearly, development of the site,
and the time it will take will depend largely
upon the nature of the accepted proposal.

It is my understanding that, of course, the
whole deal has not been finalised, that there are
still negotiations going on with all of the par-
ties, including Mr Martin, and therefore the
whole question I raised right at the very begin-
ning in terms of the fiduciary duty and the
potential breach thereof is relevant, particu-
larly in relation to the answer to that question.

I come back again, before I relate to another
matter, to the whole question of the operations
of the board, which again the Premier seems to
very lightly pass over. That is the question of
whether the board and the investments made
by the board have been significantly or in any
way affected by the decisions made by Mr
Brush. In light of this, it would appear that there
is quite clearly a conflict of interest in accepting
the funds from Mr Martin. His unwillingness to
address that issue, of course, is why Mark Smith
and the Civil Service Association have also
taken a very close interest in this affair, because
it is their members' money which is involved. I
just cannot see for the life of me why the Premier
is so hesitant in wanting to explain the facts to
clear the air in relation to that question, because
that is probably the most important question in
this whole matter. I want to refer briefly now
to-

Mr Brian Burke: What question was that
again?

Mr MacKINNON: The whole question of
whether the board has lost any money as a
consequence of investments made during the
time that Mr Brush was chairman, as a
consequence of his apparent breach of his fidwz
ciary duty. Was he naive and foolish more than
once? Were there investments that were badly
made? Did the board lose significant funds or
not?

Mr Brian Burke: I understand the question.
From all the reports I have had from the
Treasury and from Mr Lloyd, as well as from
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the annual report, you can see that the fund has
performed remarkably well. I have no doubt
there are some investments in shares that
might have made money and perhaps some
that are at prices below their buying price-I
do not know-but the fund has returned 19 per
cent in total across its portfolio, which is con-
sidered to be quite excellent.

Mr MacKJNNON: Mr Deputy Speaker, a
complete red herring once again. The Premier
should go into the fishing business. He would
do better than Michael Kailis. Whether the
fund has performed well or not does not answer
the question I raised: Were bad investment de-
cisions made by the board as a consequence of
Mr Brush's apparent conflict-not apparent; I
think it is a clear conflict-of interest or appar-
ent breach of his fiduciary duty in terms of his
position on the board?

Perhaps the performance of the board could
have been 25 per cent, or 30 per cent, instead
of 19 per cent, but how are we to know unless a
full and frank disclosure of the facts is made?
As I repeat, are we expected to believe that Mr
Brush was naive and foolish only once? How
are we to know that? How is anybody to know
that? How is the Premier to know that? They
are his words that he was naive and foolish, not
mane.-

Mr Brian Burke: I have no evidence that he
was involved in the sort of thing that caused
me to call him naive and foolish.

Mr MacKINNON: Has the Premier made
any inquiries whatsoever to determine whether
that is true or not?

Mr Brian Burke: I certainly asked Mr
Brush-he was certainly asked whether he had
done anything illegal or improper or whether
there was any-

Mr MacKINNON: Yes. Did the Premier ask
him that question?

Mr Brian Burke: Whether there was anything
else analagous to that which you are referring
to. Secondly, some time after January-you say
8 January, I do not know, but you say that is
the date and obviously the journalist has told
you.

Mr MacKINNON: That is the date which Bob
Willoughby told me.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not saying that it was 8
January because I do not know. That is the date
my staff was contacted and some time after
that an inquiry was made.

Mr MacKIhtNON: I thought we were about
to hear a great revelation of fact, but, as usual,
we did not get anything.

Mr Brian Burke: What do you want me to
say?

Mr MacK]NNON: The Premier was going to
indicate to the House whether he made any
inquiries about Mr Brush's activities, and
whether Mr Brush was involved only once.
However, the Premier said that the only in-
quiry he made was to ask Mr Brush.

Mr Brian Burke: I have not established the
Royal Commission which you wanted.

Mr MacKINNON: I have been critical about
that because I believe the Premier should have
called for a Royal Commission. He has made
no other inquiry apart from asking Mr Brush
about his involvement.

Mr Brian Burke: What do you want me to
do?

Mr MacKINNON: I want the Premier to
undertake a separate Royal Commission to en-
able the facts to be known to everyone. Why
does the Premier object to that sort of inquiry?

Mr Brian Burke: To a Royal Commission?

Mr MacKINNON: What is wrong with
disclosing the facts.

Mir Brian Burke: There is nothing wrong with
disclosing the facts.

Mr MacKINNON: Why has that not been
done?

Mr Brian Burke: As far as I know it has been
done.

Mr MacKINNON: I have spent the last half
hour explaining the questions which the
Premier has failed to answer.

Mir Brian Burke: You have not raised a mat-
ter which has not been addressed.

Mr MacKINNON: Let me go back to 15
March. The Premier's statement continues-

Mr MacKinnon has not produced any
evidence or even allegation of any illegality
by Mr Brush.

On 16 March a leading QC said that on evi-
dence presented to him there was a clear indi-
cation that there was a breach of fiduciary
duty; that is not my opinion, but the opinion of
a QC. On that evidence alone, there is a need
for an inquiry.
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I refer again to the Premier's statement of 15
March in which he said-

Mr MacKinnon has not produced any
evidence or even allegation of any impro-
priety by Mr Brush, and has not been pre-
pared to say there is anything wrong with
Mr Brush's actions.

Clearly, there is something wrong with a public
servant taking $100000 or was it $150000?
We do not know the exact amount because it
has not been made clear. Yes, I do think it is
wrong and there are other activities in which
Mr Brush was involved. He had a significant
portfolio of investments which have been
outlined in the Press.

On 15 March the Premier said-
During Mr Brush's period as chairman

of the State Superannuation Board, the
fund's performance improved signifi-
cantly.

So what? It has nothing to do with the matter
we are debating. Further on he said-

The police are already investigating a
complaint against Mr Brush by Opposition
Members of Parliament and will establish
whether there has been any illegality or
impropriety.

He was correct in his reference to the payment,
but that is not a central issue. Finally, the
Premier said-

Mr Brush no longer holds that post or
any other public position and thus, ques-
tions of conflict of interest or public ser-
vice guidelines are no longer relevant.

It has more relevance than ever before. It has
relevance to the actions of the Premier, rel-
evance to the actions of other people who have
continued with allegations in this area and rel-
evance to the allegations against Mr Brush at
that time. It continues-

The logically irresistible conclusion from
all this is that there is nothing to hold an
inquiry into.

Obviously the situation is the opposite.
I shall refer to a couple of other points in the

Premier's statement because they are relevant.
The Premier said-

Mr MacKinnon needs to explain:
the use of stolen psychiatric records

to dishonestly maintain Mr Brush is
mentally unstable and improperly
received a settlement from the Motor
Vehicle Insurance Trust.

As I have indicated publicly I had that infor-
mation but I chose not to use it.

Mr Brian Burke: You may not know about
this: On 19 March your staff were referring to
that information and the member for
Murchison-Eyre was also involved in widely
disseminating that information together with a
claim that I had ordered the MVIT to make a
payment to Mr Brush and had visited the
MVIT offices and taken away the Brush file.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I deny that I widely
circulated that sort of information to which the
Premier has alluded and I ask that he withdraw
his remarks.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am perfectly happy to
withdraw that remark, but I do not withdraw
the claim or the statement that the member for
Murchison-Eyre has been very busy in peddling
lots of rumours.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: Again a total red herring.

The fact is that I had the information, but I did
not and will not use it publicly. The Premier's
statement continued-

untrue allegations about Mr Brush re-
ceiving a bribe of $400 000 as the result of
the SSB's purchase of land at Kewdale.

The first I heard about Kewdale was when the
information was read out to me over the tele-
phone. Those were the two important facts re-
lating to Mr Brush's resignation and neither
has been made public.

Mr Brian Burke: If you had not heard about
it, how were you able to refer to it when talking
about the former member for Perth?

Mr MacKINNON: What does the Premier
mean?

Mr Brian Burke: That is the same land.
Mr MacKINNON: In relation to what?
Mr Brian Burke: The former member for

Perth.
Mr MacKINNON: That is what he was sup-

posed to be involved in?
Mr Brian Burke: That is what you said to the

journalist when you were referring to the land.
Mr MacKINNON: That interjection shows

just how far the Premier is off the track. The
first I knew about the former member for Perth
being involved in the Kewdale issue was when
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the Premier raised the question that Terry
Burke has been involved in the question of the
Brush affair.

Mr Brian Burke: You said, "the Kewdale
land," to the journalist.

Mr MacKINNON: I did not. The first I knew
about the Kewdale land was when I heard
about it from a journalist-I cannot remember
who the journalist was-and he asked me
whether I knew that Brush had resigned.

Mr Brian Burke: Did you mention Kewdale?
Mr MacKINNON: The Premier is good at

asking questions, but he is not good at answer-
ing them and we have demonstrated that today.
The questions will remain unanswered. It is
clear that the facts need to be disclosed. Why
does the Premier continue to cover up the
whole affair; why is he insincere and inconsist-
ent; why does he continue to draw a red herring
across the trail?

Amendment to Motion
I move the following amendment to the Ad-

dress-in-Reply-
That the following words be added to

the motion-
But we regret to advise Your Excel-

lency that Your Government has
failed in its duty to the public and the
contributors to the State
Superannuation Fund by failing to en-
sure propriety, integrity, and business
competence in the handling of the
State Superannuation Fund having re-
gard to:
(a) the Superannuation and Family

Benefits Act;
The Premier is responsible for
administration of the Superannuation
Family Benefits Act. To continue-

the
and

(b) the special duties under the law of
trustees and persons responsible
for trust superannuation funds;

That point relates to the fiduciary duty-the
duty Mr Brush, as chairman, had as trustee
responsible for dealing with those funds-and
that is why it is so important to determine
whether he did breach that duty. We do not
know the answer to that because there has not
been an inquiry. To continue-

(c) the requirement that
Treasurer himself appmove
vestments of the
superannuation fund;

the
all in-
trust

Whatever the Premier says, the Act is quite
clear about that matter. It is interesting that the
Premier's answers today have been a little con-
fusing and he has not indicated a willingness to
table the facts. To continue-

(d) the publicly disclosed activities of
Mr Len Brush, former Chairman
of the State Superannuation
Board;

Those activities include the fact that he took a
loan, presumably, of $ 100 000; whether two or
three cheques were involved and whether, as it
has been reported in the media, there was any
impropriety in the loan documents.

Mr Peter Dowding: What do you think the
police are doing in all of this?

Mr MacKINNON: I think the police are
pretty busy.

Mr Peter Dowding: What are they doing?
Mr MacKINNON: I do not know. I have not

spoken to the police. Has the Minister?
Mr Peter Dowding: But the member for

Murchison-Eyre has spoken to them hasn't he?
Doesn't he report to you? Is he out of control?

Mr MacKINNON: No. Unlike the Premier, I
have trust in my members.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Brian Burke: I trust my members.
Mr MacKINNON: The amendment con-

tinues-
(e) the direct responsibility of the

Premier for the appointment of
Mr Brush and for his continued
employment until his recent resig-
nation;

Again, the Premier was responsible directly for
Mr Brush's appointment and for his continuing
as chairman of the board.

Mr Brian Burke: His appointment was a
Cabinet decision.

Mr MacKINNON: Is not the Premier a
member of Cabinet? The Premier supported
his appointment.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes.
Mr MacKINNON: I guess the Premier, as

the Minister responsible, recommended his ap-
pointment?

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, but it was a Cabinet
decision.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier was also re-
sponsible for approving his then movement to
the WADC, despite the fact that he knew of his
"naive and foolish" action.
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Mr Brian Burke: I think you are very hard on
me.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not. What is right
is the fact that the Premier knew about
the "naive and foolish" actions of Mr Brush,
but still allowed his appointment to the
WADCI

Mr Brian Burke: I did not allow his appoint-
ment. As I said, the appointment was made by
the WADC. Mr Brush assured me he had done
nothing illegal or improper. If 1 were to rule out
of Parliament everyone on your side of the
House who was naive and foolish there would
not be anyone there. We would have all your
seats.

Mr MacKINNON: Again, I come back to the
fact. Less than a month after the Premier, as
the Minister responsible for the State
Superannuation Board, approved the full-time
chairman becoming a pant-time item chairman,
he approved Mr Brush's becoming an employee
of WADC. He would have approved that ap-
pointment knowing all along that Mr Brush
had been involved in an activity that the
Premier subsequently said was "naive and fool-
ish", without taking the time or making the
effort to conduct any further inquiries of any
substance into whether Mr Brush had been
naive and foolish in any other circumstances.

Mr Brian Burke: Could I say that he was
continuing as Chairman of the Superannuation
Board despite my labelling of his actions that
way?

Mr MacKJNNON: Exactly.

Mr Brian Burke: That makes it clear. You
did not ask for his resignation. You did not say
that he should be sacked.

Mr MacKINNON: Did we know of his naive
and foolish action at that time?

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, because I said it.

Mr MacKINNON: That was in March.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, but after I had said it
was naive and foolish you did not call for him
to be sacked.

Mr MacKINNON: At that time I asked for
him to stand down while the Government
instituted a full inquiry.

Mr Brian Burke: That's right, but you didn't
ask for him to be dismissed.

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly, yet the Premier
has claimed that I have been pillorying Brush
all over the countryside. All I asked was that

both he and his wife stand aside while an in-
quiry was undertaken so that the facts could be
known.

Mr Brian Burke: At that time a police in-
quiry was being undertaken.

Mr MacKINNON: That came after.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
Leader of the Opposition is moving an amend-
ment to the Address-in-Reply. That amend-
ment should clearly be moved without interjec-
tion and without this crossfire across the
Chamber. If it continues, none of us will know
the text of the amendment. I call the Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr MacKINNON: Thank you. Mr Deputy
Speaker. I repeat the fifth paragraph of the
amendment, which reads as follows-

(e) the direct responsibility of the
Premier for the appointment of
Mr Brush and for his continued
employment until his recent resig-
nation;

For the benefit of members opposite I repeat
that when the facts about the affair first started
to come out, all I asked was that Mr Brush
stand aside. I thought that was the only respon-
sible course of action. I did not ask for his
dismissal or for that of his wife; I merely asked
that they stand aside until the facts could be
known.

In my opinion the Premier made a monu-
mental error of judgment by not agreeing to
that course of action. Had that course been
adopted, perhaps Mr and Mrs Brush would still
be in their jobs because we would then have
had an independent inquiry with proper terms
of reference and the facts would have been
disclosed. As it has happened, the Premier has
chosen not to take that course of action. There
is only one person that Mr Len Brush and Mrs
Brenda Brush can blame for the position in
which they now find themselves: The Premier
of Western Australia. He refused to take action
that would have cleared their names had there
been no impropriety.

Mr Peter Dowding: That's an outrageous
statement.

Mr MacKINNON: Why is that an outrage-
ous statement?

Mr Peter Dowding: That is absolutely out-
rageous. You know perfectly well that the
police were investigating this matter at that
time.
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Mr MacKINNON: No, they were not. The
police did not come into the inquiry until after-
wards.

Mr Brian Burke: Until what date?

Mr MacKINNON: 1 cannot recall the date,
but it certainly was not when the first loan of
$ 100 000 was disclosed.

Mr Brian Burke: On what date did the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre lodge a complaint?

Mr MacKINNON: I do not know.

Mr Brian Burke: I ask the member for
Murchison-Eyre when he lodged a complaint.

Mr MacKINNON: The police did not agree
to conduct the inquiry until after they received
the information.

Mr Brian Burke: It was at the same time. The
member for Murchison-Eyre and the member
for Mt Lawley lodged a complaint at the start
of March. That is my understanding, and they
are not denying it.

Mr Cash: You should check with the Police
Department because you are wrong.

Mr MacKINNON: If the Premier checks
with the police, he will find out that he is
wrong.

Mr Cash: That is probably the
disinformation that the Premier is so good at
putting out.

Mr Brian Burke: When was the complaint
lodged?

Mr Cash: What about trying to tell the truth,
as difficult as it may be for you?

Mr Brian Burke: When was the complaint
lodged? You tell us.

Mr MacKINNON: Even if the complaint had
been lodged at that time, the essential point is
that the whole question could have been easily
resolved had an independent inquiry been con-
ducted, and Mr and Mrs Brush asked to stand
aside. My recollection is that the police inquiry
certainly did not become public and there was
no commitment from the police until after the
whole affair began, after we had called for Mr
and Mrs Brush to stand aside while an inquiry
took place.

The sixth part of our amendment reads-

(f) the provisions of the Public Service
Act and Administrative Instructions
in relation to public servants;

I covered that point earlier. The seventh point
reads-

(g) the investment strategy and method of
operation of the Superannuation
Board during the term of the Burke
Government; and

Again, I referred to that earlier. It is an import-
ant point. Finally, the eighth point of the
amendment refers to the following-

(h) the failure of the Premier to order any
investigation into the operations of
the State Superannuation Board de-
spite the "naive and foolish" activities
of Mr Brush, its former Chairman.

Mr Brian Burke: On 3 March, the day of the
Press statement you are referring to, there was
a report in the Daily News that the police were
inquiring.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not think that the
Daily News was the first to report the affair.

Mr Brian Burke: It must have been before
then, then.

Mr MacKINNON: Tony Robertson in an
article in The Ausiralian was the first person to
release the affair. I do not have the date of that
article.

Mr Brian Burke: We are talking about the
police inquiry. It was already in train.

Mr MacKINNON: Certainly I was not aware
of the police inquiry at the time of the Tony
Robertson article or when the first statements
were made. In any event, it would not have
made any difference whether the police inquiry
was under way, because it was examining only
one aspect of the affair; that is, the payment of
the $150 000.

Mr Gordon Hill: How do you know?
Mr Cash: Are you saying you know some-

thing different? The union has just asked you
to be replaced so I think you should just stand
aside.

Mr MacKINNON: Again, or still?
Mr Peter Dowding: Well, what are you say-

ing about that? What are you saying the police
are investigating?

Mr MacKINNON: I do not know what they
are investigating, but it is my understanding
that it does not include whether there has been
a breach of fiduciary duty.

Mr Peter Dowding: Legality and illegality!
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister is the law-

yer.
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Mr Peter Dowding: Do you not know? You
are making these assertions.

Mr MacKINNON: As I understand it, it is
not whether there was a conflict of interest.
That is my understanding. Is it the Minister's
understanding that that is what the police are
inquiring into?

Mr Peter Dowding: Tell us what your under-
standing is and I will show you.

Mr MacKINNON: In terms of this whole
affair, as I have said'before, we will see exactly
how many questions the Premier and the
Government are prepared to answer. I put it to
you, Mr Speaker, we arc not going to hear the
answers to too many of those questions. We
will have quite a deal of innuendo, red herrings
and so on, but the essential questions on the
Brush affair will remain unanswered.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [4.31 pm]: I second
the amendment and wish to speak solidly in
favour of it. On every occasion when a mraj .or
public scandal breaks out, no matter in what
country it occurs, it appears that the first de-
fence of any Government is to hide it and hope
it will go away; that it can parry the question
successfully and so prevent a full inquiry. But
as we can see from most of these major scan-
dals around the world, eventually they end up
with an inquiry anyway. That will happen on
this occasion.

The Premier immediately went to ground
when these allegations commenced some three
months ago. We have seen him going through a
number of gyrations since, mainly lashing out
at public servants. He said that no public ser-
vant would be able to own any shares as a
result of this affair. If Mr Brush could not, no
other public servant would be able to own
shares. That is just a form of lashing out.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you arguing they
should or should not?

Mr LAURANCE: There was a challenge over
that by the executive of the Civil Service As-
sociation. The Premier backed away from that.
It was bit of a red herring, Then he visited the
Brushes' home at the time, which proved em-
barrassing to the Premier. That information
was relayed to the Opposition. The Premier
lashed out again in a couple of ways. He said
the Opposition was having him tailed.

Mr Brian Burke: Who was it who reported
that? Was it a public servant?

Mr LAURANCE: Ilam coming to that. When
the Leader of the Opposition was questioned
about how that information came into the hands
of the Opposition when it was alleged we were
having the Premier and Mr Brush tailed. The
Leader of the Opposition indicated that a public
servant had provided that information.

Mr Brian Burke: That contradicted what the
member for Murchison-Eyre said-that it was
a private detective.

Mr LAURANCE: Then a witch-bunt started.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker, the Premier

has alluded to something about a private detec-
tive. He again says that I said this. I deny say-
ing anything about a private detective. I cannot
understand why the Premier is paranoid about
this thing. I would ask that you direct the
Premier to withdraw that remark.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What I said was that
the member for Murchison-Eyre had told
people that the report was made by a private
detective-

Mr Cash: Whom did he tell? Name the
people.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -as opposed to a pub-
lic servant. I maintain that is the truth, but if
the member for Murchison-Eyre is offended, I
will withdraw it.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Immediately a witch-hunt

commenced to find which public servant gave
the information to the Opposition. Lo and be-
hold they came across one who lived some-
where near the Brushes. The information which
now comes to us is that this longstanding pub-
lic servant in the Premier's department has
been shifted. This is the penalty-this is the
Premier lashing out-just for living near Mr
Brush.

We have to tell the Premier that that person
he has shifted had nothing to do with telling the
Opposition about the Premier's car being
parked in front of the Brushes' home that par-
ticular night, so he has the wrong chap.

An Opposition member-.Intimidation.,
Mr LAURANCE: Intimidation. He had bet-

ter keep searching, because he did not find the
right person. That shows how the Premier has
become worried. He has gone to pround. He is
lashing out in every direction. He is now lash-
ing out i the Opposition. His answer to our
doing our duty and bringing these matters be-
fore the Parliament is to try to besmirch mem-
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hers of Parliament on this side of the House. I
am telling him that that will not work either. So
he is lashing around in every direction at mem-
bers of the Opposition, desperately seeking a
way to prevent what he knows is inevitable-
an inquiry.

The Leader of the Opposition has been par-
ticularly adept at arraigning before the Premier
some of the many questions which should be
answered. We have received no replies. I want
to concentrate on one aspect in the few minutes
which are available to me.

I want to know about timing. The Premier
knows about this. This matter is very close to
the Premier; personally close to him; it in-
volves personal friends of his, people who, be-
cause of tbeir friendship with the Premier---
husband and wife-

Mr Brian Burke: That is unfair.
Mr LAURANCE: No, I maintain that

stoutly. It was only because of their friendship
with the Premier. When it came out that a
payment had been made to the Chairman of
the Superannuation Board it was claimed to be
a loan. It has been stoutly maintained by the
Premier that these payments were in the form
of a loan. It has not been clear to us whether he
knew about this in December. There has been
some doubt; journalists are in doubt. We have
been given a copy of a transcript of a Press
conference which alleges that he called this a
loan.

The loan was supposed to have been
documented in July. It has been claimed and
not satisfactorily refuted that the documents
were actually put together in January, quite il-
legally, and mistakes were obviously made. In
fact one obvious mistake was made when these
documents were backdated by six months.
They were done supposedly on a day in July
when one of the signatories happened to be in
Kununurra at a Cabinet meeting.

That can be accounted for. These things can
be done by fax machine. For instance, they can
be done the following day as a result of a per-
son being away for a day. I believe Mrs Brush
was not in Perth on the day that document was
supposed to have been signed, but it could have
been altered by a day or two. That often hap-
pens for various reasons.

The Premier now knows that serious alle-
gations have been made that those documents
were put together in January, six months later.
No-one seems to be protesting very much from
the other side. I assume they agree with me on
that point.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think it is fair to
assume that they were. It is fair to assume we
have seen the reports that state that.

Mr LAURANCE: If that does not lend suf-
ficient weight to the need for an inquiry, I do
not know what does.

Mr Brian Burke: That is exactly what the
police are doing.

Mr LAURANCE: Does the Premier know
about that?

Mr Brian Burke: I saw the report on Channel
Nine.

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier continues to
refer to it as a loan. Does he believe they are
bona fide documents?

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know.
Mr LAURANCE: The Premier is in charge;

he should know. It is his responsibility.
Mr Brian Burke: I asked Mr Brush about the

loan and he said it was a loan, nothing illegal
and nothing improper. It was documented.

Mr LAUJRANCE: The Premier said he was
foolish and naive.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes. I am telling you the
truth. I do not know and I have not seen the
documents.

Mr LAURANCE: These are serious alle-
gations. The State needs to know.

Mr Brian Burke: I have not seen the docu-
ments.

Mr LAURANCE: Once having established
sufficient reason for an inquiry into the so-
called loans, which we now know were not
loans at all, let us talk about the amount of
those so-called loans. We had been referring
consistently to loans of $ 100 000 but we now
know there was $150000. Who received the
other $50 000? Where is the other $50 000?
Did any members opposite get the $50 000?
Until we have an inquiry, it is a legitimate
question. Somebody got it. Is it the member
who looks glummest or the one smiling the
most who got the $50 000? We have seen docu-
mentation for only $100000. We know there
were three cheques. We know the dates of those
cheques. The cheques were dated 25 July 1986.
A cheque for $50 000 was pant of this whole
arrangement. I understand the final three num-
bers on that cheque were 18 1. The first cheque
is dated 25 July. A further cheque was dated 17
September and the third cheque dated 19
September. These three cheques totalled
$150 000. The cheque numbers in relation to
the three cheques of $50 000 each were 181,
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199 and 972. Is it a loan for $ 150 000? Is it a
loan for $ 100 000 with a sling of $50 000? Or is
it a sling of $150 000? When was the equip-
ment on which these loans were documented
delivered to Mr Martin's office? We under-
stand this equipment was not available to any
of the parties in July, which is the date the
cheque carries.

These are very serious allegations. This is a
senior public servant who is directly respon-
sible to the Premier and Treasurer who is
charged with the responsibility under the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act which
states-

The Board shall not invest the Fund or
any portion thereof in any investment of
any kind whatever without consent of the
Treasurer being first obtained.

Here we have enormous payments passing
hands. We believe commissions of up to $1
million are being paid out to individuals, at the
same time being authorised by Mr Brush and
the Premier. And Mr Brush has received three
cheques of $50 000 each. If that is not suf-
ficient evidence for an inquiry, I do not know
what is.

Mr Brush has talked about only two cheques
of $50 000 totalling $ 100 000. We believe it is
proper to ask who received the third cheque.
Where did it go? Has the Premier asked Mr
Brush to account for the third cheque? If Mr
Brush has not got it, who has? Does the
Premier know if anyone has that third cheque?
We have maintained all along, and it has been
confirmed, that three cheques did exist, yet the
whole public argument has been about two
cheques. That is totally unsatisfactory. All the
evidence points to the fact that the two cheques
that have been talked about were the subject of
an illegal commission, hurriedly documented
and backdated six months. It would be
interesting for us to find out the exact dates on
which these things happened. It would be
interesting to find out on what date in January
those documents were signed. We believe the
dates will coincide very closely with the infor-
mnation coming into the hands of the Oppo-
sition. That is when they suddenly became
loans and that is when the documentation was
done and backdated six months.

Despite all this skulduggery, there are two
cheques for $50 000 and no-one has been asked
to account for the third $50 000 cheque. Does
any member opposite know anything about the
third cheque? Do members opposite believe
there were three cheques? Was there any docu-

mentation done in January and later backdated
to July in respect of the third cheque? Can any
member opposite tell me that? We are not get-
ting much help from the Deputy Premier or
any of his colleagues.

Let us go no further. The Leader of the Op-
position has asked many questions. I have
added a further question: Where is the third
cheque? When one adds these things together, I
think anyone believing in a democratic parlia-
mentary system could not deny the people of
this State a Royal Commission and a full in-
quiry into the circumstances surrounding this
matter.

I support the amendment.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands-Min-
ister for Labour, Productivity and Employ-
ment) t4.50 pm]: We on this side oppose the
amendment moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. It was a particularly lacklustre performn-
ance by him and by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I strongly suspect
that members know full well what I am about
to say; nonetheless I will say it. Members will
see that even though I am standing and have
been for a short time, the clock shows 20 min-
utes, which is the full time allowed to the Min-
ister. Not one minute has ticked by but we have
had a multitude of interjections. Let us wait a
few minutes before interjections are made.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It was a lacklustre
performance on the pant of the Leader of the
Opposition whose shallow approach to this
matter is quite consistent with his performance
to date as the Leader of the Opposition. it was
also a lacklustre performance on the part of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition because en-
tirely consistent with his performance in this
House he started to raise a whiole load of
smear and innuendo which was not even re-
lated to any information available to the public
or presented by him to the House.

First of all he started his comments this
evening by casting aspersions on the Governor,
despite Standing Order No:. 128, to try to dr aw
the Governor into this debate. That was typical
and outrageous.

He went on to suggest that somehow or other
there is another $50 000 around and we all
heard him suggest that it might reside with
someone on this side of the House. But not one
scintilla of evidence did he show to sheet home
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a suggestion as scandalous as that. That is en-
tirety consistent with the performance of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

We also beard the member for Murchison-
Eyre maintaining his reputation by a reference
to the tapping of the telephone calls made from
the Premier's motor vehicle, a reference we as-
sume he will shortly proceed to back up in the
House with some sort of substantiated infor-
mation to show he was justified in making an
interjection of that sort.

This amendment contains no new infor-
mation at all. That is the first point I make
about the debate this evening. Not one single
piece of information has been placed before the
House. Nor have we heard any new infor-
mation in the sense of new interpreted infor-
mation as a result of putting a series of other
and uninterpreted material together. Not one
single new piece of information or allegation
has been made in this debate, and that is im-
portant.

It is important because at least since 3 March
1987 the Police Force of this State has been
charged with the responsibility of investigating
the question of illegality in relation to what has
become known as the Brush loan affair. The
police have been investigating, as I understand
it from Press reports and from what I have
been told this evening, all manner of illegality
that might relate to the question of the
financial relationship between Mr Brush and a
Mr Martin and a series of comp~anies. That
surely must encompass all the issues that have
been presented by the Opposition today.

That must surely give rise in the Opposition
benches to the most serious concern about the
Opposition's tactics in what may effectively be
an attempt to meddle with the fair investi-
gation and the fair trial, if that were to come
about, of one of Western Australia's citizens. I
have no truck with someone who breaks the
law, but I would defend in this House and else-
where the right of all citizens to a fair inquiry.
That is what I would insist on: A fair inquiry
that was not prejudged either in the Press or by
assertions by the Opposition. Furthermore I
would insist that those sorts of assertions
should not be elevated into the status of same
sort of information or fact.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition really
goes quite beyond anything that his leader
says-and we know how out of control the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the member
for Mt Lawley, and the member for Murchison-
Eyre are and how little control the Leader of

the Opposition really has over that terrible trio
who want to go around digging the din. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition had the tem-
erity to assert here that some of the actions of
Mr Brush were "quite illegal". That is what he
said. Does he say I have misquoted him? He
said today that the conduct of Mr Brush was
"quite illegal". We asked the Leader of the Op-
position and the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition for the source of their information so
that we could make a judgment on whether
they were really in a situation to assert that the
conduct of Mr Brush was illegal. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition was prepared to make
that assertion in the face of the current police
investigation and the undoubted possibility
that some charges might be laid in due course.
He was prepared to prejudge the issue entirely.

Mr Thompson: Are you convinced there will
be no charges?

Mr PETER DOWDING: No, not at all.
Mr Brian Burke: But there is no basis for

prejudging and saying some action is illegal.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is either the im-
maturity and shallowness of the Leader of the
Opposition and his lack of appropriate
responsibility in showing his authority over his
members or a deliberate attempt by the Oppo-
sition to prejudge the issue.

The police are investigating this matter and
all of the other matters that were raised. And
what a timorous assertion it is to say that there
is no investigation into the question of a breach
of fiduciary duty. What a pathetic assertion. A
breach of fiduciary duty would of course flow
from the question of the relationship existing
between Mr Brush and other panties.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Does not the mem-

ber think that the facts of illegality will turn up
that issue? Is he, as a former Minister for Police
and Traffic, not prepared to await the outcome
of the police inquiry? No? Members opposite
want two inquiries: A Star Chamber and a
police inquiry. That is clearly the track the Op-
position wishes to go down.

The truth is that what the Opposition is
really chasing is none of those things at all. It is
entirely a matter on its part of smear by associ-
ation. The allegation Opposition members
make is made because Mrs Brush worked for
the Premier and because Mr and Mrs Brush are
friends of the Premier's. The Opposition claims
that the Premier is responsible for some illegal
act which, it seems, might be continuing, but
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which has not been established. The Oppo-
sition makes that assertion, as irresponsible as
it is, in the same way as it has besmirched the
character of a whole series of business people.

Mr Lightfoot: You are the best in the
Chamber at that, you duplicitous. wretch.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Thank goodness it
is the member for Murchison-Eyre who is here.
I might get an inflated view of myself.

It is absolutely intolerable that an Oppo-
sition should take this course when a police
investigation is under way, and the Opposition
does this to achieve nothing more than to be-
smirch the name of the Premier. That is all this
debate is seeking to do.

I will deal with the issue of the
superannuation fund because that is funda-
mentally illustrative of how irresponsible the
Opposition is. I intended to say, before the
member for Murchison-Eyre gave me such a
wrap-up with my curriculum vitae, that this
Opposition has repeatedly pursued the tactic of
seeking to besmirch the characters of, and to
bring down, the business people with whom the
Government has had an association, no matter
how professional, appropriate, or responsible
such a relationship is. It has done it with senior
accounting firms and senior members of vari-
ous boards in this State. By doing that the Op-
position has contributed to the re-election of
the Burke Labor Government. In that sense it
could be considered a plus for us that it con-
tinue in that vein.

Let us deal with the Superannuation Board,
because no-one on the Opposition benches
mentioned the performance of the board.

Mr MacKinnon: That is irrelevant.
Mr PETER DOWDING: That is pathetic.

Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition has not
read his amendment. If he has, he does not
understand it because I thoughit it was said that
the performance of the fund could be a matter
of public concern. Now I hear the Opposition
saying that the performance of the fund is of no
concern. I am not surprised because information
indicates that the Superannuation Board has
continued, in a responsible way,-to managc a
fund, and it has outperformed the fund's per-
formance prior to 1983. Is the Opposition say-
ing that we should isolate one or two invest-
ments of the fund which were made some time
in the last couple of years and put the perform-
ance of those investments up to public scru-
tiny?

Mr MacKinnon: Yes.
(4)

Mr PETER DOWDING: Then the member
must have stopped practising as an accountant
a long time ago because no funds' perform-'
ances are considered other than in terms of
their overall performance. Individual invest-
ments can be talked up as the member for
Murchison-Eyre well knows. They used to call
him "the ramp" when he was in Kalgoorlie
because he was always busy ramping up his
shares. He knows how to talk up investments
and the Leader of the Opposition knows how to
talk down investments because one can affect
the value of investments simply by identifying
them,

Of course one would not do that. One would
look at the performance of the fund as a whole
as the Opposition knows full well. Despite the
Opposition's attempts to scaremonger on this
issue, the fund has been effective.

The Leader of the Opposition considered he
was well briefed when he came into this
Chamber with what was intended to be a call
for the censure of the Government. He was so
well briefed that he could not even tell the
House when the police inquiry commenced.

Mr MacKinnon: I could not remember the
dates.

Mr PETER DOWDING: One would have
thought that the Leader of the Opposition
would regard that information as reasonably
fundamental to the structure on which he was
building a call for the censure of the Govern-
ment.

The most interesting aspect of what came out
in the Leader of the Opposition's comments on
the public sector was the view on what public
servants and public sector employees should do
if they happen to have a portfolio of shares.
Presumably, the Opposition wants them to di-
vest themselves of those shares.

Mr Laurance: That is what the Premier
threatened.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Even the member
for Gascoyne, who has much difficulty with the
truth, knows that is untrue. It is quite clear that
the Opposition is now saying that where a pub-
lic servant or an employee in the public sector
has a shareholding--the Opposition has given
no indication whether it has to be substantial
or unsubstantial, significant or insignificant-
he must divest himself of them if he is to hold
public office. That comes from an Opposition
that opposes members of Parliament disclosing
their financial interests. It is absolutely absurd.

The Premier can tell us about his position in
relation to these matters in due course.
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Mr Hassell: Why has he not done it before
now?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Unlike the member
for Cottesloc, he is still the head of our party.
He has the absolute loyalty of every one of us. I
bet the members of the Opposition cannot say
that about their leader.

Not only has the Leader of the Opposition
been ill-briefed about the date on which the
police inquiry began, but also he has been ill-
briefed about the role of the Treasurer in re-
lation to the Superannuation Board, because he
would not have raised the question of individ-
ual approval of all investments by the
Superannuation Board had he been briefed ad-
equately. Perhaps that is an indication of how
ill-fitted he is to hold that senior office. He
knows that, when his party was in Govern-
ment, its practice was for global approvals to be
granted. It was through the present Treasurer's
intervention that that practice was altered for
certain purposes.

Quite clearly this motion raises no new
issues. It calls for an investigation into matters
that are the subject of a police investigation. If
it is correct, after no illegality is found, that
there is still an issue to be disclosed-that is,
the question of fidluciary duty-that question
will be answered within the police investi-
gation.

Mr MacKinnon: Will it?
Mr PETER DOWDING: It must be. The

Leader of the Opposition should give some
depth of thought to this matter and not skate
over the surface. The question of fiduciary duty
and obligation must lie within the facts
disclosed by any police inquiry.

Mr Laurance: Thank you for the commit-
ment.I

Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for
Gascoyne knows perfectly well that the facts
asserted relate to an investigation about a re-
lationship, and that investigation may well, or
may well not, disclose illegality. I am surprised
that the Opposition wants to pre-empt the in-
vestigation. I would have thought that it was in
the interests of this institution and of other
public institutions not to prejudge the inquiry.
However, that appears to be something of a
laughing matter for the Opposition. The Leader
of the Opposition has gone deathly quiet.

The point that needs to be made is that one
cannot inquire into the matters raised by the
Opposition when the police inquiry is under
way because it is appropriate for the police to
make that inquiry.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: They did not listen

to the member for Cottesloe because he is gen-
erally out of step with his fellows. However, he
does say some sensible things.

Questions about breaches of fiduciary duty
must go to the fact that there was a relationship
between two people, Brush and another, which
fell short of an illegal relationship but which
was improper given the trusteeship he held.
That question will emerge after an analysis is
made of the relationship. The Opposition, in
this motion, wants to prejudge that issue, and
the Government does not.

MR LIGHTFOOT (Murchison-Eyre) 15.10
pm]: Mr Speaker-

Mr Bryce: Is the moon up? Check the
position of the moon.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: It was only the last member

on his feet who caused me to take a certain
position 20 minutes ago. If I have to do this
again I will take some action against the mem-
bers concerned which will leave distaste in
everybody's mouth. I think that sort of behav-
iour is unacceptable. When I call a member to
his feet I ask members to at least give him the
opportunity to put forward his argument.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: At the outset I would like
to say that the performance of the Minister for
Labour was pathetic if he is a contender to the
Permier's rather shaky throne.

The pain of this debate would go away if the
Premier would agree to a Royal Commission. It
is only a matter of time. It does not just extend
to Mr and Mrs Brush-they, to some degree,
are the scapegoats in this issue.

As the Opposition's inquiry is proceeding it
is getting wider, rather than narrowing at the
top. It is becoming more encompassing and is
taking in the National Crimes Authority and
the Corporate Affairs Department. It has
already involved many man hours of work by
the fraud squad and there have been two
internal police inquiries. The issue will not go
away and the Parliament is the proper forum in
which to debate an issue of this nature; an issue
which is so serious that it will bring down the
Burke Government.

It is no use members raising issues which
occurred some years ago in the hope that they
will discolour the debate in this Chamber
today. We have some good men on this side of
the House who, no matter what happens, will
ensure that the truth unfolds. No doubt, there
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are some good men on the other side of the
House who must be fearful and ashamed of
their party because of the position it has taken,
a position which has dlearly been demonstrated
today.

This sordid episode started with a $4 million
investment by the State Superannuation Board
in a highly speculative company known as
Western Reefs Ltd. Perhaps the Premier is able
to recall section 2 5(2) of the Superannuation
and Family Benefits Act and advise whether he
referred to it when he assented to that invest-
ment, as he is obliged to do.

Mr Brian Burke: I complied with the Act by
assenting-

Mr LIGHTFOQT: The Premier assented to
it. All I wanted to know was whether he com-
plied with the Act. That is how this affair
started.

Last week the Premier alluded to assisting
this State by saying that he did not want the
people to get three ducks if the Government
was to take one duck. He wanted to help the
businessmen in this State to get 10 ducks in
order that he could take three ducks. I think the
State Superannuation Board is helping him out
but they will turn out to be wooden ducks. I do
not know exactly what the Premier said but
there is plenty of evidence. There is a statutory
declaration signed by Mr Aslam, a good, honest
and intelligent man from Accord Nominees Pty
Ltd, and that declaration alludes to the cheques
in detail. A companies search has been
obtained which shows that Len Brush and Mrs
Brush, the former principal private secretary to
the Premier, owned Melampus Pty Ltd.

The Premier says that an inquiry should not
be conducted into this. affair, but why did the
former Chairman of the State Superannuation
Board resign from his position? I will tell the
House the reason that he resigned his position
in generic terms. The answer is simply that as
the inquiry became wider it became more en-
veloping and touched senior public servants-
those weak people which this Premier and
Government have put in charge of statutory
authorities-and many businessmen in this
State who have dealt at times,- illegally and im-'
morally and in the most appalling manner,
with public funds. The Government will mue
the day that it did not use the Public Service
employment ladder which has previously
operated successfully under the Westminster
system and instead, employed weak men, in
most instances, to take charge of statutory
authorities.

Mr Brian Burke: Can you tell us the names of
the businessmen?

Mr LIGHTFQOT: I will refer briefly to
Brockley Investments Ltd which was formerly
Lockes Furniture Ltd and which is an unlisted
public company.

Mr Hassell: Was that a trustee investment as
required under the Act?

Mr LIGHTFQOT: I am not aware that it is.
At the end of June 1985 it had net tangible
assets of $3.9 million. Tangible assets are easily
con vertable to cash. I understand that company
was acquired by Mr Martin's company, Anni-
versary Nominees-I would stand corrected,
but I think that was the company-for $3.7
million. The money was funded by a credit
union and there was some equity and safety for
the credit union. There is nothing wrong with
that. I am giving the House the background to
this issue. A profit was made of between
$200000 and $300000 and again there is
nothing wrong with that. The company
represented a shell and had about 52 share-
holders-give or take a few-with
approximately 4.122 million shares issued to
the public.

Mr Pearce: Wrong again.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am speaking generically
for the Minister for Education's benefit. Look
at the appalling things he has done for edu-
cation. He should keep quiet and listen.

The company was acquired by Anniversary
Nominees in 1985. Subsequently, Anniversary
Nominees bought a motel situated at Wooroloo
and known as El Caballo Blanco. It is a complex
comprising leisure facilities including
horseriding.

Mr Brian Burke: Is that where they have the
dancing horses?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I do know whether the
Premier would know a dancing horse. He has
not been near a horse except at the racecourse
where he sold his little booklets. Who was the
fellow he distributed the little books for? What
was his name?

Mr Brian Burke interjected.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: We will find out the
answer regarding the booklets that the Premier
touted around the racecourse. However, it has
nothing to do with this debate.

Anniversary Nominees acquired El Caballo
Blanco and suffered heavy losses because it
made money for only three months of the year

99



100 [ASSEMBLY)

and that was when the children were on school
holidays in December, January and February.
It was the only time the company had a
positive cash flow. The company was losing
thousands of dollars. If it had not been a
haemorrhaging proposition the well-known
Perth entrepreneur, Mr Danny Hill, would not
have sold the property.

It did not cost Mr Martin's company any-
thing to acquire the property because he
borrowed the money with no interest to be paid
back. The interest accumulated over a twa-year
period and at the end of that time it was rolled
over, Of course that has a cumulative effect
which most accountants say is a dangerous
thing; but it is not up to me to tell Mr Martin
how he should run his business.

At the end of the two-year period the situ-
ation became crucial because the credit union
wanted its money back. I understand that the
amount involved was between $6 million and
$7 million. As a result, a plan was devised
whereby the State Superannuation Board
would buy 30 per cent of Brockley Investments
for $4 million.

The State Superannuation Board would buy
30 per cent of Brockley Investments Ltd, a
credit union would buy 30 per cent, and B. T.
Gregory-pl umbers, who may be a proprietary
limited company-would buy 8-10 per cent.
The balance of 30 or 32 per cent would remain
with Anniversary Nominees. That gave the
company a capitalisation of something in ex-
cess of $13 million. With the money acquired
from the credit union and the Superannuation
Board the company bought or undertook to
buy the loss-making, positive cash flow money
making for only three months of the year, busi-
ness of El Caballo Blanco. That was one way of
not having to write off a loan; much the same
as in South American countries where it is far
better for banks in the United States and else-
where to roll over loans rather than cut their
losses. That appears as a deficit on the balance
sheet and although all hell can break loose, as
there is a debt owing-whether or not it is
possible for that debt to be repaid-the
company has an asset.

Mr Brian Burke: What are you saying about
the judgment of the credit union? I am asking a
serious question.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am not prepared to say
anything about the credit union; it is in a better
position than I am to judge its invest ment.

This company bought El Caballo Blanco and
the $4 million or thereabouts of

Superannuation Board funds-public funds-
were used to plug the gap and assist Mr Martin
in his loss-making company.

it was further proposed that this would be
floated off to the public. He was not content
with stopping his personal haemorrhage; he de-
cided to float the company so that the credit
union would own 20 per cent, the
Superannuation Board 20 per cent and B. T.
Gregory-or someone else if it has been
transferred since my investigation-eight per
cent. The balance, apart from the equity by
Anniversary Nominees, would then be floated
to the public. This could be done by seeking
compliance listing; that is, it could be listed on
the Stock Exchange in Perth and no prospectus
issued. If one were issued the Corporate Affairs
Office would knock it back because it is a fraud
and I think the police would have to look at the
investment. I urge the police to look at it and I
am sure they will after the facts are known.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are saying that they
will look at it or that they have?

Mr LIGKTFOOT: I urge the police to look at
it.

Mr Peter Dowding: Have you spoken to
them about it?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am urging the police to
have a sincere look at the investment.

To sum up on Brockley Investments, I have
always found that problems arise when tra-
dition is broken and the tradition is broken
here simply because in order to satisfy ego, to
add to power, to be seen to be successful, to rub
shoulders with big businessmen and big money,
this Administration has put compliant, weak,
soft and inept men in positions they have no
right to occupy. That is the crux of this prob-
lem. This is a Government of compliance, sub-
terfuge and fraud. We have today seen these
men defend the indefensible.

We know; we have evidence. I am not talking
about not giving the Brush family a fair trial; to
a degree they are scapegoats in this matter. We
have evidence today of a fraudulent dealing
involving the Brushes, Melampus, and Mr Mar-
tin, and the lawyer Martin is alleged to have
given instructions last July for the fraudulent
dealing.

Several members interjected.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: These are the facts today.
The compliant people in these positions are
putting up with a lot and many people are
hoping they will not talk. I suspect that they
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have talked and that the lawyer who acted on
instructions from Mr Martin to draw up the
documentation which alluded to a mortgage ar-
rangement in fact wound back the date stamp,
put it on the letter from Mr Martin, and placed
the letter in his file so that it appeared that the
instructions came from Martin in July 1986
instead of in January 1987. That is a serious
accusation and I stand by it.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you familiar with
that sort of transaction yourself?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Why does the Minister
not shut up? He is a hollow-chested wretch. I
am not familiar with any transaction like that,
as the Minister for Labour, Productivity and
Employment knows full well. He acted for my
former wife 16 years ago in a divorce and he
has a quite comprehensive, thick file on the
matter. I am sure-in fact I am told-he has
made that information available to the Labor
Party. If I find that is the case-

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr PETER DOWDING: I ta ke the greatest

exception to the statement from the mouth of
the member for Murchison-Eyre, the impli-
cation being that I would breach my duty and
disclose information obtained confidentially. I
am absolutely outraged at that allegation and I
ask him to withdraw.

Mr Brian Burke: He has not disclosed it to
me.

The SPEAKER: The member for Murchison-
Eyre should -withdraw those comments.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Yes, I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr LIGHTFOOT: This Minister has the

temerity and the unmitigated gall to stand and
say he is outraged. Nothing will outrage this
Minister.

Point of Order
Mr PETER DOWDING: I rose claiming to

be outraged and the member withdrew the as-
sertion. He is now saying that I had no right to
rise and be outraged. I was outraged and I ask
him to withdraw that assertion.

The SPEAKER: I have some difficulty with
that. However, before calling on the member
for Murchison-Eyre to continue his remarks, I
point out to him that his comments are in fact
qualifying his withdrawal. I suggest he not pur-
sue that course any further.

Debate Resumed
Mr LIGHTFOOT: The facts are known.

They are not wild accusations; they are senious.
The situation points to the need to establish a
Royal Commission no matter how the Govern-
ment stalls, carries on, tries to camouflage the
facts and allows the poor Brush people-and I
say that with some compassion, knowing full
well that they have committed some serious
offence-to be the scapegoats. They are protect-
ing people in this sordid litany of unbelievable
happenings. This dirty trail is perhaps exposing
some of the filthiest happenings of any Govern-
ment of this nation. That will be proved, but
only a Royal Commission can bring it out.

I had intended to talk about the Anchorage
deal but there will be further time as we pro-
ceed in this session. That is another scandal
which will be unbelievable when the facts are
disclosed. I do not know of anything of such
Gargantuan proportions involving public
money, as I have evidence of, as the Anchorage
project, the bridge-to-bridge deal in North
Fremantle. The money that has been made on
that project and the public money that has been
spent on it, are a scandal and it will take a long
time to deal with it.

Mr Peter Dowding: Where is the evidence?
Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Minister will have

his evidence.
I finish by saying that it has not been an easy

time for me. It is true. Let me qualify that over
the laughter of the jackals, particularly over the
laughter of that one-I will not say it, Mr
Speaker, because you might ask me to .with-
draw it.

I have had threats. I have had threats
delivered via the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition to me, saying my political career would
be in ruins. I have had threats delivered to me
by the leader of my party, and by colleagues of
mine in this Chamber. I have had said to me,
"Lightfoot, watch your back, the big boys are
going to get you." I have had my office broken
into and photographs and some paperwork re-
moved. I find this whole affair is getting out of
control-so much so that, unsolicited by me or
by my family, I have been visited by the VIP
protection and anti-terrorist squad, which I
understand is a unit in the Police Force here,
asking whether I wanted protection. The
answer was, "No, not at this stage."

However, hundreds of millions of dollars are
riding on this inquiry. Ministers' positions are
riding on it, as are the jobs of some of those
grinning, chuckling hyenas on my left. It will
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eventuate into a Royal Commission. There are
big things happening. The Government is sit-
ting on the edge of a precipice and that is why
these are big stakes. Na-one in this Chamber or
this gallery should underestimate what people
are prepared to go through, or to what lengths
they are prepared to go, to preserve their
positions here-their ill-gotten fortunes and
their positions of power.

It is not a matter of my saying that I hope
there will be a Royal Commission-there will
be a Royal Commission. There is no doubt that
this matter is wide and all-encompassing, and
that it touches many more people than we are
prepared to say here today.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [5.30
pm): As has been said, the Government rejects
this amendment. I seek leave to continue my
remarks at a later stage of this day's sitting.

Leave granted.
The SPEAKER: Before I take questions with-

out notice, during the member for Murchison-
Eyre's speech he made a very serious allegation.
if indeed any of his colleagues have threatened
him in any way, I suggest that he address those
facts to me and I will take the appropriate ac-
tion against his colleagues.

Mr Mac Kinnon: You missed the point.

Points of Order
Mr LIGHTFQOT: Mr Speaker, could I

please make an explanation? You misunder-
stood me. The reference I made was that
threats had been made via my colleagues to me,
not by my colleagues to me.

Mr MacKinnon: Everybody knew that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: On a point of clarifi-

cation, Mr Speaker, I did not misunderstand
the member. My difficulty was in understand-
ing him. I want it to be known that I have made
no threats to the member; I value his contri-
bution too highly.

Debate adjourned.

IQuestions taken.I
Sitting suspended from 6.0010o 7.15,pm

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Amendment to Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR BRIAN DURKE (Balga-Premier)
[7.15 pmj: I should say at the outset that the con-
tribution by the Minister for Labour was an out-
standing one which highlighted very effectively
the weaknesses of the Opposition's
presentation.

In support of the Minister, let me say, firstly,
that the Leader of the Opposition appeared to
be completely ill at ease and uninformed as to
the subject with which he was dealing. The un-
substantiated point he attempted to make was
that there needs to be a Royal Commission
because the fiduciary duty of Mr Brush would
not be examined as a result of a police inquiry.
I think that the Minister very effectively
pointed out that the relationship between Mr
Brush and any other person of a character that
would constitute a breach of Mr Brush's fidu-
ciary duty would become obvious and would be
kighlighted by the police inquiry.

The second major point that the Leader of
the Opposition raised-the first having been
effectively dealt with by the Minister-in an
effort to justify the call for a Royal Com-
mission was that there may be some other in-
vestment or activity in which Mr Brush was
involved that demanded an inquiry. That may
be the case; there may be some other invest-
ment.

Mr MacKinnon: What about other invest-
ments of the board?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that there
may be some other investment of the
Superannuation Board in which Mr Bmush is
involved that requires a Royal Commission to
examine it. However, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has not pointed to any of the invest-
ments. On that basis, we are left with the
Leader of the Opposition saying two things.
The first *was, wrongly, that we need a Royal
Commission to establish whether Mr Brush
breached his fiduciary duty. The Minister has
clearly answered that- Secondly, the Leader of
the Opposition said that there may be some
other investment of the board in which Mr
Brush has been involved that requires a Royal
Commission to investigate it. I acknowledge
that may be the case. However, before we ap-
point a Royal Commission, surely there is an
obligation upon those calling for the Royal
Commission to produce the evidence,
otherwise the Royal Commission would simply
be a commission charged under a term of refer-
ence that tells it to investigate whatever it
wants in an effort to find an investment that
casts some doubt upon Mr Brush's actions.

The very least the Parliament had to expect
from the Leader of the Opposition was
substantiated evidence, some inkling, or some
lead as to the area in which this other dreadful
investment might have occurred, but it was not
given.
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The Leader of the Opposition got the debate
off on the wrong track to start with. He failed
dismally to make out a case in support of the
motion. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
was, to my mind anyway, worse than the
Leader of the Opposition because he not only
failed to make out a case to substantiate his call
for a Royal Commission or some other form of
inquiry, but also he then launched into some-
thing that he finds easy to launch into, and that
is the broad, general, unsubstantiated alle-
gation that someone on the Government
benches had accepted $50 000.

There may be a basis for an inquiry there;
but the basis for the inquiry is into the
statement tonight by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. We really need to look into his
claim tonight that someone on the Government
side of the Parliament accepted $50 000.

Mr Lightfoot: Do not try to cloud the issue.
The media simply will not swallow it. It is not
$50 000. It is Kewdale; it is the Anchorage; it is
other deals that the Superannuation Board has
done and other deals that your Government
has been involved in. It should be an all-
encompassing Royal Commission. Do not try
to bring in the red herrings. The media will not
swallow it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will attend to the
member's contribution in the order we arrive
at it. So there is the basis there for an inquiry of
some sort. The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition indicated to the Parliament that some-
one on the Government side accepted a
$50 000 payment, and there should be an in-
quiry, in my view. He said-

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what he said at
all. The use of the words is very important. Is
that not what you said today? Is that what the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My understanding of
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's position
was that $50 000 somehow found its way into
the possession of the Government or one of the
Government's members.

Mr MacKinnon: Is that what he said?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was my clear.

understanding of his statement.
Mr Macxinnon: Your memory is very dim.

He never said that at all and you well know it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps we need an
inquiry to establish the fact, I do not know; but
in any case the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition added not one whit to a very desultory
performance by the Leader of the Opposition.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition simply
failed to add any dimension whatsoever to the
statements of the Leader of the Opposition,
which were so lacking in their substance, at
least in so far as they were in support of a call
for a Royal Commission.

The first two speakers did not make out a
case that was persuasive in any respect in sup-
port of a call for an inquiry, let alone a censure
of the Government, and so we come to the
member for Murchison-Eyre. The member for
Murchison-Eyre built 14 minutes of his speech
around the investment, the purchase by
Brocley of El Caballo Blanco. We all heard
him. We all heard the member for Murchison-
Eyre attack the State Superannuation Board for
purchasing through Brockley, a company in
which it was a shareholder, El Caballo Blanco.
Does anyone deny having heard that?

Mr MacKinnon: He said it was a very doubt-
ful investment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. There is
only one problem; Brocley Investments has
not bought El Caballo Blanco. It is awful to
have to confront the member for Murchison-
Eyre with that.

Mr MacKinnon: Does not the State
Superannuation Board have any investment in
El Caballo Blanco?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The State
Superannuation Board has an investment in it,
to my understanding; that is true. The member
for Murchison-Eyre stood there and told us
how Brockley Investments was a vehicle owned
by a number of people that had been used to
purchase El Caballo Blanco, a haemorrhaging
asset and an asset that was not worth the
money paid for it by Brockley Investments,
which was owned by the State Superannuation
Board in part.

Mr Pearce: He also said Brockley Invest-
ments was not a trustee investment, but it is.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the next point.
Let us not run away from it. The argument of
the member for Murchison-Eyre for 13 minutes
was based around an absolutely wrong assump-
tiw.

Mr Pearce: That is right.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that

Brockley Investments does not own and has
not bought El Caballo Blanco. The member
said the opposite this evening.

In addition to that, the member for
Murchison-Eyre continued to talk about the
National Crime Authority being inivolved, with-
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out saying why or how, and without giving any
evidence to support that claim. The member for
Murchison-Eyre then went on to say that there
were businessmen in Perth who were ripping off
compliant public servants or others
appointed to positions, and did not name who
those businessmen were, casting a slur over
every businessman who has done any dealing
with the State Superannuation Board. These
are the words of the member for Murchison-
Eyre.

Mr Lightfoot: You are the one casting slurs.
You are the name-mentioner. You dropped
names here. You are the one who acts
disgracefully here, including dobbing your own
brother in, you atrophied clown.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: These are the words of
the member for Murchison-Eyre, when he said
that there were businessmen-unscrupulous, I
think he described them as being-who were
taking advantage of-

Mr Parker: He said they were immoral and
illegal businessmen.

Mr Lightfoot: I did not say "immoral."
Mr BRIAN BURKE: These are the words he

used -"taking advantage of compliant public
servants". I challenge the member for
Murchison-Eyre to name the businessmen and
to name the public servants.

Mr MacKinnon: I think he will start to
answer some questions when you start answer-
ing some questions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He was niot too worried
about mentioning Ron Barry's name.

Mr Lightfoot: Because I wanted to clear up
that allegation. I accept your ward that Mr
Barry was not involved in that resignation.

Mr Parker: You mean you do not want to
clear up these other allegations?

Mr Lightfoot: You said he was not involved
in the allegation by Mr Brush.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Now the next thing that
the member for Murchison-Eyre referred to by
way of interjection, and we were all waiting for
the substantiation, was the illegal tapping of car
telephone calls. The member for Murchison-
Eyre repeated it two or three times, but I give
the member ample time. I have got nine min-
utes.

Mr Lightfoot: You can give me all the time I
want, but I make up my mind. [ am not one of
your compliant public servants who is left off
the Public Service ladder. I will not be dictated
to by you. I will not answer you just because you
want me to. Do not be foolish and naive.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not believe that
the member for Murchison-Eyre understands
the way in which he is painting himself.

Mr Pearce: Everybody else can tell.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Everybody else is

clearly under the impression that the member
for Murchison-Eyre will say and do anything if
he thinks it advances his own purposes.

Mr Lightfoot: You're losing touch; you're
losing control.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The allegation made

about the Minister for Labour, Productivity
and Employment was a perfect example. What
an allegation to make!

Mr Lightfoot: That was the information I
had coming back to me.

Mr Pearce: Well, provide it then.
Mr Lightfoot: He is the only man who is

detested by both sides of the House.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the member for

Murchison-Eyre think it is unreasonable for us
to ask him to tell us what is the information he
says he has?

Mr Lightfoot: I do not feel like telling you. I
am trying to get that point over. You cannot get
it in to your head. You are as thick as a brick
sometimes. If I don't want to tell you, I won't.

Mr Pearce: Why raise the allegation then?
Mr Lightfoot: Who is the unkempt French

poodle saying, "Woof, woof" at his master's
feet?

Mr Pearce: Bill Snedden said, "Woof woo?',
and look what happened to him, my friend.

Mr Lightfoot: I cannot go back much further
than the back bench.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The distressing thing

about this whole debate is that it reflects so
precisely the state of the Opposition. The mem-
ber for MurchisonTEyre is being egged on by
the member for Cottesloe. In terms of this de-
bate, we have an ill-prepared Opposition. But
worse than that we have a debate on a subject
and a topic that says one thing loudly and
clearly.

Mr Lightfoot: You are in big trouble; that is
what it says loudly and clearly.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This debate says to
people in this Chamber and everywhere else
that the Opposition is bereft of the talent, of
the capacity, or of the will to be effective.
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Mr Laurance: Look at all the embarrassed
faces behind you there. This is weak.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is what this de-

bate shows. I despair of getting any sense out of
the member for Murchison-Eyre. He can say
whatever he likes, but he does not support it
with any evidence. Where is his evidence? He
is like a barracuda-all mouth!

Mr Lightfoot: You stand there with your
hands in your pockets asking where is the evi-
dence-evidence of what?

Mr Peter Dowding: Exactly!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Evidence of anything,

in the case of the member for Murchison-Eyre.
He has bad 20 minutes and has said nothing. I
now give him five minutes to produce any evi-
dence.

Mr Cash: You cannot give him anything. The
Speaker controls proceedings here. The con-
tempt that you have for the Chair is unbeliev-
able.

Mr Lightfoot: I will call your bluff.
Mr Laurance interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have tried to go

through the three contributions made to this
point.

Mr Laurance interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will re-

sume his seat. I do not think it is the case, but it
may be just possible that the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition was not in this place earlier
when I made a statement. If I call "Order"
again two or three times this evening and a
member continues to interject, I give my firm
commitment that I wilt name that member just
like that.

Mr Laurance: I apologise. I was trying to
assist the Premier and I did not hear you. That
was my mistake and I apologise.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am willing to allow
the member for Murchisonl;Eyre to tell us of
the evidence that he railed to produce during
his speech.

Mr MacKinnon: We are willing for you to
provide us in the next four minutes with
answers to the questions we have raised.

Mr Lightfoot: On you go, Mr Premier. We
have four minutes left..

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will pause when the
member for Murchison-Eyre has found what he
is looking for. In the meantime, I will just say

that the Opposition has failed by any standards
to make out a case to censure the Government
or to cause an inquiry to be made into the
matters referred to in the amendment. I do not
know how it can be stated more clearly than
that. As we have consistently said, in respect of
the police inquiry we do not believe it is appro-
priate-as the Opposition seems to think it is
appropriate-to attempt to intimidate those
people who are carrying out the inquiry. I see
that the member for Murchison-Eyre has found
the material he was looking for and I will pause
to allow him to tell the House about it.

Mr Lightfoot: I thank the Premier for the
opportunity he has provided for me to bring to
the attention of this Parliament and, via the
media, to the public the evidence that I have
here. I have the original statutory declaration
from Mr Gary Asian that started the affair. It
started to get wider and wider and is continu-
ing to widen. I do not wish to table this paper,
but I hope that the House will accept my word
that this is the original statutory declaration
that Mr Asian signed. It started with reference
to kickbacks to Mr Brush by way of two
cheques and a third cheque which we found out
about later on. We are very anxious to find out
where that third cheque went. That is some
evidence.

The other evidence relates to Melampus Pty
Ltd, which is. a company owned by the
Premier's former principal private secretary,
Mrs Brush, and the man whom the Premier
personally appointed to the State
Superannuation Board, Mr Len Brush. They
are the directors of Melampus Pty Ltd and they
own one share each in that company. There is
no disputing that. That is cold, hard evidence.

Mr Pearce: Of what? That they own
Melampus?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not disputing that.

Mr Lightfoot: The cold, hard evidence is
there. Do you dispute that that is primary evi-
dence? Do you think it is prima facie or hear-
say evidence? Do you dispute that it is primary
evidence?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I simply ask the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre whether he thinks he
has now had the opportunity to present the
evidence?

Mr Lightfoot: I have had only one-and-a-half
minutes to do so, but the answer is yes.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Speaker, I rest my
case.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [7.47 pmj: I won-
der whether in consideration of the issues we
might contemplate the main event, which is the
proposed Anchorage development. We might
contemplate also what the Premier would do if
the police inquiry behind which he has shielded
himself for several weeks from responding to
questions were to exonerate Mr Brush from any
criminal charge.

The Premier has refused to acknowledge and
fails to understand that there are two very im-
portant but completely separate issues in the
matter of the State Superannuation Board
scandal. The first issue is that of criminality.
That is being investigated by the police in re-
lation to Mr Brush, Mrs Brush, Mr Martin, and
various other people with whom they had deal-
ings and some with whom they were associated.
No doubt that investigation will be handled
competently by the police. However, another
issue is equally important: That issue is to the
propriety and integrity not only of the
Superannuation Board and Mr Brush, but also
of the Government itself. That is the question
on which the Opposition has pressed the
Premier for weeks on end.

Let it be made quite clear, we have just
witnessed a quite disgraceful performance from
the Premier, who spent the whole of his 20
minutes interpreting and identifying what he
said my colleagues said earlier in the debate,
and then attacking it, without offering one min-
ute or one second of his speech in explanation
of the conduct of Mr Brush or of the
transactions of the Superannuation Board for
which he, the Premier, is personally respon-
sible.

Let me be clear in pointing out that the
superannuation fund of the State is made up of
hundreds of millions of dollars which do not
belong to the Government but to the contribu-
tors who have had those contributions
deducted from their salaries on the basis that
they will go into a trust fund to provide for
their old age and their retirement. It is those
hundreds of millions of dollars and that trust
which are in question.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is performing very
well, as you know.

Mr HASSELL: It is not a question of whether
the fund is performing well. It is a question of
whether it is performing honestly and with in-
tegrity and safety.

Let me point out a specific provision in the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act by
which it is sought, through the legislation of
this Parliament, to protect the money in that
gigantic trust fund, and by which it is sought to
make the Government of the day accountable
to this Parliament for the trust fund. Section
25(2) of the Superannuation and Family Ben-
efits Act reads-

The Board shall not invest the fund or
any pontion thereof in any investment of
any kind whatever without the consent of
the Treasurer being first obtained.

During the course of the earlier debate the
Premier sought to interject and give the im-
pression that he was able to give perhaps some
global approval to investments. I do not
know whether he believes that that is the case. I
do not know whether he has received legal ad-
vice to that effect. But I think that he owed an
explanation to the House concerning that mat-
ter tonight. I think he owed it to this Parlia-
ment to say whether he approved of these invest-
ments, and whether he approved these
proposed or made investments on the basis of
advice from Mr Brush or from someone else;
and if so, whom; and when that advice was
given; and whether it was supported by valu-
ations; and who gave those valuations; and
what were their qualifications.

Let me stress very quickly, because time is
short, the history of the Anchorage investment
itself. It is, of course, a collection of properties
in North Fremantle between the two traffic
bridges. That property is made up of a number
of pieces of land in the control or the property
of the Government, and a number of pieces of
private land. A Mr Garry Jones, a developer,
about whose reputation I have at no time heard
any question, sought to combine those proper-
ties into one so that a development of the
nature of the Anchorage could take place, pre-
sumably so that he could sell the combined
land or the options over it and thereby obtain a
profit-a fairy common and totally legitimate
business motivation.

Mr Pearce: Whom did he go to see?

Mr H-ASSELL: I understand that Mr Jones
had to deal with something like 22 Govern-
ment instrumentalities and departments. I
understand that he received the cooperation of
a number of Government Ministers to combine
the pieces of land.

Mr Pearce: And one member of the Oppo-
sition.
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Mr HASSELL: From time to time during the
Course of his work Mr Jones told me what he
was doing.

Mr Pearce: And you recommended to him
that the Government should be involved in the
project.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: May I remind the Ministers

who are interiecting that my time is short;, I do
not wish to be interrupted. Not only is Mr
Jones a constituent of mine but also the devel-
opment of land is within my electorate, there-
fore I have taken a great interest in it. How-
ever, I now pass into an area where I have
information which has come to me from other
sources and not from Mr Jones.

I have no direct knowledge of these matters,
but it is my understanding that before Mr
Jones was able to finalise the transaction totally
and obtain options over all the land so that it
could be put together as one piece, he ran out
of the financial capacity and the time to com-
plete the job, given the length of time it had
taken to negotiate with all these people.

Al that stage he sought the involvement of
Mr Martin as a co-developer. It is also my
understanding that at that stage Mr Martin, as
consideration for coming into the deal, made
some payment to Mr Jones, but I have no di-
rect knowledge of that. It is also my under-
standing that it was Mr Martin who believed
that the idea could be sold to the State
Superannuation Board.

I understand too that the options to be
exercised to put all the land together would cost
some $12.5 million, and that at the end of the
day those options-perhaps things have
changed since recent disclosures were made in
the media and otherwise-were to have been
exercised by an Organisation within the SSR
property trust or something of that nature;
some kind of subsidiary of the Superannuation
Board.

Mr Peter Dowding: Who managed it?
Mr HASSELL: I think it was Perpetual

Trustees.
Mr Pearce: We are talking abou t Liberals-

Ken Court, Ian Warner.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! As Deputy
Speaker I intend to follow and play the game by
the same rules that the Speaker stated earlier; it
has-been made very clear. The only voice I

would like to hear at this time is that of the for-
mer Leader of the Opposition, the member for
Cottesloe.

Mr HASSELL: I seek your protection be-
cause time is short and 1 am trying to deal with
the facts in this matter as I know them; pure
facts which nobody has disputed so far.

Mir Court: Tell him who is the trustee.
Mr HASSELL: I understood it was a private

trustee.
Mr Court: That was a couple of years ago. It

is the Superannuation Board.
Mr HASSELL: Be that as it may, what I want

to know-and 1 think it is a very important
question; the Premier might have told us
tonight if he had dealt with the issues-is this:
Under what sections of the Superannuation
and Family Benefits Act was the
Superannuation Hoard ever authorised to gen-
erate, create, operate, or control a subsidiary
trust? I wonder whether that concerns the Prem-
ier, that perhaps the State Superannuation
Board has operated outside ins charter under the
legislation enacted by this Parliament?

I wonder whether the Premier, as the person
personally responsible for approving invest-
ments, might be concerned that perhaps a
whole area of investment by the State
Superannuation Board is not within the terms
of the legislation. I do not know the answer to
that question because it is possible that under
some of these complex provisions some type of
operation might be justified if it were a pure
property trust arrangement. I wonder why it is
that the Premier, who was the man responsible
during all these weeks, has not been prepared
to deal with that issue or any of the other nu-
merous questions that have been raised con-
cerning the State Superannuation Board. I
wonder what advice he has received and
whether he is concerned about this whole
operation.

One does not have to be a lawyer to read the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act and
to understand the very simple proposition that
the State Superannuat ion Board, as trustee, has
very limited powers. It was always the inten-
tion of Parliament that the hundreds of
millions of dollars of other people's money
would be protected. Neither does one have to
be a lawyer to make a comparison between the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act and,
for example, the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation Act, under which any kind
of sujbsidiary operation can be generated, to see
that those sorts Of provisions just do not apply
to the superannuation fund.
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Can the Premier say to the House that he is
completely satisfied about the practices that
have been adopted by Mr Brush and his other
little mates whom he has appointed to various
positions? Is the Premier able to assure the
House about the propriety of the operation?
Let us consider, too, the position of Mr Brush,
who was brought in over the State
Superannuation Board before he became its
Chairman,

I remember some discussion in this House
when the Premier said quite blatantly and
clearly that he would not deal with anything
from the State Superannuation Board unless it
had been through Mr Brush first. He said that
before Mr Brush became the Chairman of the
State Superannuation Board. He brought him
in as the super-duper adviser to the Premier on
State superannuation. The Premier's little mate
was the man whom the Premier himself per-
sonally appointed and relied upon in relation
to investments. That man-Mr Brush-was
not only the Premier's appointee, he was also a
trustee because of the position he held, and
that, of course, gives rise to the fiduciary obli-
gations to which the Leader of the Opposition
and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition have
referred tonight.

What are those fiduciary obligations? Of
course they are, as the Minister for Labour
knows, obligations of the utmost good faith be-
cause that is the basis of trust and trustees are
always in that special position. Yet the Premier
Js prepared to sit back week after week and say,
"I do not intend to take this matter any further
because the police are investigating." H-e is not
concerned that there may be obligations be-
yond compliance with what might, in broad
terms, be called the criminal law.

Mr Peter Dowding: What is the result of the
breaches of those obligations?

Mr H-ASSELL: There is one result that ought
to be very clear. It has not been disputed for a
number of weeks that Mr Brush had financial
dealings and took money, whether by loan or
otherwise, from Mr Martin. It has not been
disputed that Mr Brush had those dealings with
Mr Martin. It has not been disputed that dur-
ing that period Mr Martin was seeking to carry
out a major financial transaction with the State
Superannuation Board, of which Mr Brush was
a trustee and, as a consequence, the moment
those facts became undisputed, Mr Brush
should have been sacked.

It does not mean a police investigation yet.
As late as three days before Mr Brush resigned
in disgrace and ignominy, the Premier

announced publicly that he did not wish Mr
Brush to resign and that he had asked him to
reconsider. He should have gone at the behest
of the Government;, and that is the nub of this
motion tonight because it discloses the lack of
standards, the lack of integrity, and the lack of
concern of the Government, which is respon-
sible for the hundreds of millions of dollars of
taxpayers' money.

Perhaps the Premier might have explained to
the House tonight what was to happen after the
options were exercised, whether for $12.5
million or any other figure. Is it true that the
project was to be on-sold from the State
Superannuation Board property trust, a sub-
sidiary trust to the main trust, at a substantial
profit?

On my information, that is jomnething of the
order of $18 million or more to be split up
between Mr Jones, Mr Martin and the
Superannuation Board property trust. Is that
correct? Would it not have been reasonable and
proper for the Treasurer to explain those things
tonight? No explanation has been given and
hundreds of other questions have not been
answered. Clearly there is a need for a Royal
Commission.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [7.58 pm]: I ask the House why we are
having this debate. Thc position with regard to
Mr Brush is that for various reasons he has
resigned from his position as Chairman of the
State Superannuation Board; and all the activi-
ties which opposition members are
complaining about are currently a matter for
investigation by the police. That police investi-
gation was initiated by the Opposition though
it strove mightily to conceal the fact, for as
many days as it could, that the only reason the
police were investigating these matters was that
two members of the Opposition-the member
for Murchison-Eyre and the member for Mt
Lawley-went to the police in the first place to
lay the complaint.

Why are we having this debate? Let me
answer my own question. The reason the Op-
position has raised this matter today is to put
political pressure on the police to lay charges
against Mr Brush.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I do not
intend to afford the Leader of the House any
less protection than I did the member for
Cottesloe or any other member. I will not toler-

108



[Wednesday, 1 April 19871 0

ate interjections from the member for
Murchison-Eyre or from any other member in
this House.

Mr PEARCE: The reason we are making
amendments to the Dog Act later in the session
is that I have a mad dog on my block and I am
scared stiff of going out at night. He reminds
me of the member for Murchison-Eyre. He
foams at the mouth and barks in quite the same
way.

The fact of the matter is that the Opposition
has raised this matter to put political pressure
on the police to ensure that the police lay
charges against Mr Brush. One can understand
the position of the police. They are trying to
investigate a matter in something of a normal
situation. If they decide there is no evidence
against Mr Brush, there is no real chance of a
conviction being laid and they ultimately de-
cide not to lay charges, what will happen in
here?

All sorts of allegations will be made against
the police. The member for Murchison-Eyre
will be up on his feet with the same lack of
integrity and truth, the same disregard for nor-
mal and decent standards.

Point of Order
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask

that you rescind your direction that members
should not interject, on the basis that when I
spoke I listened to many interjections from the
Minister for Education. I think it most unfair
that you place that impost on this side of the
House when it was not placed on the Govern-
ment side.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is not. a
point of order. I said I would not accept unruly
interjecflons from you or any other member of
the House. If you do not like my rulings, you
should move to dissent.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr HASSELL: I refer you to Standing Order

No. 131 which states-
No member shall use offensive or unbe-

coming words in reference to any Member
of the House.

I thought the member for Murchison-Eyre rose
on that point of order but he rose on another.
The Minister for Education, in attacking the
member for Murchison-Eyre was in the course
of doing precisely what my paint of order
covers. If your authority and the respect for
your ruling is to be upheld without any feeling

of dissent, it is surely incumbent on you to see
that members of this side are not subjected to
personal attacks which clearly breach Standing
Orders. I ask you to require the Minister for
Education to withdraw his remarks.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for
Murchison-Eyre did not rise on that point of
order, but I heard the comments to which you
refer and I ask the Leader of the House to
withdraw that reference to the member for
Murchison-Eyre.

Mr PEARCE: I am happy to withdraw at
your direction.

Debate Resumed
Mr PEARCE: There is no chance, after this

discussion in the Parliament today, that Mr
Brush will not be charged with some offence.
The simple fact of the matter is that this is so
because the Opposition has put so much politi-
cal pressure on the police in order to ensure
that a charge is laid.

Mr Cash: That is a disgraceful thing to say
about the police. You are suggesting that the
police do not have any integrity at all. You
should withdraw that remark.

Mr PEARCE: What policeman is going to lay
himself open to the charge by the Opposition-
in the way it has been laying all sorts of charges
against all sorts of people-that there was some
kind of interference with the police investi-
gations if no charge is laid?

Mr Thompson: Your speech indicates that
you think charges will be laid, and that is a slur
on the Police Force.

Mr PEARCE: I do not believe either of those
things is the case. I obviously expect Mr Brush
will be charged.

Mr Cash: Why?
Mr PEARCE: I am making my judgment on

the basis of the efforts of the Opposition to
ensure that that occurs. I am equally certain
that Mr Brush will not be convicted by any
court, because in my own mind and firdm in-
vestigations I have made, I am quite certain
that Mr Brush has not committed any offence
that will result in his conviction. Nevertheless
we could hardly blame the Police Force, given-
all the pressure it is under on this matter, if it
handballed the whole case over to the courts. It
would be a perfectly understandable thing for
the police to do in the circumstances.

But I come back to the question of honesty
and integrity. The member for Cottesloe, who
spoke a few moments ago and had to be
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reminded of this point again and again by way
of interjection, would not admit that it was he
who introduced Mr Garry Jones to the Govern-
ment with regard to the Anchorage project. He
asked the Government to take steps to en-
sure-

Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr PEARCE: Why would he not say that in

his speech if that is the case? He did not deny it
but he did not say it. All the business goings-on
with the Anchorage project were much as the
member for Cottesloe described them except
that-

Mr Cash: No wonder there is low morale in
the Police Force after your statements.

Mr MacKinnon: We'll agree to extend your
-time if you like.

Mr PEARCE: I was going to move to sus-
pend Standing Orders earlier to allow the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre to produce any evi-
dence to back up his allegations. That would
have delayed the House for no more than a
minute.

Mr Court: We always produce evidence. We
produced it in the John O'Connor case, and we
all know what happened.

Mr PEARCE: Where is the evidence now?*
Mr Cash: A man resigned over it.
Mr PEARCE: I am happy to discuss the

reason Mr Brush resigned. It comes back again
to the kind of mud-slinging indulged in by the
Opposition.

Mr Cash: We have given heaps of evidence.
Mr PEARCE: None at all. The member for

Murchison-Eyre has stood and made all sorts of
allegations about Brockley Investments and El
Caballo Blanco, but the basis of these alle-
gations is all wrong. He said that Brockley In-
vestments was not an investment company. It
is. lHe said that Brockley Investments had pur-
chased El Caballo Blanco: It has not. The one
bit of evidence he had, which he waved around
but did not want to table, wasva statutory dec-
laration written by a Mr Gary Astan. But he is a
sacked employee of Mr Martin's. That is to say,
he is a person who has a grudge against a for-
mer employer. It is ironic that this whole busi-
ness has grown out of an effort by a disgruntled
former employee to discredit his former boss.
The one piece of evidence the member for
Murchison-Eyre has is a statutory declaration
signed by this person. What other evidence
does the Opposition have to lay on that bare
table in order to demonstrate the truth of any
allegation the Opposition is seeking to make? I

pause now to allow any member of the Oppo-
sition to table any evidence he has about any of
the allegations which have been brought up in
the course of the debate.

Mr Lewis: Do you believe it is the Oppo-
sition's job to inquire into something that
rightly the Government should be inquiring
into?

Mr PEARCE: No, because it is the job of the
police to inquire into this matter, and they are
inquiring into it.

The member for Mt Lawley asks, "Who lacks
faith in the police?" We do not because we
have said all along that once the police investi-
gation was launched the matter was then under
investigation. The reason we have taken that
view is that the police are the proper group to
investigate allegations of this kind and we are
happy to leave these investigations with the
police. We have waited to see the outcome of
the police investigations. The Opposition has
not been prepared to do that.

Mr Lewis interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition did.

Mr Lewis: Why didn't you?

Mr PEARCE: Because in our view there is no
evidence of any crimes having been committed
or of any improper conduct whatsoever. Both
the Premier and I have not been slow in saying
publicly that the actions of the former Chair-
man of the State Superannuation Board were
not the smartest things to do given all the cir-
cumstances. I went on to describe his actions as
unwise.

Mr Lightfoot interjected.

Mr PEARCE: Even the $150 000 was wrong.
All this talk about a third cheque would indi-
cate that the member has been reading too
many stories by Graham Greene. The third
cheque has not gone to Mr Brush. The loan
does not amount to $150 000. The additional
$50 000 was not required by Mr Brush for the
purpose for which he was seeking the loan, and
it was returned to Mr Mantin and used by him
for his purposes.

Mr Lewis: So you knew about it?

Mr PEARCE: What the Premier has just said
to me is something I knew all along; that is, the
reason that information is known to me is that
Mr Martin told us this was the case. Further-
more, he did not tell just us; he issued a public
statement to that effect which was reported in
the Press.
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This prototype private investigator On the
Opposition benches does not even knaw what
was written in the papers with regard to these
things.

Why did Mr Brush resign? In his view, his
resignation was in no way an indication that he
had done anything improper or for which he
felt guilty.

Mr Lightfoot: He did not falsify any docu-
ments?

Mr PEARCE: No, he did not falsify any
documents. My judgment and the Premier's
judgment about his resignation is that he acted
unwisely, given all the circumstances. That
view was conveyed to him. His resignation was
not sought because the Government had to
weigh up two things. One was the whole ap-
proach this Government has taken to the State
superannuation fund. It was the Government's
view that the superannuation fund should be
paying its way in relation to the
superannuation of public servants rather than
continually and unceasingly drawing on the
public purse. The system that was allowed to
operate when the Opposition was in Govern-
ment was that it guaranteed, in an ageing popu-
lation, a flat proportion of State public ser-
vants' superannuation and anything that was
made on top of that by the Superannuation
Board was jam on the bread and butter of pub-
lic servants' superannuation. In facing up to an
ageing population and a continually lamger and
larger draw on the public purse when the for-
mer Government posed as the protector of
payments of superannuation to public servants,
we sought to make the fund pay its way and to
take off the shoulders of the taxpayer an obli-
gation for the payment of State public servants'
superannuation. That meant we could not put
up with the poor economic performance of the
State superannuation fund that occurred in the
time of the previous Government.

We needed an improved level of perform-
ance, and Mr Brush's appointment was one of
the steps taken to produce that improved level
of performance. That has been the case. It has
been well documented that the performance of
the fund has improved dramatically because of
the steps taken bythis Government.

With regard to Mr Brush's position, when the
facts about the loans were brought to our no-
tice, the Premier spoke to him and made it
clear to him that, on the Government's pant, he
had not acted wisely with regard to these mat-
ters. It is well known that he gave Mr Brush
certain instructions about how he should ar-

range his affairs, and he told Mr Brush that the
loan should be repaid immediately and other
steps should be taken to ensure that any per-
ception of any improper conduct on his part be
removed. That was not a judgment that he had
acted improperly but was recognition that,
given the kind of interpretation placed on the
matter by people such as the members of the
Opposition, a perception of improper conduct
could have been drawn. The Premier, there-
fore, gave him an instruction about what he
should do to remove that perception problem.

Mr Brush put that advice into action in-
stantly and on that basis his resignation was
not sought. H-e resigned because of the scurri-
lous activities by members of the Opposition
who sought, not in a public way because they
were not prepared to put their heads up, to
circulate among members of the media stolen
medical records of a serious car accident that
Mr Brush had been involved in some years ago.
It was circulated in an effort to convince them
that Mr Brush had severe medical problems.

That personal denigration of a significant
businessman in this State was enough to lead
him to believe that his willingness to give pub-
lic service to this State by way of ensuring that
the superannuation fund was not so much a
draw on the public purse was not worthwhile
because he and his family were being subjected
to vicious innuendoes organised by such people
as the member for Murchison-Eyre. It is the
kind of personal smear and vilification which
has become the hallmark of this Opposition
under its new leadership. The Opposition
touted around stolen medical records and
spread rumours of all kinds. The rumour mill
was fed by the Opposition until Mr Brush had
had enough. The pressures brought to bear on
him and his family were such that, against the
Government's wishes and the advice of the
Premier, he resigned. Mr Brush made it clear
that, although ,hr had resigned, there was no
acceptance of any impropriety on his pan. He
accepted that his actions were not wise because
of the political context which applies to any
businessman who has a connection with
Government.

I make two predictions: The first is that, after
the police inquiry, the4 police -will have little
choice but to charge Mr Brush. My second pre-
diction is that he will appear before a court as a
result of those charges and will not be
convicted. The Opposition does not care about
that.

Mr Lightfoot: What are the charges?
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Kivr PEARCE: We will see.

Mr Lighitfoot:. You are saying he will be
cledred of charges. What will the charges be?

Mr PEARCE: Any charges laid against him.

Mr Lightfoot: That is a stupid statement.
You don't know the facts or the details, yet you
are standing here telling us that he will be ac-
quitted of all charges.

Mr PEARCE: I am making two predictions.
Only time will tell whether either of them is
true. Of all the people in this House, the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre should be the last to
say anyone is making any claim without evi-
dence because he knows, more than anyone
else, that throwing stones in this House is not
on because he lives in a glasshouse. No other
member of this House has a more dubious or
doubtful commercial background than the
member for Murchison-Eyre, excepting,
maybe, the member for Mt Lawley.

Withdrawal ofRemark
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I cannot accept rubbish

like that, Mr Speaker. I cannot accept that kind
of vilification by the Minister for Education
under the yellow cloak of parliamentary privi-
lege. It is simply not true and I ask you, Mr
Speaker, to direct the Minister to withdraw.

The SPEAKER: Is the member asking me to
ask him to withdraw (he comment because it is
not true?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am asking him to with-
draw because under Standing Order No. 131
that sort of insult is too much for anyone to
bear.

The SPEAKER: What are the words to which
you object under Standing Order No. 13 1?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: He said I have a dubious
history and background in my business and
commercial dealings. I find that offensive be-
cause I do not have a dubious background in
my business dealings.

The SPEAKER: At the end of what I am
going to say I will ask the Minister to withdraw
his comments. Before doing so I want to cau-
tion members about using this Standing Order
in this way. I do not believe this is the purpose
of the Standing Order. Nonetheless, the mem-
ber has requested me to ask that comments be
withdrawn because he takes offence at them.
However, members on both sides have said far
worse things than that and the member for
Murchison-Eyre is one of them. If members
want me to restrict debate to that extent, so be

it. However, it is on their heads. If they ask for
this sont of remark to be withdrawn, debate in
this place will be severely restricted.

Mr PEARCE: At your direction, Mr Speaker,
I am happy to withdraw.

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: The member for Murchison-
Eyre has the thinnest skin of anyone in this
place. He makes the most vile allegations about
anybody inside or outside of this place without
a skerrick of evidence. He uses the coward's
castle more than anybody. It is disgraceful that,
when he gets some of it back, he rises and goes
on like a yapping dog saying, "Take that back,
take that back." He is as two-faced as the
ancient Roman god, and he will have to learn
to grow up if he is to survive in here.

As far as the Government is concerned it has
nothing to fear from the debate about the mat-
ter. What the Premier has said tonight is dead
right: If we want to make any impact on the
people of this State we have to have policies
and a positive approach to the needs of the
State.

We are at the beginning of the second year of
the second term of the Burke Government and
the Opposition has the capacity to raise the
most crucial issues in this State by way of the
Leader of the Opposition's contribution to the
Address-in-Reply debate. The Leader of the
Opposition lays out the Opposition's vision
about the areas in which the Government is
falling down. Do we attend to things like the
economic position of this State or the nation?
Do we attend to any of the things that concern
ordinary people in this State? Do we talk about
the social institutions, the education systems,
the needs of the poor, or the social readjust-
ments or alignments? What the Opposition is
concerned about is a man from the State
Superannuation Board who took a loan, at
commercial rates-

Mr Hassell: We are talking about the integ-
rity of the Government.

Mr PEARCE: If the Opposition sees in it
some squalid opportunity, that is the issue that
preoccupies and obsesses it. It is a poor band of
people in rags and tatters. The reason the mem-
ber for Cottesloe lost his job is that he headed
that band of people. I might add that he is a
man of considerable substance, but he got
caught up in the rags and tatters of his fol-
lowers and in the end he could not get away
from trying to be a reflection of the kinds of
mud slingers like the member for Murchison-
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Eyre and the member for Mt Lawley, or the
lunatics like the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition. The member for Cottesloc summarised
on television much more adequately and pro-
fessionally-

Mr Hassell: I am concerned about the integ-
rity of the Government in this State.

Mr PEARCE: Because of the inability of the
member for Cottesloe to stand against the fatal
flaw of the Opposition, be lost his job as Leader
of the Opposition. He has been replaced by
people who echo that flaw. What a pathetic
band is the Opposition. I advise the Opposition
that none of this will do the Opposition any
good and it will find that the judgment of the
people of this State will be hard upon it.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) (8.23 pm]: We have
just heard and witnessed an absolutely desper-
ate act by members of the Government. Three
Ministers have stood in the Parliament tonight
to try to justify the conspiracy of silence that
hides all the dealings of the so-called Brush
affair. I put it to you, Mr Speaker, and to other
members in this House: Why would the
Government hide behind this conspiracy of
silence if it did not have something to hide and
did not want the facts to come out?

The Leader of the House desperately tried to
condemn the police officers for doing their job
properly. Knowing more of the facts than he
cared to state in this House, he then said that
he guaranteed that Mr Brush would be charged
with a criminal offence by the police. He also
said that he predicted that that criminal charge
would not succeed in a court of law.

The member for Murchison-Eyre rightly
asked what the Leader of the House knew
about the facts surrounding the Brush affair,
the police investigations, and the apparent
charges that he has guaranteed the House will
be laid, and what discussions have occurred
between senior Ministers of this Government
to enable him to stand in this place and say that
the charge that he believed will be laid will not
succeed in a competent court-

Has the Government already decided that it
will enter a nolle prosequi in respect of any
charges that may be laid against Mr or Mrs
Brush or other people to prevent the facts being
revealed? What is it that the Leader of the
House, the Premier, and the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employment have to
hide in this matter?

The other matter that concerns me, after
having listened to those three Ministers, is
what the Premier said in the 20 minutes he was

on his feet. Did he address the questions that
had been competently asked by the Leader of
the Opposition, the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position, or the member for Murchison-Eyre?
No way, lie did not want to talk about the
substantial matters they raised.

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr CASH: By way of interjection, the Minis-
ter for Minerals and Energy now cries to shout
me down. It is a clear indication that the
Government does not want this matter talked
about.

I do not believe chat the matters which have
been raised in this House this evening solely
relate to Mr or Mrs Brush or people connected
closely with them. Some of the issues that have
been raised tonight extend further that the ap-
parent police investigations about which the
Leader of the House seems to know so much.
That is one of the reasons the Opposition on
numerous occasions has called for a public in-
quiry into this matter and other matters gener-
ally associated with dealings by this Govern-
ment.

The Opposition wants to talk about the in-
tegrity of this Government in its dealings with
business and community groups. The Premier
professes to be a very honest person-at the
moment I certainly have no evidence at hand
to say that that is not the case-but it surprises
me that he is not prepared to allow a public
inquiry into this matter.

Earlier today, when the Leader of the Oppo-
sition attempted to move for the suspension of
Standing Orders to allow this matter to be
debated, the Leader of the House said that he
wanted the Address-in-Reply to proceed and
that when that had been completed the Oppo-
sition could take as much time as it liked to
discuss the so-called Brush affair. Quite cor-
rectly, the Leader of the Opposition reminded
the Leader of the House that at six o'clock on
the morning of the day on which the House
rose in 1986 the Opposition was given a
guarantee by him in respect of the debating of
the report concerning the Midland abattoirs.
The Opposition was cold that it was coo late to
debate it on that particular day, but that.-the
Government would ensure that the House
would be brought together in a matter of a few
weeks to enable that report to be debated.

The Leader of the House reneged on the deal
that he made in this House. How does he ex-
pect the Opposition to believe the words that
come from his mouth? How does he expect the

113



114 [ASSEMBLY]

Opposition to believe the absolute garbage that
he attempted to perpetrate tonight in the name
of his Government?

There are some fitting examples around the
world about what happens to Governments
that hide behind the conspiracy of silence.
Members will remember Watergate. When the
issue first broke, the President of the United
Stales claimed that he did not know anything
about the break-ins that occurred in respect of
those political offices. What happened in that
case The investigative journalists, by talking
to the public and to members of the President's
staff, found out the truth and, as a result, we
ended up finding out the truth, a President of
the United States resigned, and a Government
fell. We have the same situation again in re-
spect of Irangate. There are accusations of
wrongdoings, and we have a situation where
those in power claim not to know too much
about the issue. However, before the issue is
finalised the truth will come out and, again, a
Government may fall.

In this case, the so-called Brush affair, the
conspiracy of silence behind which this
Government-not Government members as a
whole but mainly the senior Ministers-is try-
ing to hide will not protect the Government
because of the competence of investigative
journalists. Also many people within the Labor
Party are now disenchanted with the way the
Government has handled things in recent
years. As a result the truth will come out and,
as was correctly suggested this afternoon, it
could cause the downfall of the Burke Labor
Government. What a way to go out of office-
in complete shame because of the dealings in
which the Government may have become
involved.

I want to know what is at the bottom of the
so-called Brush affair. I want to be able to listen
to a competent inquiry go through the various
rumours and innuendoes .currently circulating
Western Australia, some of which were started
by Government members. Certainly questions
have been raised by Government backbenchers
who are not impressed with the senior Minis-
ters' handling of this affair.

The Minister for Education can undo his tie
if it is getting too hot for him but those are the
facts. Some Government members are saying
to members of the Opposition that they do not
know anything about this so-called Brush affair
and that they want us to get to the bottom of it
because they are not happy with the way the
Government is performing. I do not blame
them for asking those questions. Not only is it

incumbent on the Government to let the Oppo-
sition and the public know what is happening,
but also it should let its backbenchers know
exactly what is going on.

Why is it for instance that the Government
has chosen to use Mr and Mrs Brush as its
scapegoats in this affair? Why is it that those
two people should be made to suffer, as they
are suffering at the moment, because the
Government is not prepared to institute a pub-
lic inquiry to allow the truth to come out. I
believe it will emerge in due course.

I make the point that the rumour and ininu-
endo, to which the Premier alluded earlier
today, is affecting business confidence in West-
ern Australia.

Mr Parker: Nonsense.
Mr CASH: The Minister for Minerals and

Energy says that it is nonsense but I was over-
seas only two weeks ago and, while discussing
the future of Western Australia with some very
senior business people they questioned the
credibility and integrity of this Government. It
is having a direct effect within the State and
there is no question that the doubtful integrity
and credibility of the Government is also caus-
ing people overseas to wonder what is going on.

Mr Brian Burke: The investment level in
Western Australia is twice the level it was last
year.

Mr CASH: The Premier does not want to
recognise that if the credi bility and integrity of
this Government were at a far higher level, the
investment would not be something like twice
its previous level, it would be much higher.

The other point I want to raise relates to civil
servants. They are asking questions about what
investments the Superannuat ion Board has
made with their money in recent years. They
want a report on what stocks and shares the
Superannuation Board currently has in hand
and what stocks and shares it has been buying
and selling in the past few years.

The Civil Service Association also wants to
know what land dealings the Superannuation
Board has been involved in and where they are.

Mr Pearce: You are on delicate ground.
Mr CASH: The Minister for Education talks

about getting on delicate ground but in respect
of the Kewdale land deal, I had no knowledge
of that whatsoever, or of the Premier's
brother's apparent involvement-if I correctly
understood the Premier to say that-until the
Premier raised it in this House. I saw a
transcript of a Sattler Report programinme some
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days ago in which the Premier talked about the
involvement of senior Government people in a
particular land deal. I hope that is one of the
matters the police are investigating and per-
haps the Minister for Education is prepared to
tell me whether that is so.

Another matter that needs some discussion is
whether two, three, or even more cheques were
handed to people involved in this affair. At the
moment we have two stories: The first is that
two cheques for $50 000 were given to Mr
Brush for reasons that I am not yet aware of.
Comment has now been made, and
acknowledged by the Minister for Education,
that a third cheque for $50 000 was involved. It
is incumbent on the Minister for Education to
tell this House everything he knows about the
third cheque. Suggestions were made earlier
this afternoon that someone within this Parlia-
ment may have received it and I hope I heard
the Premier correctly when he said that he
would institute an inquiry to ascertain whether
that was the case. He knows that we want to get
to the bottom of the matter and I do not know
why he does not allow a public inquiry.

With respect to the fiduciary duty talked
about earlier, let us not forget that the fiduciary
duty will require people-I trust the police will
make certain inquiris-to look behind the
supposed legalities of legal documents
purporting to represent a loan to Mr Brush.
Irrespective of what the legal documents state,
the question to be answered is what stands be-
hind them. What are the real reasons they were
drawn up?

In respect of those documents, the other mat-
ter to be aired is that only recently Mr Brush
was quoted in the newspaper as saying that he
signed the documents on one day and the next
day he drove his wife to an office in West Perth
where she signed the documents. I understand
that the signing was supposed to have taken
place in July 1986. Some experts in Perth argue
that the computer printers which printed the
documentation in respect of those loans was
not installed at a particular Office until at least
September 1986.

There is a need for the police and also the
Government to look very closely into the com-
ments of Mr Brush; that is, that he and his wife
signed the documents in July when expert evi-
dence is available indicating that the machines
on which the documents were produced were
not installed until at least September.

I refer now to the Anchorage deal because at
the moment not much has been said about the
financial matters surrounding it. I understand
from rending the newspapers and by listening
to some of the rumour and innuendo
circulating in Perth that the land cost to the
Superannuation Board was in the order of
$12.5 million. That was purchased by a sub-
sidiary of the board. It was revalued to $30
million togive abig profit of$I7.5 million.

The payout as a result of the revaluation and
the increase in value of $17.5 million was to be
paid out, I understand, on the following basis:
To a Mrlones the amount of $4.25 million; to a
Mr Martin the sum of $5.375 million; and to
the State Superannuation Board the sum of
$7.875 million.

That revaluation was subject to certain
rezonings that I understand are not in place at
the moment, yet some of the $17.5 million,
ostensibly profit to the Superannuation Board
and others, has in fact been paid out. I ask the
Premier, in his capacity as Treasurer and under
the terms of the Superannuation and Family
Benefits Act, whether he has authorised or is
aware of any payments being made from that
$17.5 million. It is my understanding that an
amount exceeding $1 million has been paid to
a Mr Martin and a lesser amount to a Mr
Jones. I believe that will require some investi-
gation by the Treasurer.

However, what concerns me about the so-
called Brush affair is that the Government
wants to sidestep the issue. It does not want to
answer any questions, It is quite obvious from
the statements made tonight by the Minister
for Education that he is privy to many more
facts than have been stated in this House, that
he is holding them back for a particular reason,
and that there are questions now as to whether
the Premier, in his capacity as Treasurer, has in
fact breached his duty under authorised Acts of
Parliament.

In concluding, I make the point that white I
do not know Mr and Mrs Brush personally I
regret the fact that they appear to have been
made scapegoats by the Government, and I
trust their position will improve. It may be that
Mr Brush or others will decide io make certain
formal admissions to the police which would ab-
solve them in certain areas of guilt or criminal
offence, and indicate just who are the other
players in this very sorry state of affairs.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [8.43 pmj: We have had
an extraordinary debate this evening, of a type
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which weaon the Government side of the House
have been growing used to. For weeks prior to
the debate we heard great statements about
how the Opposition will pin the Government
to the wall over a whole range of matters with
which it alleged the Government, or officers or
agents of the Government, had been involved.
Opposition members have indicated-through
the Press, through discussions with other
people, and through the various places they as
politicians, like all of us, go to-that they have
massive amounts of evidence which, when it
comes out, will really stun and overwhelm the
Government.

Even tonight we have had the continuation
of projections that not only is this matter of
concern but also, according to at least two
members of the Opposition, the Government
may indeed fall. 1 think one Opposition mem-
ber said the Government may fall, and the
other said the Premier may fall, over this issue.

Mr Cash: You would be there pushing as
hard as you could so you could grab his job.

Mr PARKER: That is absolute nonsense. I
will mention a few of the comments that have
been made. During the dinner suspension 1
watched the ABC news, which reminded me
that the member for Murchison-Eyre had in his
remarks made reference to the fact that the
scope of the inquiry was getting ever wider,
that new evidence was coming to light all the
time, and that the implications were now far
beyond the Brushes, and indeed-and I quote
him-that the National Crimes Authority was
now involved, the National Companies and Se-
curities Commission was now involved, as was
the Corporate Affairs Office, and other senior
public servants; and that the matters had ex-
tended to include other dealings.

The Premier gave the member for
Murchison-Eyre an opportunity to come up
with some evidence. Given that opportunity,
he camne up with two items of evidence. One
was a statutory declaration by a former em-
ployee of Mr Martin or one of his companies,
which has been in the public domain now for
some weeks, if not months. That statutory dec-
laration, as I understand it, shows nothing
mare than that two cheques were apparently
paid over at certain times to Mr Brush. We ali
know that. Mr Brush has acknowledged that
and has given evidence as to why he was in
receipt of those cheques. That is what the statu-
tory declaration says. Unless there is something
in it I have not heard about, that is the content

of the statutory declaration, That was the first
piece of evidence tendered by the member for
Murchison-Eyre.

The second piece of evidence was that the
member had gone, in his Dick Tracy mode, to
the Corporate Affairs Office and had searched
the register of the company Melampus Pty Ltd,
which he asserted-and again, this'is a piece of
information that has been in the public domtain
for same weeks or months-is a private
company owned by Mr and Mrs Brush. He
elicited the information-which I must admit I
did not know-that Mr and Mrs Brush each
own one share in the company. I understand
that is the normal practice in such companies. I
was not aware of that, but it is a matter of
public knowledge and a matter of monumental
insignificance to the debate now before the
House.

Neither in his speech to the House when he
was on his feet nor in the opportunity afforded
him after searching so diligently through his
files for the material he had in front of him to
find a piece of evidence to produce, did he
produce any other evidence. What has he
produced? Firstly, a piece of evidence that says
two cheques were paid over to Mr Brush for
some reason currently being investigated by the
police. We have all known that for a long time.
Secondly, that Mr and Mrs Brush own a share
each in a family company called Melampus Pty
Ltd. Those are the two pieces of evidence. Yet,
using those two facts and those two facts alone,
the member for Murchison-Eyre tells us that
there is a whole host of evidence, a weight of
evidence against not only Mr and Mrs Brush-
and Mr Len Brush in particular in his capacity
as former Chairman of the Superannuation
Board-but also a whole range of other people,
although he is not specific as to whom they
might be. He indicates that they are all people
tarred with the brush-the businessmen of
Penh who illegally and immorally deal with the
State Superannuation Board. Those were the
words of the member for Murchison-Eyre-
"... all those businessmen who illegally and
immorally deal with the State Superannuation
Board . .."

Points of Order
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker, I find that

remark offensive. I did not say "all
businessmen that deal with the Superannuation
Board". I alluded to "some businessmen". I
would ask you to direct that the Minister with-
draw that remark.

Mr Pearce: You are a wimp. What a wimp!
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The SPEAKER: The member for Murchison-
Eyre is bordering on taking frivolous points of
order. I will leave it at that this time.

withdrawal of Remark

Mr LEWIS: Mr Speaker, I draw your atten-
tion to the Leader of the House, who was out of
his seat and abusing the member for
Murchison-Eyre while you were on your feet
taking a point of order. On the basis of your
previous ruling I request that you take the ap-
propriate action.

Mr Pearce: He will-he will ignore you.
Read your leader's book. Look at what he is
reading-"The ABC of Common Errors"!

The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the member
for East Melville for his assistance and ask him
for a trifle more. Just what is the appropriate
action in this instance?

Mr LEWIS: Mr Speaker, you said you would
name that particular member.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, it is the case that I
was overborne by emotion and called the mem-
ber for MUrchison-Fyre a wimp when I was
standing in the passage and not sitting in my
seal. If I had been sitting in my seat I would
have called him a wimp three times over, but I
do apologise to you because it was a discour-
tesy to you and I withdraw that discourtesy.

But the member for Murchison-Eyre is a
wimnp,just the same.

Debate Resumed

Mr PARKER: Thank you for the oppor-
tunity to resume my speech, Mr Speaker.

What we have are two pieces of evidence,
two facts which have been in the public domain
for a very considerable period of time, and ab-
solutely nothing more advanced by either the
member for Murchison-Eyre or any of the
other members from the Opposition side of the
Parliament who have spoken on this matter.

Not a skerrick of evidence has been brought
forward by the member for Murchison-Eyre or
by anybody else on the Opposition side of the
House to implicate-except in a broad-brush
way-any other person, or to raise any other
matter of impropriety in relation to the State
Superannuation Board.

Mr Cash: How do you know that?
Mr PARKER: I have been listening.
Mr Cash: Do you know all the facts?

Mr PARKER: To the extent that I knew any
facts I have not been further enlightened by the
speeches of members of the Opposition be-
cause no other facts have been brought for-
ward. No information, other than those two
aspects, has been brought forward by the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre. Two reasonably intel-
ligent questions were asked by the member for
Cottesloe.

Mr Pearce: He has gone.
Mr PARKER: He may have gone, and a sur-

prising number of Liberal backbenchers have
gone with him. It would be interesting to know
where he has gone. Another Lazarus rising
from the dead!

Apart from the fact that the former Leader of
the Opposition by his speech showed how poor
was the speech of the current Leader of the
Opposition-aside from that interesting
illumination-he asked two questions: Whether
the Anchorage project is owned by the State
Superannuation Board or the Superannuation
Board Investment Trust. I can advise that my in-
formation is that the Anchorage is not owned by
the trust, as he alleged, but rather by the Super-
annuation Board itself. That detracts
substantially from the allegations which were
made.

Mr Lightfoot: Your information is wrong.
Mr PARKER: The Anchorage project is

owned by the State Superannuation Board.
Mr Cash: So all the land on the plan is owned

by the board itself?
Mr PARKER:!I did not say that.
Mr Cash: Half the land has not been tied up.
Mr PARKER: Let us get it clear. The mem-

ber for Cottesloe said that rather than the land
being owned by the Superannuation Board it
was owned by a company, the name of which
he was not precisely sure, but it is the
Superannuation Board Investment Trust, a
body set up I understand as the vehicle for the
investment authorised by the previous Govern-
ment in the Halls Head development. It is not
owned by that trust but by the Superannuation
Board.

Mr Lightfoot: Only pant is owned by the
Superannuation Board.

Mr PARKER: None of it is owned by the
Superannuation Board Investment Trust.

Mr Cash: It is possible the whole deal will fall
through and the revaluation of $30 million will
not stand up.
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Mr PARKER: I do not know there has been a
revaluation of $30 million. [ do not know there
is any basis whatever (or that comment. The
member has adduced no evidence to support it.
The only thing which may have supported such
a statement was the concept, which I suppose
could have had some validity, advanced by the
member for Cottesloe-that rather than the
land being purchased by the Board, it was pur-
chased by the Investment Trust. That is not the
case. I am answering the question he asked.

The second question he asked was as to the
nature of the investment itself and whether it
w as an authorised trustee investment. I am ad-vised the trust is an approved trustee and is an
approved investment under the provisions of
the Trustees Act, and therefore is an approved
investment for the State Superannuation
Board.

Mr Hassell: That does not mean the board
has the power to set it up.

Mr PARKER: I do not know whether it has
the power or not. It was set up as the vehicle for
the investment in Halls Head. It was set up in
the way it was because of commitments made
by the previous Government as to the tax
status of Halls Head and the onus of that tax
status as it would fall on the Parry Corporation
on one band, and the Superannuation Board ont
the other.

Coming back to other comments of members
of the Opposition, absolutely no other shred of
evidence was adduced. Once again we have ru-
mours and people crying crocodile tears for the
poor Brush family and saying what dreadful
things have happened to them, and that it is all
the Government's fault. it was the Opposition
which pursued Mr and Mrs Brush to the stage
where they felt they could not continue because
of the pressure on them and the impact on their
family and personal lives to the extent that they
resigned. It was the Opposition and the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre who carted around this
town for weeks on end his allegation that a
third cheque had been paid to Mr Brush. He
tried to get it printed several times and did not
succeed until an article was printed in the
Sunday Times in which he made an allegation
which has subsequently been shown to be un-
true. He did not bring any more evidence about
that.

Mr Hassell: Your colleague admitted tonight
there was a third cheque for $50 000, and he
said it was repaid.

Mr PARKER: He said Mr Brush never
received a cheque for $50 000 and Mr Martin
used it for his own purposes.

Mr Hassell: He let the cat out of the bag.

Mr PARKER: No further allegation has been

made this evening at all.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for
Minerals and Energy has a relatively loud
presentation and the member for Murchison-
Eyre makes a relatively loud interjection, but
despite that I am having difficulty in
determining what is going on because of the
background conversations. Let us get on with
the business of debating this matter and if con-
versations must take place, let them be some-
where else.

Mr PARKER: It was not the Government
which peddled around town stolen medical re-
ports concerning Mr Brush's claims against the
MVIT. If the Opposition's concern is to obtain
an inquiry into the investment policies of the
State Superannuation Board and to work out
wh~ether there is some hidden dealing with nef-
arious, immoral, and hidden businessmen, to
whom the member for Murchison-Eyre re-
ferred, why has the Opposition concentrated so
much attention on Mr Brush's interaction with
the MVIT as a result of a traffic accident some
years ago? What has that to do with the issue?

Mr Cash: The Premier raised that on the
Howard Sattler Show.

Mr Brian Burke: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition has a question on the Notice Paper.

Mr PARKER: The Leader of the Opposition
spoke on the Howard Sattler Show and said he
had been offered the information from the
stolen MVIT files but had decided not to make
any use of it. Despite that, however, comments
by members of the Opposition, including the
Leader of the Opposition, suggest they have a
very detailed knowledge of the information in
those stolen reports. That has nothing whatever
to do with Mr Brush's role in the investment in
either the Anchorage project, the El Caballo
Blanco project with Mr Martin, or any other
issue.

It has nothing to do with that whatsoever, yet
here this opposition is sanctimoniously saying
that Mr Brush is simply a poor person who has
been caught up in this issue and the Govern-
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ment is using him as a scapegoat. The Govern-
ment is not peddiing this information from Mr
Brush's MVIT file-

Mr Cash: Let us have a public inquiry so that
other people can offer any evidence which they
might have.

Mr PARKER: Is the member for Mt Lawley
saying that his peddling of Mr Brush's MVIT
records and medical records has to do with the
matter about which he is seeking an inquiry?
Members of the Opposition are peddling that
information. Is the member for Mt Lawley
aware of that?

Mr Cash: I am aware of the comments made
by the Premier on the Howard Sattler pro-
gramme which first introduced me to the fact
that there might be some question of impro-
priety in respect of Mr Brush's dealings with
the MVIT.

Mr PARKER: Has the member for Mt
Lawley discussed this matter with the member
for Murchison-Eyre or the Leader of the Oppo-
sition? Was the member for Mt Lawley sur-
prised that the Leader of the Opposition's ques-
tion revealed he has an intimate knowledge of
the stolen medical report from the MYIT?

Mr Cash: I am surprised that you should say
that-

Mr PARKER: The member for Mt Lawley is
surprised at the intimate knowledge possessed
by the Leader of the Opposition on this issue.

Opposition members have been peddling this
information, which has nothing whatsoever to
do with any propriety or impropriety concern-
ing the State Superannuation Board or any of
its investment activities. It may well be the case
that the Opposition is concerned about the
MVIT but that has nothing to do with the
Government or the role of Mr Brush as Chair-
man of the State Superannuation Board. De-
spite that, the Opposition has the gall to come
here, shedding its crocodile tears, suggesting
somehow or other that Mr Brush is implicated
in this matter. I feel very sorry for Mr and Mrs
Brush because I agree that they have been quite
unfairly implicated in these matters, but that is
entirely at the hands of the Opposition.

There is another calumny here which has
been spread by the Opposition. Let us remem-
ber that the Opposition does not always work
by its statements in this House, which is just as

well because it would not get very far if it did.
It does not feel that its best method of attack is
to front up here like the decent human beings
on this side of the House in order to attack the
Government because the Opposition knows
very well that each time it tries to do that, it is
destroyed in debate. On the contrary, the Op-
position chooses a variety of other options
when attacking the Government. I had a per-
sonal experience of that the other day; I
received a letter from a little old pensioner
which dealt with her State Energy Commission
rates. Her letter was sent to the Premier's office
and had a particular inquiry about her rebate,
and as is the normal case in this circumstance
the letter was referred to me. Pensioners often
write in a fairly scraggly hand; however I read
the letter and right at the end of it there was a
sentence in which this lady said in effect, "I
was so sorry to hear that you had split up with
your wife." That is the sort of thing that the
Opposition is putting about. I hasten to add
that the Premier has not split up with his wife
but that is an indication of how the Opposition
operates.

Several members interjected.

Mr PARKER: I am not making any alle-
gations at all but I make the point that the
Opposition will use any opportunity it can to
whisper, to smear and to put stuff about in the
community because it knows it cannot do that
here with the opportunity afforded in debate.
The information that the member for
Murchison-Eyre has been peddling to journal-
ists-indeed to anyone up and down St
George's Terrace who is willing to listen to him
about this matter-deals with a matter he has
not chosen to raise here at all because he knows
he cannot get anywhere with it. The member
for Murchison-Eyre knows there is no basis or
foundation to his allegations and the only way
he can hope they will gain currency is if the
Opposition is able to make an issue of them in
this House. The member for Murchison-Eyre
can say what he likes outside this House; he is
the greatest coward I have ever come across in
this country, and there is no doubt in my mind
that he has been making allegations throughout
the length and breadth of the city-allegations
which he is not prepared to deal with in his
statements to this House. He alluded to im-
moral businessmen, thus tarring anyone who
deals with the Superannuation Board. He also
alluded to investigations by the National
Crime Authority, without anyone having any
knowledge whatsoever of such investigations;,
he alluded to investigations by the National
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Companies and Securities Commission. He
alluded to other senior public servants, thus
tarring the entire class of people who are senior
public servants.

That is the member who requires condem-
nation and this House should condemn him.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result-

Ayes 20

MrfBradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarco
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot

Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

(Teilci)

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
MrCarr
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mr Gordon Hill
MrlHodge
Dr Lawrence

Noes 25
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

(rdledt

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Spriggs Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Blaikie Mr Bertram
Mr Grayden Mr Henderson
Mr House Mr Tom Jones
Amendment thus negatived.

Motion Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

Thomas.
House adjourned at 9. 10 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Myra wa: Flns

1. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Was the "Rt" certificate film Midnight

Express shown to I 6-year-old students
at Morawa High School in April 1983?

(2) Was the video machine at the Agricul-
tural Hostel of Morawa High School
used to show "Rt" certificate videos in
early 1983?

(3) Was the -AO- telemovie Threads
shown to Morawa High School
students at a year 10 camp in 1984?

(4) Is this the type of innovative edu-
cational practice which was rewarded
at the Director General's awards
nights in 1985 and 1986?

(5) What was the cost to the taxpayers of
the 1985 awards night?

(6) What was the cost of each of the items
involved in the 1986 awards night-
(a) hire of the Concert Hall;
(b) hire of video and audio equip-

ment;
(c) employment of professional pro-

ducers;
(d) employment of casual staff;,
(e) entertainment of dignitaries;
(f) travel and accommodation costs

of Education Department em-
ployees?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No. The screening involved excerpts

from the modified version of Mid-
night Express to year 12 students at
Morawa Agricultural District High
School in 1983.

(2) No. A policy of the board of the Agri-
cultural District High School does not
permit the showing of ".R"-rated
videos.

(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

Yes.
The Night of Awards recognises out-
standing educational service or
achievement.
$10000.
(a) $3 100;
(b) $15649.81;

(c) no professional producers were
employed;,

(d) the Education Department did
not employ any casual staff;

(e) $426;
(f) $4 136.99.

HEALTH
AIDS: Seminar

2. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:
(1)lIs he aware that the Australian Coun-

cil for Health, Physical Education and
Recreation conducted a seminar work-
shop related to AIDS at the Education
Department lecture theatre on
Monday, 24 November 1986?

(2) Is this council an official Govern-
ment-sponsored organisation?

(3) (a) Does this council receive any
funding from the Education Depart-
mont;
(b) if so, to what amount in-

(i) 1984;
(ii) 1985;

(iii) 1986?
(4) On what basis was the Education De-

partment lecture theatre made avail-
able-
(a) hire; or
(b) loan, free of charge?

(5) (a) Is the Education Department lec-
ture theatre available for hire to com-
munity groups;
(b) if so, on what financial basis?

(6) Is the Education Department lecture
theatre for use by community groups
free of charge?

(7) Has the Education Department ap-
proved of the use of the Western
Australian AIDS Council as part of
the health education K- 10 syllabus?

(8) Is it considered these brochures are
vulgar or obscene?

(9) Does the Education Department sup-
port the concept that school heath
nurses should provide homosexual
students with condoms free of charge?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
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(3) (a) No;
(b) Not applicable.

(4) Free of charge. The workshop was
conducted for health education
teachers and school nursing sisters.

(5) (a) Yes, providing the group is
conducting Education Depart-
ment-related agenda;

(b) there is no charge to such groups.

(6) Yes, on the conditions in (5)(a) above.

(7) No.

(8) The department is currently
examining the WA AIDS Council
pamphlets designed for distribution to
school-aged children. Any materials
distributed to students by a visiting
speaker must be consistent with the
curriculum materials prepared by the
Education Department.

(9) No.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARIES
Alterations

3. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Is he planning to amend section 12 of
the Local Government Act so as to
give the Minister for Local Govern-
ment increased capacity to alter the
external boundaries of councils?

Mr CARR replied:
I have indicated my intention to
amend section 12 of the Local
Government Act to provide the mech-
anism for a city or town to be divided
following a petition from electors. In
addition, an amendment of a purely
technical nature is proposed to allow
Department of Lands Administration
miscellaneous plans to be used where
appropriate to accompany Executive
Council approvals to boundary
changes rather than the current re-
quirement to pmovide a narrative de-
scription of the boundaries.
I have no current proposals for
amending that section in relation to
additional powers for the alteration of
district boundaries.

PRISON
Canning Vale: Work Release Centre

4. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing the
Minister for Corrective Services:
(1) Is the work release centre at the metro-

politan prison complex in use, or has
it ever been used for its original pur-
pose?

(2) Will the Minister give details on the
usage to date or prospective usage of
this facility?

(3) What was the estimated cost of build-
ing and fitting out the Canning Vale
work release centre?

(4) (a) What are the reasons for the Can-
ning Vale work release centre not

* being used for its original pur-
pose;

(b) is it likely to be used as a staff
training centre?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) No.
(2) Usage has been limited to temporary

occupancy of the administration
areas.

(3) $941 000.
(4) (a) Employment opportunities in the

Canning Vale area, projected at
the time when the previous
Government built the facilities,
did not eventuate. Services
required by prisoners on work re-
lease are also accessible much
more readily from the present
centre.

(b) There is no proposal currently be-
fore the department to use the fa-
cility as a staff training centre.

EDUCATION
Schools: Electronic Alarm Systems

5. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:
Referring to answers to questions
1686 and 1930 of 1986, why are fewer
schools being fitted with silent elec-
tronic alarm systems in 1986-87 than
in 1985-86, while vandalism at
schools is on the increase and the fit-
ting of these alarm systems to schools
results in a decrease in damage by up
to 75 per cent?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
Since the response given on 25
November, certain economies have
been achieved in the installation of se-
curity alarms and the total to date is
29, with a further nine programmed.
The reduction in numbers proposed
relates to two factors-
(a) High risk schools-that is,. those

with a history of substantial
break-ins, vandalism, etc-have
been connected;

(b) the demand for additional build-
ing and upgrading has taken pri-
ority in the allocation of scarce
loan funds.

GOVERNMENT CHEMICAL
LABORATORIES
Ventilation System

6. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

Referring to his answer to question
No. 1974 of 26 November 1986, what
is the estimated cost of the construc-'
tion of the new ventilation system at
the Government Chemical Labor-
atories?

Mr PARKER replied:
It is currently estimated the cost will
be approximately $550 000.

BOAT HARBOUR
Hillarys.- Pinnacles

7. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Environment:
(1) Referring to his answer to questions

1684 and 1930 of 1986, has the
Government made a decision on the
proposal to remove the pinnacles at
the entrance to the Hillarys Boat Har-
bour?

(2) If yes, will he provide details?
(3) Ifno, when does he expect aAdciLsion

to be made?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) and (2) Yes. Following the advice of

the EPA, limestone pinnacles at the
mouth of the Hillarys Boat Harbour
were removed by a barge-mounted
hydraulic excavator on 15 December
1986. In addition, two port hand-pile

beacons were installed to define a 200
metre wide by 4 metre deep approach
channel.

(3) Not applicable.

SUPERANNUATION
State Scheme: Plans

8. Mr CASH, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Government finalised plans

for the new State Government
superannuation scheme?

(2) If yes, will he provide details?
(3) If no, when will the scheme be

finalised and the details released?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No, but negotiations and consul-

tations are in the final stages.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.

TRAFFIC HAZARD
Archer Street-Great Eastern Highway

9. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is he aware of concern expressed by

residents of Hazel mere and West Mid-
land who claim an extremely danger-
ous traffic hazard exists when motor-
ists turn right from Archer Street into
Great Eastern Highway?

(2) As traffic lights are already installed at
the intersection of Morrison Road and
Great Eastern Highway, will he advise
on the practicality of realigning part of
Amherst Road to enable it to intersect
with Great Eastern Highway and
Morrison Road?

(3) Should appropriate turning phases be
installed at the suggested intersection
of Amherst Road, Great Eastern High-
way, and Morrison Road, will the
possibility of traffic accidents caused
by motorists turning right into Great
Eastern Highway from the suggested
realigned Amherst Road be reduced?

(4) What is the estimated cost of
-realigning Amherst Road to intersect.
Great Eastern Highway and Morrison
Road and the estimated cost of
adjusting the existing traffic lights to
incorporate appropriate directional
turning arrows?

(5) Will he meet with a deputation of con-
cerned residents to discuss this traffic
management proposal further?
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Mr TROY replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) to (4) The member for Mt Lawley.
addressed me on this matter late last
year; and the information supplied in
my reply of 15 January 1987 remains
unchanged.

(5) Yes. However, the member should
realise that this road is under the con-
trot of the local authority.

ENERGY

Electricity Power Station: Meekatharra

10. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

(1) Is he aware of the concern expressed
by residents of Meekatharra of the
high noise levels emanating from the
Meekatharra Power Station?

(2) Do the current noise levels exceed the
allowable levels under the provisions
of the Noise Abatement Act or any
other regulations or Acts?

(3) What action does he intend to take to
reduce the current noise levels?

(4) What is the estimated capital value of
the Meekatharra Power Station?

(5) What would be the estimated cost of
relocating the power station to a more
acceptable location on the outskirts of
the township?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes, the matter has previously been
raised by Meekatharra Shire Council.

(2) Yes.

(3) The State Energy Commission has in-
cluded a provision in its present capi-
tal works programme for works to re-
duce noise emissions. The works are
expected to be completed by
December 1987.

(4) Present value of the power station and
its support facility is estimated to be
in the order of $4.5 to $5.4 million.

(5) The estimated cost to establish a new
power station and reorganise the dis-
tribution system is estimated to be $6
to $7 million.

HEALTH
Psychiatrists: Regional Areas

IL. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Health:
(1). How many practising psychiatrists are

resident in-
(a) Albany;
(b) Bunbury;
(c) Geraldton;
(d) Kalgoorlie?

(2) How often does a psychiatrist visit the
Albany region?

(3) What is the average number of
patients seen on each visit?

(4) Are there any plans to establish a resi-
dent psychiatrist in Albany?

(5) If it is considered by the Health De-
partment that there are not sufficient
patients to justify a full-time
psychiatrist in Albany, would he in-
vestigate the feasibility of encouraging
the establishment of a psychiatrist to
work pan-time for the Health Depart-
ment and pant-time in private prac-
tice?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) (a) Nil;

(b) one-public;
(c) one-public;
(d) nil.

(2) Three visits per month including one
consultant primarily seeing children
and adolescents.

(3) Approximately 22 adults and 12 chil-
dren and adolescents per month.

(4) Yes, when
personnel
provided;

adequate resources, both
and funding, can be

(5) Yes.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Small Claims Tribunal.- Alterations

12. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:

Will the Minister please list what ac-
tions have-
(a) been taken:
(b) are proposed,
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in respect of the Small Claims Tri-
bunal, following the recommendations
contained in the report of the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
To my knowledge there is no such re-
po rt from the Public Accounts and Ex-
penditure Review Committee. How-
ever, I believe the member may be re-
ferring to the report of the Select
Committee -of the Legislative As-
sembly which inquired into the
Smalnal. The report, or in particular
its recommendations, are still under
consideration.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
Employment Protection Legislation:

Introduction
13. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for

Labour, Productivity and Employment:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the New

South Wales Government has recently
passed a Bill entitled Industrial Arbi-
tration (Employment Protection)
Amendment Bill 1986?

(2) Does the Western Australian Govern-
ment have any plans to introduce
similar legislation into Western
Australia?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not at this time.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Marriage Certificates: Recognition

14. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Community Services:

(1) Why is not an original marriage cer-
tificate issued by a recognised church
considered proof of identity by the
Department of Social Security?

(2) How long has this beet -the case?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) The Department of Social Se-

curity is a Commonwealth Govern-
ment responsibility; and the question
should be referred to Hon. Brian
Howe MHR, Minister for Social Se-
curity.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT
"~Headway" Magazine

16. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Health:
()What is the annual cost of production

of Headway, the magazine of the
Health Department of Western
Australia?

(2) How many copies are distributed per
issue?

(3) What are the specific purposes of the
magazine?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Production costs incurred during 1986

(2)
(3)

were $28 361. Revenue of $8 050 was
generated from advertising. It is
expected that a significant increase in
advertising revenue will . be forth-
coming in 1987.
1 0000.
Through its distribution to health pro-
fessionals both within State Govern-
ment employment and those in pri-
vate employment, the magazine en-
sures that relevant people are kept
aware of Health Department initiat-
ives, developments in the health arena
generally, and of medical and health
care institutions in Western Australia.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Accounting Procedures: Time Span

17. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Would he give consideration to in-

creasing the time span relating to local
government accounting procedures
from three months to six months?

(2) If not, would he provide detailed
reasons for rejecting this request?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) and (2) It is assumed the question re-

lated to the requirement of the local
government accounting directions
that financial statements be prepared
in each quarter of the financial year.
This requirement was a
recommendation of the local govern-
ment accounts review committee. It is
pointed out that this is only a mini-
mum requirement for councils, and
many actually prepare financial
.Aatements on a more regular basis. I
am not aware of any moves from
within local government for the
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change suggested, and do not consider
it would be in the interests of sound
financial management for councils to
be informed of the financial position
of their municipalities less frequently
than each quarter.

PLANNING
Zoning: Lot 684 High Road, Willetton

18. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Is it a fact that Lot 684 High Road,

Willetton, which is within the City of
Canning, was zoned single residential
class 3 in February 1976?

(2) Is it a fact that in September 1978 a
landscaping business was established
on this lot, and has continued to
operate since that date, which is con-
trary to its zoning?

(3) Was this usage of the lot investigated?
(4) If yes to (3), what action, if any, was

taken by the City of Canning to ensure
that the usage conformed to its
zoning?

(5) If no action was taken, who specifi-
cally was responsible for the council's
inaction?

(6) Since this issue has been investigated
by him and his department, what are
the results and what action does he
propose to take against anyone found
responsible for not carrying out his
legal responsibilities?

Mr CARR replied:
With regard to questions (1) to (5), I
have had inquiries made with the City
of Canning and been advised as fol-
lows-
(I) Yes.
(2) The business was approved by

council in 1979. The use was not
contrary to the zoning at that
time, but legal advice received by
council indicates that it is con-
trary now.

(3) Yes, by council.
(4) To date council has-

(a) refused to renew its lease of
the land;

(b) advised the lessee to vacate
the site;

(c) resolved to take legal action
against the lessee in respect
of the use of the land in con-
travention of the city zoning
scheme.

(5) Not applicable.

(6) 1 confirm that inspectors from the
Department of Local Govern-
ment investigated aspects of the
lease of this land and reported to
me. In essence, that report
indicated council had not acted
contrary to the provisions of the
Local Government Act and was
pursuing the matter under legal
advice. It was felt appropriate to
allow council to address and
resolve the issue, and the sub-
sequent actions by council vindi-
cate that approach.

EDUCATION

School Grants: Allocation

19. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister
Education:

for

(1) Under the proposed changes to the
schools division between 1987 and
1992, what formulae will be used for
the allocation of school grants?

(2) Will schools be required to submit
each year a budget prepared by the
school board?

(3) How does a school overcome a budget
shortfall, through unforeseen circum-
stances?

(4) Is the annual school development plan
to be a public document?

(5) What safeguards does the Education
Department intend implementing to
ensure that the annual school develop-
ment plan meets the established stan-
dards and goals?

(6) Will the Education Department
sure that curriculum chosen by
school boards fits the needs of
community?

en-
the
the

(7) During the transition period, will ad-
ditional staff be required?

(8) Will be arrange briefing sessions for
school boards in the initial stages?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (8) Consultation on these and re-

lated matters are being held with rel-
evant bodies. The ultimate decisions
are dependent on these discussions.

EDUCATION
Point Peron Camnp School. Takeover

20. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it intended that the Point Peron

Camp School be taken over by the De-
partment of Sport and Recreation?

(2) If yes, will he provide details of the
reasons to justify such action?

(3) Have the current camp school staff
been consulted on the proposal, and if
so what was their response?

(4) Will the proposal affect the career
paths of the current staff, and if not
will he advise on the action to be
initiated to protect existing staff?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) The "better schools" report pro-

poses that camp schools should be
transferred to the Department of
Sport and Recreation. No decision has
been made on this recommendation,
and no decision will be made until the
consultative processes on this report
have been concluded-
Anyone wishing to make a submission
on this recommendation can do so to
me personally.

MOTOR VEHICLES
Central Register

2 1. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of the concern in the com-

munity about the lack of a suitable
central vehicle register which would
permit members of the public who
wish to purchase a vehicle to deter-
mine the current registered ownership
and all interests -claimed in a vehicle
which may affect title?

(2) Does the current statutory require-
ment allow for the dissemination of
such information to the public?

(3) If no to0(2), will he take action to insti-
tute the necessary amendment to ent-
able proper protection to the motoring
public?

Mr GORDON KILL replied:
The member has directed his question
to the wrong Minister. The question
has been referred to the appropriate
Minister for a direct reply to the mem-
ber in writing.

POLICE: STAFFING
Wangara industrial Estate

22. Mr CASK, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of concern being expressed

by landholders and tenants in the
expanding Wangara industrial estate
at the apparent lack of police man-
power in this area to provide adequate
surveillance of property, especially at
night?

(2) If yes, what action has he taken to
rectify this situation?

(3) Is he aware of the recent spate of car
thefts from the premises of licensed
motor vehicle dealers in the Wangara
area?

(4) If yes to (3), what action has he taken
to rectify this situation?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(I) Yes, I am aware of these views. The

matter was initially brought to my no-
tice by Jackie Watkins, MLA, member
for Joondalup.

(2) Mobile police patrols have been
implemented within the area by the
Commissioner of Police.

(3) Yes, the matter was initially brought
to my notice by Jackie Watkins, MLA,
member for Joondalup.

(4) Mobile police patrols have been
implemented within the area by the
Commissioner of Police.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP

Woodman Point: Road Sealintg.
23. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing

the Minister for Sport and Recreation:
(1) When is it intended to seal the section

of road abutting Rockingham Road
150 metres north of the intersection of
Mayor Road, which leads to the public
car park within the Woodman Point
coastal park area?
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(2) Is the location of the road considered
to be a potential traffic hazard by any
Government department considering
its proximity to Mayor Road and the
geometry of Rockingham Road in the
near vicinity?

(3) When is it intended to seal the en-
trance from Rockingham Road to the
public car park located approximately
650 metres north of Mayor Road?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (3) The import of the member's

question is not clear. If the member
would familiarise himself with the
area in question, he will realise that
the intersection of Mayor Road and
Rockingham Road is a considerable
distance from Woodman Park.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Elective Surgery: Waiting List

24. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:
(1) (a) How many persons have been

listed for elective surgery at pub-
lic hospitals in Western Australia
for the past 12 months;

(b) will he provide this information
on a month-by-month basis for
the past 12 months?

(2) What was the average waiting time for
these patients?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
The information the member seeks
will take considerable time and re-
sources to compile for all public hospi-
tals in the State. If the member could
be more. specific, I will endeavour to
provide the information.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CAMP
Woodman Point: Car Park Use

25. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(1) What is the average weekly utilisation
of the public car parks within Wood-
man Point coastal park?

(2) What was the individual cost of the
southern and northern car parks?

(3) When will the car parks be completed?

(4) What has been the delay in completing
the car parks?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) As one car park is incomplete, visitor

counts to the Woodman Point coastal
park would have questionable validity
at this stage.

(2) It is difficult to isolate bulk
earthworks from car park costs. Car
parks were constructed with high in-
tensity CEP labour and are estimated
to cost $400 000.

(3) Dependent on removal of temporary
underground tanks installed by a pri-
vate entrepreneur for America's Cup
Use.

(4) As for (3), in addition to private con-
tractor scheduling.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Royal Perth: Surgeon Resignations

26. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many surgeons have resigned

from the Department of General Sur-
gery at Royal Perth Hospital in the
past 12 months?

(2) Have they been replaced?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) (a) One general surgeon;

(b) two clinical assistants.
(2) (a) Yes;

(b) no; the position of clinical assist-
ants in general surgery is under
review.

(3) See answer to (2) above.

ARTS
Perth Entertainment Centre: Financing

27. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Was the construction and financing of

the Perth Entertainment Centre
negotiated with the Tonkin Govern-
ment?

(2) What was the amount of the Tonkin
Government's guarantee to finance
the construction of the centre?

(3) What was the final total cost
constructing and establishing
Perth Entertainment Centre?

of
the

(4) Was it found in 1976 that the Perth
Entertainment Centre was insolvent
and/or financially unviable?
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(5) Was the Court Government asked to
take over the Perth Entertainment
Centre in 1976 at the amount
guaranteed by the Tonkin Govern-
ment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for The Arts,
and he will answer the question in
writing.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Statistics

28. Mr RUSH-TON, to the Premier:
Will he please list the total number of
people employed by the State Govern-
ment-
(a) on a permanent basis;
(b) on a part-time basis;
(c) on a contract basis,
as at 1 July, or the nearest date to this
time which is statistically available,
for the years-
(i) 1983;

(ii) 1984;
(iii) 1985;
(iv) 1986;
(v) 1987?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
In February of this year I provided a
response to parliamentary questions
1548 and 1549 which were asked by
the member for Mt Lawley. This re-
sponse provided information similar
to that now requested by the member
for Dale, and provided information
on the changes being made to collec-
tion of employment statistics.
In response to the question now asked
by the member for Dale the answer
is-

Date Tolal Permanent Pant-Tim
Number PublickSrvani Employees;

3016183 96922 15 127 17975
3016/84 97737 35034 18443
30/6/85 99000 14912 1 9515
301/86 303 818 35308 21525

The total number column indicates
the total of employees in State
Government employment. The other
two . columns indicate those
components of the total which com-
prise permanent officers under the
Public Service Act 1978 and pant-time

employees across the whole Govern-
ment sector. The figures given are a
headcount at the relevant date.
Statistics are not available on people
employed on a contract basis.
An improved measure of employment
has been adopted this year. It is called
the full-time equivalent FIE.
Determining the FTE count for an
agency involves converting permanent
pant-time/full-time and temporary
part-time/full-time employees, ad-
ditional assistance, vacant positions to
full-time/full year equivalents.
The FTE data base series is not com-
parable with the previous
"establishment" time series, which is
used as the basis for the numbers
outlined above. This year's budget
provided for 100 186 ETEs. The
Government's 3 per cent public sector
employment reduction initiative is
expected to result in a reduction of
3 143 FTEs and a new benchmark for
1987-88 of 97 043 FTEs subject to the
outcome of Budget considerations.
The Chairman of the Public Service
Board has written to the Leader of the
Opposition explaining in more detail
the FIE methodology which has now
been adopted.
The ETE measure converts permanent
part-time/full-time and temporary
part-time/full-time employees, ad-
ditional assistance and vacant
positions into full-time/full year
equivalents and represents a uniform
measure of the financial allocation for
salaries and wages. It also identifies
employment funded from non-salary
items of expenditure and that part of
State Government employment
funded by industry and the Common-
wealth.
The Public Service Board will shortly
have, for the first time, an accurate
and comparable data base of all those
working in the public sector.
Agencies not considered as pant of the
State public sector are tertiary edu-
cation institutions covering Murdoch;
UWA; Curtin; WACAE; the R & I
Bank; SGIO; Egg, Meat, and Potato
Marketing Boards; WADC; and the
Grain and Honey Pools. The remain-
ing Government agencies, including
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all the statutory authorities, were
therefore included in the ETE conver-
sion. and employment reduction exer-
cises.

Each agency's employment budget for
this year was convented to FTEs.
Using the Valuer General's Office as
an example will help to explain what
has been involved. The 1986-87
Budget Estimates show 206 positions.
These convert to an ongoing Fit
budget for this financial year of 195.9
FTEs. This figure has been reduced by
5.9 ETEs as pant of the Government's
employment reduction initiative
resulting in a rounded benchmark for
the 1987-88 year of 190 ETEs.

The result of applying this method-
ology right across the public sector
was the identification of an estimated
employment benchmark of 97 043
ETEs for the 1987-88 Budget and rep-
resents a reduction of 3 143 FTEs
from this year's Budget starting point.
Please note that these are forward esti-
mates and this employment
benchmark will be subject to any in-
creases which may be approved within
departmental budget bids.
It is not possible to compare the ETE
time series with previous counts based
on establishment positions. However,
this new IFTE data base is quite su-
perior and will become more readily
accessible to management decision
makers as the personnel and manage-
ment information system PMIS de-
velops and connects all public sector
agencies.

MR JIM GILL

Government Employment

29. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) (a) Is Mr Jim Gill-engineer MRD-
presently an employee of the
Main Roads Department or
Westrail;

(b) if he is still with the Main Roads
Department, what are his con-
ditions of employment-i.e.
position, salary, duties etc.?

(2) Does the Government still intend to
transfer Mr Gill to Westrail?

(3) If it is still intended that Mr Gill is to
be employed by Westrail, what are the
proposed conditions-i.e. position,
salary, duties etc.?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) to (3) Dr Gill has been seconded to

Westrail for a period of two years as
Director, Corporate Services at a sal-
ary commensurate with his status as
head of division, director level at
Westrail effective from 16 March
1987.
The Director, Corporate Services has
overall responsibility for Westrail's
corporate services functions which are
defined as-

planning, operations research,
and cost research;
information technology-com-
puting;
personnel and industrial re-
lations;
public affairs.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Armadale-Kelmscott District Memorial:

Permanent Care Unit
30. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Was a large blue and white sign

erected on the Albany Highway front-
age of the Arrnadale-Kelmscott Dis-
trict Memorial Hospital announcing
that a 24-bed permanent care unit was
to be built commencing in April 1986,
just before the last State election?

(2) (a) If yes, has a contract yet been let
for this permanent care unit to be
built;

(b) if no to (a), when is the contract
expected to be let and work com-
mence;

(c) is it intended that the present sign
will now be removed or suitably
modified?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) No;

(b) it is anticipated that tenders will
be let as soon as procedures relat-
ing to the licensing or otherwise
of the beds required have been
resolved;

(c) if necessary, yes.
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SMALL BUSINESS

Rural: Report

32. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Small
Business:

(1) When will he table the report into ru-
ral businesses that was commissioned
by the Government in 1986?

(2) When will he allow rural businesses
access to Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation funds to assist
their survival by way of interest rate
subsidy on existing loans?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) The report was prepared by the rural
non-farm business committee in the
nature of advice to the Government.
It is before Cabinet and a number of
options are currently being con-
sidered. In being consistent with usual
Government practice I am not pre-
pared to make it public at this point in
time.

(2) The administration of RAFCOR is a
matter within the portfo0lio of the
Minister for Agriculture. I have re-
ferred the question to him for a writ-
ten reply.

TRANSPORT: BUSES

School. Pre-primary Students

33. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) When will he allow the same status as
years 1-12 to children travelling to
p re-school on country school buses?

(2) When will he direct that pre-school
children be carried on country school
buses in addition to other children, to
allow them equal access and oppor-
tunity with city children to pre-school
education?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) The implications and costs of
this proposal are being examined by
the school bus services policy review
committee.

EDUCATION

Teachers: Graduations

34. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) How many students graduated from
teachers' colleges in 1986?

(2) How many 1986 graduates of
teachers' colleges will get appoint-
ments as teachers in 1987?

(3) How many students graduated from
the University of Western Australia as
teachers in 1986?

(4) How many 1986 graduates from the
University of Western Australia will
get appointments as teachers in 1987?

(5) Of the 1987 graduates from all
sources, how many is it anticipated
will get appointments as teachers in
1988?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) A total of 995 teacher graduates ap-
plied to the Education Department for
positions in Government schools in
1987. Of these graduates, 500 were
secondary, 428 were primary, and 67
were seeking pre-primary positions.

(2) It is predicted that of the 400 second-
ary applicants available 300, or 75 per
cent, will be employed during 1987.
Of the 355 primary applicants avail-
able approximately 230, or 65 per
cent, will be employed. Of the 51 pre-
primary applicants available
approximately 51, or 100 per cent,
will be employed. This represents a
total of 581 graduates out of 806 avail-
able, or 72 per cent, who are expected
to be employed in Government
schools during 1987.

(3) 99 secondary and 18 primary teachers
graduated from UWA in 1986.

(4) Of the 82 UWA secondary applicants
available to the Education Depart-
ment, 62 are expected to be
employed-75 per cent. Of the 14
UWA pri mary applicants available, 10
will be employed-7 I per cent.

(5) The number of anticipated 1987
graduates is not yet known. Figures
will be available from WAPSEC after
30 April. It is expected that the num-
ber of applicants will be similar and
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that the number employed will be
similar to this year, based on the infor-
mation currently available.

TRANSPORT: BUSES

School: Report
35. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) When will the report into country

school bus services commissioned by
the Government be presented to him?

(2) When will he act on the
recommendations in that report?

(3) When will the recommendations be
put into practice?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) July this year.
(2) The recommendations of the com-

mittee will be examined immediately
upon receipt of the report and, if
necessary, public comment invited.

(3) Depending upon funding impli-
cations, implementation of some of
the recommendations would com-
mence at the start of the 1988 school
year.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Pin grup: Water Tanks

36. Mr HOUSE. to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Who requested the demolition of the

concrete water tanks at the Pingrup
school?

(2) Who made the decision to demolish
the concrete water tanks at the
Pingrup school?

(3) Why were the concrete water tanks
demolished?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The Pingrup Primary School Parents
and Citizens' Association.

(2) The Building Management Authority.

(3) The water tanks were installed under a
bitumen play area. During winter,
with the rise in ground water level, the
tanks floated and created a potentially
dangerous situation.

ENERGY REBATES
Welfare Receivers

37. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

What rebate is given by the State En-
ergy Commission to-
(a) people with dependent children:
(b) unmarried mothers;
(c) deserted wives;
(d) Aboriginals?

Mr PARKER replied:
State Energy Commission rebates are
given to customers who hold a pen-
sioner health benefit card, health care
card, or war veterans' TPI card.
Holders of any of these cards are eli-
gible for a supply charge rebate of
18. 1 Oc per day and the waiving of the
$20 account establishment fee payable
on establishing a new account or
transferring to another address. In ad-
dition, holders of any of these cards
with dependent children listed are
entitled to a dependent child rebate.
This rebate is calculated on a daily
basis in accordance with the following
schedule-

I child-1I9.39c per day
2 children-25.85c per day
3 children-32.31c per day
4 children-38.77c per day-up
to a maximum of 30 children

LAND: NATIONAL PARK
Fitzgerald River: Road Upgrading

38. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) How much money has been spent

upgrading roads in the Fitzgerald
River National Park in 1986-87?

(2) What length of roads were involved?
(3) Which Government department did

the money come from?
(4) How much money is to be spent in

1987-88 in the Fitzgerald River
National Park on roads?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) $124 000.
(2) 129 kilometres.
(3) Main Roads Department.
(4) $85 000, subject to funds being avail-

able.
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ENERGY
Electricity Powerlines: Strengthening Process

41. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(1) How much longer will it take for the

State Energy Commission to complete
its pole pinning or strengthening pro-
cess?

(2) What action is the Government taking
to enforce or encourage private lines
to be pole pinnied?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The commission has approximately

750 000 wood poles in service. A pole
base reinforcement programme usi ng
steel stakes is under way in rural areas.
The programme is likely to need about
10 years to finish. Older lines are
reinforced first.

(2) If, in the course of a routine instal-
lation inspection, a private pole line is
found to be dangerous or defective, or
likely to become so, then an inspec-
tor's defect note is issued. This obli-
gates the property owner to correct the
defects listed on the note.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Apprentices: Statistics

42. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Labour,
Productivity and Employment:
(1) How many apprentices are employed

in Western Australia in all fields of
work in 1987?

(2) Is it possible to give the breakdown of
apprentices in various industries?

(3) What percentage of the 1986 school
leavers were employed as apprentices
upon leaving school?

(4) How does that compare with other
years?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) As at 16 February 1987, 11 118 ap-

prentices.
(2) Metal

Electrical
Building
Printing
Vehicle Building
Food
Other

3 663
1 276
1 528

209
556

1 213
2 673

(3) Full information not available at this
time as apprentice intake still proceed-
ing.

As at 28
prentices;
leavers -

February 1987-1 694 ap-
registered 1986 school

23 864 - 7.09 per cent.

(4) For comparable period at 28 February
1986-

1 975 apprentices registered; 1985
school leavers - 22 432 - 8.8 per cent.

SMALL BUSINESS

Rural: Assistance

44. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Small
Business:

What action does he intend to take to
immediately assist rural businesses?

Mr TROY replied:

Through the Small Business Develop-
ment Corporation, which the member
would be aware is covered by my port-
folio, there is an extensive and
ongoing country region visits pro-
gramme.

These visits extend to the country re-
gions the opportunity to access the
various support measures admin-
istered by the corporation.

These include individual counselling,
group training programmes, access to
loan guarantees, and business plan-
ning finance.

The corporation is also active in sup-
porting the work of various com-
munity based business interest groups
such as local chambers of commerce
and regional economic development
units.

It also acts as a coordinator in the de-
livery of information about the range
of associated services offered through
various Government departments and
agencies and the specialist services
offered by accounting and legal firms.

I am currently actively involved in
detailed discussion with my minis-
terial colleagues with direct portfolio
responsibilities in rural areas to inves-
tigate further means of servicing rural
business.
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TECHNICAL AND FURTHER
EDUCATION

Lecturers: Salary Structure
45. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is he aware of concern expressed by
teaching staff of technical and further
education that the salaries of tempor-
ary lecturers have reverted to a base
level awaiting resolution of a new pay
structure which has yet to be
negotiated with him?

(2) Is he aware that this reduction in sal-
ary is imposing a financial burden on
some teaching staff

(3) Will staff members who are currently
carrying out higher duties be entitled
to back pay once the negotiations have
been completed?

(4) When does he expect the negotiations
to be successfully concluded?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(t) Yes.
(2) Yes, and the six temporary lecturers

who have written to the Director of
TAFE indicating financial hardship
have had their salary on the new sal-
ary scale determined, and have been
given manually prepared cheques for
back pay.

(3) Higher duties of the nature referred to
are no longer applicable. However, the
placement of temporary lecturers on
the new salary scale is being deter-
mined by reviewing their employment
history over the three-year period
1984-86. Those staff who have been
acting in higher duty positions for the
majority of the time during that
period will be placed on a salary on
the new scale commensurate with the
higher duty position and will receive
back pay.

(4) It is expected that processing of data
will enable cheques for back pay to be
forwarded to lecturers by 23 April
1987.

CRIME
Statistics

46. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Can he advise the crime statistics for

the six months ended 31 December
t1986?

(2) What was the percentage increase in
motor vehicle thefts for the same
period ended 31 December 1985 and
31 December 1984?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
Crime Statistics for Six Months Ended

31 December 86
(1) Offence

Homicide
Sexual Qffences
Assault/Sexual
Breaking and
Entering
Robbery
Serious Assault
Assault Police
Common Assault
Stealing
Motor Vehicle
Fraud
Damage
Arson
Unlawful on
curlilage/premises
Drugs
Other Indictable
offences
Bomb hoax

Totals

Reported Cleared
Is 18

289 251
130 78

16770 2755
227 55
595 447
282 280

2 101 1 447
28967 6344
6560 *1 082
5 738 3300

10654 1 849
52 18

1559 493
3611' 3611

179 119
133 18

77865 22 165

*(vehicles recovered to date: 6 070)

(2) Motor vehicle thefts for the same
period:
Ending 31 December 1984 - 3 859 In-
crease I I per cent.
Ending 31 December 1985 - 4 898 In-
crease 26.92 per cent.
Ending 31 December 1986 - 6 560 In-
crease 33.93 per cent.

PLANNING: TEAROOMS
Morman Park: Licence Arrangement

47. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Have the lease and licence arrange-

ments for the Mosman Park Tearooms
been completed?

(2) Will he table a copy of the lease and
the licence?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.
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ENERGY
Hydrocarbons: Reserves

48. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the Government concerned at the

fall in Australia's liquid hydrocarbon
reserves?

(2) Has he approached the Federal
Government to secure better taxation
incentives for exploration and pro-
duction?

(3) If so, what was the result?
Mr PARKER replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) The matter is still under review.

STATE FINANCE
Treasury Officers: Karratha Visit

49. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
(1) How many Treasury officers visited

Karratha on 12 March 3987?
(2) Who were those officers and what

were their positions?
(3) Is it correct that the visit was effected

by the use of a chartered jet airliner?
(4) What was the total cost of that char-

ter?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Five Treasury officers, accompanied

by Dr Des Kelly, Director General of
Mines, visited Karratha as part of an
extensive two-day programme of in-
spections and briefings associated
with the credit rating of the WA
Treasury Corporation by Nippon In-
vestor Services.

(2) R. F. Boylen, Under Treasurer;
R. G. Bowe, Deputy Under Treasurer;
R. N. Hughes, General Manager,
Western Australian Treasury Corpor-
ation; Director, Loans and Invest-
ments Division;
T. W. Currie, Principal Finance
Officer, Loans and Investments Div-
ision;
N. F. Brown, Chief Research Officer,
Economic and Financial Policy Div-
ision;

(3) Yes;

(4) $11 430. These costs will be met by
the WA Treasury Corporation.

TRANSPORT
St ateships: Roll-on Roll-off Service

50. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
Transport:

for

(I) What is total cost to the Stateships
and separately the State Government
for the establishment of the roll-on
roll-off shipping service now being
promoted?

(2) When will the service commence?
(3) What ports in Western Australia will

be serviced?
(4) What plans are there for interstate or

international services?
(5) Have all facilities for the operations of

the service been established?
Mr TRQY replied:

If the member could supply more
specific details on what service he is
referring to, I would be able to re-
spond accordingly.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Fringe Benefits Tax: Amounts Paid

51. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
What amount or amounts of fringe
benefits tax have been paid by the
State Government to the Common-
wealth, and on what dates and in re-
spect of what periods?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
$710 795 paid 31 December 1986 for
the quarter ended 30 September 1986;
$654 963 paid 27 February 1987 for
the quarter ended 31 December 1986.

ENVIRONMENT
National Estate: Listings

52. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Conservation-and Land Management:
(1) What national parks, State forests,

other areas of Government land, and
areas of private land have been listed
by the Commonwealth as having
national estate value?

(2) Were these listings undertaken at the
behest of the State or any State depart-
ment or authority?
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(3) Has his department or any other de-
partnment to his knowledge cooperated
with Commonwealth authorities in
the identification of areas to be listed
and in their listing?

(4) What procedure is followed in each
case?

(5) What is the effect of completing a
listing?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) There are a large number of places

listed on the register. The member is
referred to the Australian Heritage
Commission for this information.

(2) The listings were not undertaken at
the behest of my departments. I am
unable to answer on behalf of other
State Government departments or
authorities.

(3)
(4)

Yes.
Following representations to the Com-
monwealth Government, a procedure
has been adopted whereby areas
nominated for listing on the register
are referred to the Department of
Conservation and Land Management
and other bodies who have interests in
the national estate. CALM comments
on -those nominations which affect
land for which it is responsible. If
listing appears to conflict with State
Government policy, an objection to
listing is made to the Australian Heri-
tage Commission.

(5) Legally, listing on the register places
obligations only on the activities of
any Commonwealth Government de-
partment in the listed area.

MINERAL
Iron Ore: Japanese Negotiations

53. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

With regard to the recent iron ore
pricing and shipping negotiations in
Japan, what action has he taken to
protest at the substantial fall in
Australia's market share during the
shipping year ending 31 March 1987?

Mr PARKER replied:
In the shipping year just concluded
Australia's market share was about 43
per cent compared with 44.5 per cent
for the previous year. In my dis-

cussions ,with the Japanese steel mills
in Japan during November last year
and in subsequent contacts I have
pressed for and received assurances
that Australia would regain its tra-
ditional share of approximately 48 per
cent of the Japanese import market in
the future, provided our iron ore pro-
ducers remain competitive. The
Government is actively involved in
various initiatives such as the
WAIQICC aimed at assisting the im-
provement of the industry's
competitiveness.

MINERAL: IRON ORE
Marketing: BiP Decision

54. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the articles in The West

Australian on 26 February and 10
March 1987, relating to assurances by
BHP on iron ore marketing, why has
BHP now apparently decided to do
what Japan wants rather than support
the Pilbara industry as a whole?

(2) As BHP has admitted participating in
joint market talks 'and promoting a
combined market strategy, for what
reasons was BHP supported by the
Government, as reported on 5 March
when reporting comments made by
the Minister?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) I do not believe that the Pilbara pro-

ducers should stand back while
smaller suppliers from other countries
negotiate with Japan for extra tonnage
in return for early price settlement as
happened in the last two years. Our
producers should be leaders in market
negotiations.
We are in an oversupplied market
with many producing countries
seeking to.- increase foreign exchange
revenue. it is therefore not a matter of
doing "what Japan wants" but rather
of assessing the market position to se-
cure an increased share of that market.

(2) [ presume the question is referring to
an article in The West Australian of 5
March 1987 headed "Cartel fears
sway Japan". I cannot find any refer-
ence in the article to WA Government
involvement.
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My understanding is that Mt Newman
Mining was a signatory to a joint letter
which sought a meeting to discuss the
general market situation. The WA
Government was not directly i nvolved
since commercial matters are resolved
in the marketplace.

LAND

Surveyor General: Appointment

55. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Who is the Surveyor General currently
appointed under the Land Act?

(2) Who is the Commissioner of Titles
currently appointed under the
Transfer of Land Act?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Christopher Alan Grant.

(2) David Lloyd Mulcahy.

WA EXIM CORPORATION

Mitsui Agreement

56. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) Is it the Statutory Exim Corporation
or the limited company which has
entered into an agreement with the
Japanese trading house Mitsui in re-
lation to overseas markets for Western
Australian manufactured goods?

(2) What are the terms of the agreement?

(3) What payment is being made by Exim
to Mitsui?

(4) What Western Australian
manufactured goods are to be
targeted?

(5) In what way will Mitsui promote the
Western Australian goods?

(6) Will Mistui or Exim take a fee or per-
centage of -a profit on the sale of
goods?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and he will answer the
question in writing.

EDUCATION
Non-Government Schools: Divisional

Responsibility
57. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) With reference to the published docu-

ment "Better Schools in Western
Australia, a Programme for Improve-
ment", under what proposed division
would lie responsibility for non-
Government schools and advice to
him regarding non-Government
schools?

(2) What estimate of cost has been made
of reducing promotional levels from
seven to four?

(3) What estimate of cost has been made
for the proposal "to significantly in-
crease each school's level of adminis-
trative support"-
(a) as to staffing;
(b) as to technology?

(4) What numbers of extra staff for this
purpose are estimated?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Initially the Division of Policy and

Resources.
(2) to (4) Consultation on these matters is

being held with relevant bodies. Costs
will be dependent on decisions
reached in those discussions.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Adoptions: Statistics

58. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Services:
(1) How many domestic adoptions have

been completed by the Minister's de-
partment in the past 1 2 months?

(2) How many children were available for
adoption in the past 12 months?

(3) How many international adoptions
have been completed by the depart-
ment in the past 12 months?

(4)w How many children were available for
adoption, and from what countries, in
the past 12 months?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) 26 domestic-local-adopt ions were

completed by the Department for
Community Services in the 1985-86
financial year, and from July 1986 to
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February 1987 there were a further 10.
Completion of an adoption is taken to
be the granting of an adoption order
in the Family Court.

(2) There were 50 local children available
for adoption in the 12 months from
April 1986 to March 1987.

(3) 48 international adoptions were
completed by the department in the
1985-86 financial year, and from July
1986 to February 1987 there were a
further 42.

(4) Except for Korea, which has indicated
its preparedness to place up to 80 chil-
dren with Western Australian couples
in a 12-month period, the number of
overseas children available for adop-
tion is unknown. In practice, home
studies are sent to designated
countries and it is their responsibility
to make the placement decision if
there are children available.

TAXES AND CHARGES: TOBACCO
FRANCHISE TAX

Evasion: Sinoko Club

59. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has he seen a leaflet headed

-Cheapest Cigarettes in Australia"
issued by the Smoko Club which in-
cludes a prospectus of prices and
brands and an order form?

(2) Is it fact that this method of postal
order sale is escaping State taxes and
the Government is not in the position
to do anything about it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Budget
Management, and he will answer the
question in writing.

PLANNING
Old Swvan Brewery: Development Proposal

60. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Has the Old Swan Brewery develop-

ment proposal now been subjected to
assessment and approval by all the rel-
evant Government authorities and, if
so, with what result?

(2) When is it anticipated a development
application will be made to the Perth
City Council?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Consultation with the

authorities is progressing.
relevant

(2) A development application will be
lodged when the developer is satisfied
that the project is ready to proceed.

SPORT AND RECREATION

Jet Skis: Safety
61. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) Is it afact that-

(a) Wesley College, South Perth resi-
dents, surfcat enthusiasts, and
others have expressed profound
concern at the use of jet skis on
the Swan River adjacent to the
Wesley College boatshed on Perth
Water;

(b) Perth Water receives substantial
recreational use by surfcat en-
thusiasts, and others, and there is
a basic incompatibility between
fast-moving powered water craft
and sail-propelled craft, particu-
larly when surfcats are largely
used by school children and by
inexperienced sailors;

(c) the situation is equally unsatisfac-
tory for Wesley College students
using the school's rowing shells
out of its Coode Street boatshed
in the afternoons and early morn-
ings as the presence of jet skiers in
such close proximity constitutes a
hazard to such craft?

(2) If yes to (1), will he give urgent con-
sideration to banning the use of jet
skis in this location?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) (a) I am aware that on I1I February
this year the Headmaster of
Wesley College wrote to the Gen-
eral Manager, Department of
Marine and Harbours expressing
concern in relation to the activi-
ties of a number of jet skis
operating in the vicinity of the
college boatshed on Perth Water.
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(b) The complaint was investigated
by officers of the Department of
Marine and Harbours in conjunc-
tion with the City of South Perth,
who ascertained that an
unlicensed jet ski hire operation
was in progress off the foreshore.
The operator concerned was
directed to cease operations
immediately, and prosecution ac-
tion is under consideration under
the WA Marine Act.

(c) The Headmaster of Wesley Col-
lege wrote again to the General
Manager, Marine and Harbours
on 20 February 1987 to express
his appreciation in relation to the
prompt action of the officers con-
cernied.

(2) Jet ski hire operations will not be ap-
proved off' the South Perth foreshore.
Private jet skis are classified as private
power vessels and may operate on
Perth Water, as may any other vessel.
For the present, and as there have
been no further complaints in relation
to these vessels on Perth Water, the
Department of Marine and Harbours
is not considering banning the use of
jet skis in the area.
The Department of Marine and Har-
bouts is monitoring the activities on
Perth Water, as it does in all sections
of the river, to keep under review the
safety of all river users.

AGED PERSONS: RETIREMENT
VILLAGES

Purchases: Inquiry
62. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Community
Services:
(I) In view of the fact that-

(a) elderly people buying into a re-
tirement village can find them-
selves losing their life savings and
their rights;

(b) some contracts leave the residents
with no legal, financial, or per-
sonal rights,

has any assessment been made of the
various types of Western Australian
retirement villages, including the
".non-profit" villages which require a
"donation" of $5 000 or $10 000 or

more, for the purpose of ensuring that
elderly people are not being
disadvantaged in this way?

(2) If so, with what result?

(3) If not, will the Minister institute such
an inquiry as a matter of urgency?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The Government ha s established a
committee to examine the issue of
regulation in the retirement village in-
dustry.

(2) The committee is preparing a dis-
cussion paper which will be released
for public comment in early April. It
will then be considered by Govern-
ment.

(3) Not applicable.

HEALTH

Hospice: Additional Facilities

63. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has the State Government been for-
mally advised by the Federal Govern-
ment of the outcome of a request by
the Cancer Foundation of Western
Australia (Inc) for nursing home and
hospital bed subsidies for its new
Shenton hospice for terminally-ill
patients?

(2) If so, what Federal Government assist-
ance will be provided for the hospice?

M r TAYLOR replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) The Federal Government has advised
that it will provide $200 000.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Alcohol Abuse Campaign

64. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
- Health:

In respect of the State Government's
commendable campaign to combat al-
cohol abuse by Aborigines, what com-
munity-based intervention initiatives
will be funded with the $425 000
which has been allocated for this as-
pect of the campaign?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

Kulila Association-Perth-Treat-
ment. Rehabilitation and Intervention
initiatives
Ngnowar Merwah-Wyndham-Treat-
ment. Rehabilitation and Intervention
Initiatives
lrrungudgai-Nuilagine-Community
Development Programme
Wantingarri-Kununurra-Family and
Community Work
Yarnatji Ngura-Kalgoorlie-Treat-
meni and Rehabilitation Residential
Programme
Mawarnakarra-Roeboumre, A.M.S.-
Medical Service. Counselling
Ngnurawaana-Roebourne Area-
Counselling
Salvation Army-Carnarvon-Bridge
Programme (Treatment and Rehabili-
tation Residential Programme)
Carnarvon Medical Service-Alcohol
and Drug Counselling
Milliya Rumurra-Broome-Treat-
ment and Rehabilitation Residential
Programme: Health Education
Wangkaija C.A.D.A.P.-Kalgoorlie-
Youth Work Programme
Presently uncommitted

LI1000

92200

56000

60000

17000

5000

5000

45 000

16500

30000

16500
800

CRIMINAL INJURIES COMPENSATION
Dog Attacks

65- Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Apropos the Criminal Injuries Com-

pensation Act, how many dog owners
have been ordered to pay compen-
sat ion to victims of attacks by dogs as
a result of awards by the criminal in-
juries compensation assessor?

(2) What is the maximum amount that
has been awarded for this type of at-
tack?

(3) In view of the prevalence of serious
attack on children by dogs, will he en-
sure that wide publicity is given to the
penalties for which dog owners are
liable should they fail to control their
pets and allow them to cause injury to
people?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Six-
(2) 110000.
(3) The reasons and orders made by the

assessor of criminal injuries are avail-
able to the media. As a result, from
time to time articles appear in the
press concerning awards made by the

assessor. I am advised that at least one
news item has dealt with an award
arising from an attack by a dog.
The assessor is not involved with the
penalties imposed upon dog owners
for offences under the Dog Act 1976.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Cosmetics Industry: Protection

66. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is it afact that-

(a) the Australian Consumers Associ-
ation believes consumer rights
and protection have largely been
ignored in regard to the
Australian cosmetic industry;

(b) a recent report by a United States
consumer advocate group alleged
that birth defects, nervous system
disorders, cancer, urological prob-
lems, and skin diseases are
associated with chemicals used in
well-known cosmetics, moistur-
isers, shampoos, hair dyes, nail
polishes, and after-shaves;

(c) in Australia cosmetics and
toiletries are not governed by any
specific rules on promotional
claims or standards of consumer
information?

(2) If yes to (1), will he give consideration
to having an assessment made of cos-
metics and toiletries in use in Western
Australia with a view to ensuring that
the ingredients used in their manufac-
ture do not constitute a health risk?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) (a) The Australian Consumers As-

sociation has not made known to
me its beliefs on this matter.

(b) I am not aware of any
substantiated claims to that ef-
feet. I understand that some
substances applied to the skin will
occasionally give rise to skin reac-
tions in a small proport ion of the
population.

(c) No. Cosmetics are controlled
under the Health (Drugs and Al-
lied Substances) Regulations and
are subject to certain restrictions
on claims which may be made,
both on labels and in advertising.

(2) Not applicable.
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HEALTH
Foodstuffs: Ionizing Radiation

67. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has the State Government received

the report by the Australian con-
sumers Association on the proposed
use of ionizing radiation for food
preservation?

(2) (a) If so, what is the nature of the
report;,

(b) if not, when is the report
expected?

Mr TROY replied:
This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister for
Transport. It has been referred to the
Minister for Health, and he will
answer the question in writing.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION ACT
Amendments: Condemnation

68. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

Now that the Western Autralian Law
Society has officially condemned the
provisions of the recent amendments
to the State Energy Commission Act
where the onus of proof is reversed, is
the Government going to introduce
legislation to repeal these measures?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
This question has been wrongly
addressed to the Attorney General-
It has been referred to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy, and he will
answer the question in writing.

HEALTH
Drugs: On-the-spot Fines

69. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing th e Attorney General:

Is it the policy and/or intention of the
Government to follow the example set
by South Australia's Labor Govern-
mnent to introduce an "on the spot
fines" system for use of certain drugs
and for possession of implements for
using certain drugs?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

This question has been wrongly
addressed to the Attorney General.

It has been referred to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and
he will answer the question in wniting.

HOUSING

Tenants: Water Consumption Payments

71. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Advertling to his statement on 10
January 1987, has his examination
into new water consumption payment
methods for Homeswest tenants
concluded yet?

(2) If so, what is the new method
proposed?

(3) If not, when can the conclusion of the
examination be expected?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Shortly.

PLANNING

Strata Titles Act: Amendments

73. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Lands:

When is he going to introduce the
amending Bill to the Strata Titles Act
to alleviate the administrative and
other requirements placed upon du-
plex owners, as he has undertaken to
do in an article printed in The Times
of the West on 3 November 1986?

Mr WILSON replied:

The closing date for submissions on
the Strata Titles Act was extended
from 31 December 1986 to 13
February 1987. The working party
'appointed to review the duplex pro-
visions of the Act is currently
examining the many submissions, and
further action will depend on the
working party's subsequent report to
Government.
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HOUSING
Residential Units: Water Meters

74. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) IHow many Flomeswest residential

units in the metropolitan area do not
have water meters for measuring their
consumption?

(2) How many common usage places-
such as gardens, laundries, etc-in
Homeswest residential units are con-
nected to water without a meter being
installed?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) Homeswest has over 20 000

residential properties in the metro-
politan area, and over 6 000 of these
are multiple units such as apartments,
town houses, and pensioner accom-
modation. I am advised by
Homeswest that they are unaware of
any of their properties which is not
metered.
As to the multiple unit properties in
general. they would be serviced by one
water meter, and not have separate
meters for each individual unit.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Two Rocks- Yanchep: Weekend Service

75. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he received representations from

residents of the Two Rocks-Yanchep
area regarding a weekend bus service
from the Yanchep National Park to
Two Rocks?

(2) If so, is he prepared to favourably con-
sider that request?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr TROY replied:
(1) No request has been received for a

weekend bus service from Yanchep
National Park to Two Rocks- How-
ever, requests have been received for a
service between Perth and Two Rocks.

(2) and (3) Late last year 1 received rep-
resentation from Yanchep senior citi-
zens and other interested parties re-
garding a Perth-Two Rocks weekend
service. As Two Rocks is outside
Transperth's defined area of oper-
ation, I was unable to agree to the pro-
vision of the service. Nonetheless, I

was prepared to con sider the introduc-
tion of such a service if the City of
Wanneroo or another organisation
were prepared to meet the cost. The
City of Wanneroo has rejected this ap-
proach, and as I am not aware of any
other organisation being prepared to
underwrite the cost, the matter has not
progressed.

TRANSPORT
Buses: Van gebup Service,

76. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What is the current position relating

to the Yangebup bus service?
(2) Has the service been improved since I

asked question 841 of 1986?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr TROY replied:
(I) New services were introduced to serve

the areas of Yangebup, South Lakes,
Bibra Lakes, and Leeming on 15
March 1987. Yangebup residents now
have bus services direct to Perth via
the Kwinana Freeway and to
Booragoon-Garden City. A limited
service is also provided to Fremantle.
This service, plus a special school bus,
eatens for children attending various
schools in the Cities of Cockburn,
Fremantle, and Melville.

(2) Yes, as a result of representations by
local members, Hon. Garry Kelly,
MLC and Mr N. Malborough, MLA.

(3) Not applicable.

TRANSPORT
Buses: Bullcreek-Booragoon Service

77. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware there is no longer a bus

service from Garden City and along
Wheatley Drive after 4.45 pm?

(2) What does he intend to do to assist
residents of the Wheatley Drive area
who work at Garden City to return to
their homes in the evenings?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) While there is no service in Wheatley

Drive from Garden City after 4.45
pm, the area is served by the
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combined route 195 which has trips
departing from Garden City and
caters for both workers and shoppers.
Unfortunately, the demand for such
services is very low, and as such-can-
not justify two separate services.
Route 195 operates alongj Bulicreek
Drive, Camm, andX'Parry Avenues,
Denningfiel43o&d, South Street, and
Findlay Road. Given that only one

sriecan be justified, the route 195
provides the best possible coverage for
the entire area.

MINERAL: COAL
Stockpile:, Size

78. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(I) What is the current size of the coal

stockpile at Collie?
(2) At what rate is the stockpile being

added to?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The Collie coal reserve stockpile is

now managed as part of overall coal
handling operations.
The State Energy Commission
adopted a policy of accelerated gas
burning at the end of December 1985.
Total coal stocks held by the com-
mission at the end of December 1985
were approximately 866 000 tonnes
compared with 1 748 000 tonnes at 25
March 1987.

(2) The rate of stock build up depends on
the demand for electricity and use of
gas in power stations. The average rate
over the past 15 months has been
60 000 tonnes per month.

TRANSPORT
Buses: Mundaring-Parken'ille

79. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware that what was once a di-
-- rect bus service of -some five miles in

length from Parkerville to Mundaring
has now become a trip of 4 / hours
duration?

(2) Does he intend to alleviate the hard-
ships caused to the residents of
Parkerville, for whom Mundaring is
their medical and shopping centre-
by re-establishing the original service

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (2) Route 330 previously operated

between Chidlow and Mundaring, via
Parkervifle. However, the route was
altered in January 1986 as a result of a
public consultation process from the
area. The alteration was only made
after various loading checks revealed
that people residing in Parkerville
made little use of the trial service.
When the change was implemented,
special arrangements were made to en-
sure that children residing in
Parkerville could attend school in
Mundaring.
While I would very much like to be in
a position to provide a more frequent
and direct service from Parkerville,
the fact of the matter is, when taking
present demand into account, the en-
tire area is better served under the
present arrangements. The present ar-
rangement is direct trips between the
two centres at the following times-

To Mundaring-
8.35 am route 317 ex
Parkerville
11.59 am route 329 ex
Parkerville

To Parkerville-
1.22 pm route 329 ex
Mundaring

People travelling outside these times
can transfer between buses at Great
Eastern Highway and Seabourne
Street with delays varying between a
few minutes and one hour ten min-
utes. In the worst situation a break of
approximately one haur fifty minutes
could be experienced, but this would
only occur if the journey were under-
taken at 6.40 am.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
WA Exim Corporation: Consultant

81. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has Ex im, acted as a consultant to the

Education Department over the past
12 months?

(2) If yes, when was the consulting work
carried out?

(3) What was the nature of the
consultancy work?

(4) What was the cost to the department?
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Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) On a continuing basis since the start

of 1987.
(3) Exim is responsible for coordinating

the sale of educational services in
South East Asia.

(4) No payments have been made to Exirn
at this time,

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT
ACCOMMODATION

Requirements

82. Mr COURT, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Budget Management:
(1) Do the Government's statutory

authorities and Government corpor-
ations have to handle their accommo-
dation requirements through the
Office of Government Accommo-
dation?

(2) What is the level of vacant Govern-
ment accommodation both leased and
Government-owned as at the end of
February?

(3) What is the anticipated level of vacant
leased and Government-owned ac-
commodation at the end of December
1987?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) All statutory authorities are required

to comply with requirements estab-
lished by the Government and
administered by the Office of Govern-
ment Accommodation. Some statu-
tory authorities use the Office of
Government Accommodation to
handle accommodation matters.

(2) 1 am advised that the area of vacant
space under the control of the Office
of Government Accommodation at
the end of February 1987 was
9 800 sqm. This includes over
5 000 sqni in the process of fit-out and
over 3 000 sqm awaiting asbestos re-
moval.

(3) 1 am advised that the anticipated area
of vacant space at the end of
December 1987 is approximately
21 000 sqin. This includes over
6000 sqm, awaiting asbestos removal

and over 11 000 sqm undergoing
refurbishment or fit-out prior to
occupation.

TRADE

Business Mission: Zhejiang Province, China
83. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) What is the suggested composition of
the business mission from Western
Australia which will visit the Province
of Zhejiang in China in May?

(2) Who is to lead the mission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The mission is being arranged
by Austrade, which is a Common-
wealth Government instrumentality.
The State Government is liaising with
Austrade but is not responsible for the
composition of the mission. it has,
however, the full support of the West-
ern Australian Government, and most
of its members represent Western
Australian companies.

PREMIER

Overseas Trip: Purpose

84. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) For what purpose is he considering
visiting China and possibly Japan in
May?

(2) Who will his party comprise?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) I indicated to a high-level economic
delegation from Zhejiang Province
which visited Western Australia late
last year that I would accept the invi-
tation from the Governor of Zhejiang
Province to visit Zhejiang during
1997.
Western Australia is in the process of
developing a sister State relationship
with Zhejiang, and my visit is
designed to encourage that progress
and to stimulate also economic ties.

1 have also been invited to be present
for the handing-over ceremony for two
koalas which are being sent to Hyogo
Prefecture in Japan as Western
Australia's official gift to onimemor-
ate the sister State Relationship be-
tween Western Australia and Hyogo.
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(2) The precise composition of the party
accompanying me has yet to be deter-
mined.

TRADE
Export Seminar WA Development Corporation

85. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
Did the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation recently organise a
seminar to promote exports from
Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
No.

SUPERANNUATION BOARD
Surplus Funds: Lending

87. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Superannuation Board lent

any of its surplus funds unsecured to
financial institutions?

(2) What percentage of their surplus
funds were lent in this fashion in
1986?

(3) What premium do they charge for
lending unsecured?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The board does not lend money un-

secured.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Education Services Division: Applications

88. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) What date did the Western Australian

Exim Corporation call applications
for appointment to head the Edu-
cation Services Division with Exim?

(2) On what date did applications close?
(3) How many applications were

received?
(4) Who was the successful applicant?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and. he will answer the
question in writing.

MR TERRY BURKE

Government Facilities: Use

89. Mr COURT, to the Premier
In view of the announcement that the
former member for Perth, Mr Terry
Burke, will continue to have public re-
sponsibility in an honorary capacity,
what office facilities, transport, office
staff, or similar support services and
facilities are being provided for Mr
Burke?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Mr Burke has retained chairmanship
of the East Perth land use study group
and the sister State committee. Mr
Burke shares an office with the execu-
live officer of the East Perth land use
study group. Facilities required to
undertake his responsibilities will be
considered if and as the need arises.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Assets: Public Offer

90. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
What property or other public assets
are currently being offered for sale or
redevelopment by the Western
Australian Development Corpor-
ation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

None.

WA EXIM CORPORATION

Agricultural Advice

9 1. Mr COURT, to the Premier
What agricultural or pastoral experts
are employed by the Western
Australian Exim Corporation so that
it can advise the Department of
Agriculture on how to undertake some
of its departmental activities?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and he will answer the
question in writing.
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STOCK: CATTLE
Feedlots: Experiments

92. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Is it correct that the Western

Australian Exim Corporation has con-
ducted experiments in the south west
of the State involving cattle in feed
lots?

(2) If so, where were the experiments con-
ducted?

(3) How many cattle were involved in ex-
periments?

(4) What was the result of the experi-
ments that had been undertaken?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and he will answer the
question in writing.

ABATTOIRS
Beef- Export Markets

93. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) What activities have been undertaken

by the Western Australian Exim Cor-
poration to investigate overseas mar-
kets for Western Australian beef in
Malaysia, Singaj ore, Hong Kong, and
Sarawak?

(2) By whom have these investigations
been undertaken?

(3) Why was the Western Australian Meat
Marketing Corporation unable to
undertake this activity?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier- It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and he will answer the
question in writing.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Ord River Schemne: Regeneration Project

94. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) What consultants and advisers have

been retained by Western Australian
Exim Corporation to advise on future
uses of the Ord River regeneration
project?

(2) What progress has been made in ad-
vising the Government on this proj-.
ect?

(3) What costs have been incurred to date
by Exim in regard to this matter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and he will answer the
question in writing.

MR KEN MeIVER

Government Appointment

97. Mr COURT, to the Premier.

(1) What appointment to Government
committees or positions with statutory
authorities are currently occupied by
the former member for Avoni, Mr Ken
Mclver?

(2) What is the -uration of any such ap-
pointmerfts?

Mr-BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Pastoral Board.

(2) Three years.

AGRICULTURE

Farmers: Tree Plantations

98. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

What consideration is being given to
requiring farmers to engage in tree
plantations within the Mandurah Es-
tuary catchment area, as referred to in
The Western Mail on 10 January
1987?

Mr KODGE replied:

The question of the management of
the Peel-Harvey catchment is under
active consideration by the Environ-
mental Protection Authority. A report
to the Government is expected in the
next two months.

One of the programmes being con-
sidered is a scheme to encourage
farmers to plant trees in selected areas
of the catchment which are major
sources of phosphate input to the Peel-
Harvey system.
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MOTOR VEHICLES

Government: "6 WA' "Prefix

99. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) With reference to his reply to question
1924 of 1986, how many Government
vehicles with the registration prefix
"6WA" are currently in use by various
Government employees?

(2) To which authorities, instrumental-
ities, and departments have they been
allocated?

(3) How many vehicles with the above
registration prefix are used by the De-
partment of the Premier and Cabinet?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The information the member seeks
will take considerable resources to
compile. If the member has any
specific concerns, I will have them
investigated if he provides me with
details.

MINERAL

Iron Ore: Capital Investment

100. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

With reference to his reply to question
1906 on 20 November 1986, what ac-
tivities is the Government currently
pursuing to promote capital invest-
ment in the iron ore industry?

Mr PARKER replied:

The Government is contributing to
the improvement of infrastructure in
the Pilbara including roads, water
supply, power supply and township fa-
cilities. In addition the Government is
pursuing vigorously joint use of infra-
structure and rationalisation of devel-
opment with the objective of reducing
industry-wide costs in the longer term.
The Government is assisting
developers gain access to new mar-
kets.

Currently there is considerable new
private capital investment being made
in the industry and several new capital
investment projects are at an ad-
vanced stage of planning.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Business Migration Investment Trust:

Applications
101. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) On what date did the Western
Australian Exim Corporation call ap-
plications for appointment as head of
the Business Migration Investment
Trust?

(2) On what date d id applications close?
(3) How many applications were

received?
(4) Who was the successful applicant?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and he will answer the
question in writing.

AUSTRALIAN TOURIST COMMISSION
Representations

102. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Is Western Australia represented on

the board of the Australian Tourist
Commission?

(2) If so, who is the representative?
(3) What tourism background and experi-

ence does any Western Australian rep-
resentative have?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) to (3) Appointments to the Australian

Tourist Commission are not made on
the basis of representation of States or
Territories, associations, or tourism
bodies. They are appointed on the
basis of their individual skills, exper-
tise, and experience in the tourism in-
dustry. However, one of the
Australian tourism commissioners,
Mr John Horgan, is a Western
Australian.

TOURISM COMMISSION
Chairman: Private interests

103. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Is the Chairman of the Western

Australian Tourism Commission cur-
rently engaged in the tourism industry
in a private capacity?
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(2) If so. what private interest does the
chairman have?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Owner of travel agency, Orbit Travel.

AGRICULTURE: RURAL SECTOR
Interest Rate Reductions

105. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
Does the Government agree with the
statement made by the Federal Minis-
ter for Primary Industr, and
published in the Farmers Weekly on 4
February 1987, that immediate re-
duction in interest rates would only
lead to worse conditions for the rural
sector?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for
Agriculture, and he will answer the
question in writing.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Relocation

106. Mr COURT. to the Premier:
(I) Where is the Exim Corporation to be

located following its move from the
Capita Building?

(2) What is the estimated cost of relo-
cation?

(3) What rental is expected to be paid by
Exim in its new location?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Economic
Development, and he will answer the
question in writing.

REGULATIONS
Cost Benefi t A nalysis

107. Mr COURT, to the Deputy Premier:
What progress is being made by the
Government in its review of all
existing Government regulations and
the cost benefit analysis which he pub-
licly indicated would be undertaken
before new regulations were
introduced?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The member is referred to his ques-
tions 1227 and 1228 of Tuesday, 14
October 1986.

"AUSTRALIA 11"

Relocation: Negotiations

[OS. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
Has the Government reopened nego-
tiations with the Federal Government
for Australia 11 to be permanently kept
in Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for The Arts,
and he will answer the question in
writing.

AMERICA'S CUP

Banner Poles: Cost

109. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What was the net cost of the banner

poles erected by the Department of
Marine and H-arbours and the
Fremantle Port Authority for the
America's Cup?

(2) Will these banner poles remain or be
sold elsewhere?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) The net cost of the banner poles was-

Marine and Harbours $72 715
Freman tle Port Authority $42 924

(2) Marine and Harbours-It is intended
that half of the poles be used for future
sponsorship purposes at the Fremantle
Boat Harbour and the remaining half
at the Hillarys Boat Harbour.
Fremantle Port Authority-it is
intended to use the poles for the forth-
coming bicentennial tall ships event
planned for WA during November-
December 1987. Following this event
a decision will be made on the vi-
ability of the banner poles.
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INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Ship Lifting Facility: Establishment

110. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:

(1) Where is the Government considering
building a ship lifting facility?

(2) Will any existing operations have to
be relocated?

(3) Will the facility be built and operated
by the Government or the private sec-
tor?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) On ILDA owned land at Jervoise Bay,
Cockburn Sound.

(2) No.

(3) The facility will be built for ILDA by
contract construction, with design and
supervision by consultants. ILDA, will
lease sites for operation of the facility
by the private sector.

"JOHN CURTIN"

Passenger Survey Requirements

Ill1. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) On what date did the vessel John
Curtin pass its passenger survey re-
quirements?

(2) What type of survey was issued?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) 10 December 1986.

(2) A permit to operate was issued in ac-
cordance with section 26(2) of the
Western Australian Marine Act per-
mitting the vessel to operate in the
waters off Fremantle and to Rottnest
Island, carrying a maximum of 5I per-
sons, including crew. This permit was
valid until 14 January 1987 pending
finalisation of several matters which
did not affect its capacity to operate
with safety within the area specified.
The vessel underwent final inspection
on 13 January 1987. A special
surveyed passenger vessel certificate
No. 546, was issued, valid from 14
January 1987 until 20 February 1987.

COMMUNICATIONS
Party/mne: Banning

115. Mr COURT, to the Minister
Communications:

for

What legislative steps can the Govern-
ment take to ban Telecom's Partyline?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Detailed research on legal avenues
open to block the service is currently
being undertaken.

ECONOMY
Think Tank: Members

116. Mr COURT, to the Minister
Economic Development:

for

Will he be announcing the members of
the latest economic "Think Tank"?

Mr PARKER replied:
The question is based on a wrong
premise.

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION

Business Migration Programme
117. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Small

Business:
(1) What is the Small Business Develop-

ment Corporation's role in attracting
migrants as a part of the business mi-
gration programme?

(2) How many people have been assisted
in this area by the Small Business De-
velopment Corporation?

(3) Does it compete in any way with
Exim's activities in this field?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) The corporation's role in the attrac-

tion of business migration is to assist
entrepreneurs in the identification of
commercial investments that benefit
not only the potential immigrant but
also the local business community.
The corporation has been prepared to
provide letters of support to the as-
sessment officers in the High Com-
mission in the country of origin where
it considers the applicant suitable. In
performing this function-since
January 1984-it is required to utilise
a range of contacts, particularly
throughout the business community of
Western Australia.
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(2) In 1986 the Small Business Develop-
ment Corporation received 357
documented inquiries, of which 140
lodged applications for entry into
Western Australia. The inquiry rate
and individual expressions of interest
so far this year would indicate that
1987 figures are some 287 higher than
in 1986.

(3) No. They are complementary.

MOTOR VEHICLES
Government: ALP Members

118. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) How many Australian Labor Party

members of Parliament are provided
with Government cans?

(2) How many Liberal Party members of
Parliament are provided with Govern-
ment cars?

(3) How many National Party of
Australia members of Parliament are
provided with Government cars?

(4) How many of these cars have tele-
phones installed?

(5) How many of these cars have drivers
provided?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (5) Access to the facilities of the

Government Motor Garage is
restricted to Ministers, the Speaker,
the President, Leader of the Oppo-
sition, Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition, Leader of the Opposition in the
Legislative Council, Leader of the sec-
ond party in Opposition, certain other
Parliamentary office holders, and
other backbench members who, from
time to time, may be required to
undertake work of a particular nature
for the Government or to represent a
Minister at an official function.
In all, some 27 members are making
use of vehicles from the garage on a
regular basis, although many do not
use drivers except on special oc-
casions.
I have agreed to Ministers, the Leader
and Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
and the Leader of the second party in
Opposition, having car telephones in-
stalled in the vehicles allocated to
them should they require such facili-
ties. At the present time some 13 units

have been installed, and I understand
other Ministers are considering instal-
lation at a later date.

MINISTER FOR INTERGOVERNMENTAL
RELATIONS

Premiers' Conference: Assistance
119. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Intergovernmental Relations:
(1) Will he be assisting the Premier in the

preparation for the next Premiers'
Conference and Loan Council meet-
ings?

(2) If yes, will the State Governments be
meeting to prepare their approach to
the Federal Government?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) Other States will be consulted as ap-

propriate.

MR OLIVER TAMBO
Visit: Support

120. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Does his Government support the

visit to Australia by the African
National Congress Leader, Oliver
Tambo?

(2) Will any other African National Con-
gress leaders be invited to this State
this year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) Not known.

TOURISTS
South Africa

121. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) How many tourists arrived from

South Africa in the years-
(a) 1982;
(b) 1983;
(c) 1984;
(d) 1985;
(4j 1986?

(2) Has the Government taken any action
to speed up the processing of tourist
visas for South Africans?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:

()Figures provided by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics for visitors to
Western Australia from South Africa
in 1982 to 1985 are as follows-

(a) 1982-2 012;

(b) 1983-1 800;

(c) 1984-1 700;

(d) 1985-1 73 1;

(e) visitor numbers for 1986 are not
yet available.

(2) This matter falls within the province
of the Federal Government.

FREMANTLE GAS AND COKE CO LTD

Purchase: Final Payment

122. Mr COURT, to the Mihister for
Minerals and Energy:

When will the State Energy Com-
mission be making its final payments
for the purchase of the Fremantle Gas
and Coke Co Ltd?

Mr PARKER replied:

The commission has made the
principal payments required for its
purchase of the gas supply operations
of the Fremantle Gas and Coke Co
Ltd. Payments are to be made in re-
spect of easements.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

Overseas Borrowings

123. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What percentage of the State Energy
Commission's borrowings are over-
seas borrowings and how does this
compare with the other States?

Mr PARKER replied:*

Based on exchange rates prevailing at
31 March 1987, 42 per cent of the
commission's borrowings are overseas
borrowings. information for other
States is not available from published
accounts.

MR LEN BRUSH
Appointment: Funds Corporation Australia

124. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
When was Mr Len Brush appointed
the chief executive of Funds Corpor-
ation Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I1I February 1987.

FUNDS CORPORATION AUSTRALIA
Establishment

125. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) When did the Western Australian De-

velopment Corporation establish
Funds Cor-poration Australia?

(2) Does Funds Corporation Australia in-
vest the Treasury's short-term cash
surpluses?

(3) If yes to (2), when did this start?
(4) What are the terms of those funds be-

ing placed by Treasury with Funds
Corporation Australia?

(5) Who is the current chief executive of
Funds Corporation Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
As the member would be aware, I have
no power to direct the Western
Australian Development Corporation
to disclose information on commer-
cial matters which are properly the
managerial prerogative of the WADC.
However, for the benefit of the mem-
ber, the WADC has provided the fol-
lowing information in respect of his
question-
(I) Funds Corporation Australia is a

division of the WADC established
on 2 February 1987.

(2) No.
(3) and (4) Not applicable.
(5) The position is vacant.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Shaftesbury Hotel Residents
126. Mr COURT, to the Premier

(1) Are people still living in the
Shaftesbury Hotel controlled by the
Western Australian Development
Corporation?
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(2) If yes, what action has been taken to
find alternative accommodation for
these people?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) Yes, three.
(2) Action is continuing to find alterna-

tive accommodation for these people
from all sources.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Interest Rates.- Manufacturing In vestment

127. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:

What effect are the high levels of
interest rates having on new manufac-
turing investment in Western
Australian industry for the 1986-87
and 1987-88 financial years?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The Australian Bureau of Statistics
surveys manufacturers to gather infor-
mation of anticipated investment in
the coming year. ABS information in-
dicates an upturn in manufacturing
investment to the highest level since
1983-84. The dominant consideration
appears to be the new opportunities
provided by the devaluation of the
Australian dollar.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES
Ov'erseas Borrowings

128. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
(1) How many Government departments,

statutory authorities, or Government
corporations currently have overseas
borrowings?

(2) What is the extent of these
borrowings?

(3) Have any foreign exchange losses oc-
curred in 1986 with these borrowings?

(4) If yes to (4), how are these losses
accounted for in the respective organ-
isations?

(3) What steps are taken to minimise the
losses?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) Two-State Energy Commission of

Western Australia, SECWA, and WA
Government -Holdings Limited,
WAGH.

(2) SECWA's overseas borrowings are
currently valued at $AI.4 billion.
WAGE's overseas loan is currently
valued at $AIO.,96 million.

(3) Yes.
(4) SECWA-The commission provides

in its balance sheet for
exchange variations on off-
shore borrowings. The pro-
vision is reviewed annually
to recognise movements in
exchange rates. The bal-
ance in the provision is
amortised and the amount
of amortisation expensed
in the profit and loss
statement. Details of the
method of accounting were
presented in note 1.5 to the
commission's f inancial
statements for the year
ended 30 June 1986.

WAGH-All foreign exchange losses
and gains on the WAGH
loan are to the account of
the Western Australian Dia-
mond Trust under the terms
of a loan agreement.

(5) SECWA-The portfolio is actively
managed by, utilising capi-
tal market instruments
such as hedging, swaps, for-
ward foreign exchange
cover, etc.

WAGE-See answer to (4).

TOURISM: AUSTRALIAN AIRLINES
Sale: Effect

129. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Would the proposed sae of Australian

Airlines as part of the Federal Govern-
ment's plans for the wider
deregulation of the aviation industry
improve the potential to bring tourists
into Western Australia?

(2) (a) Is the Government preparing to
sell any of its transport oper-
ations;

(b) if yes, which ones?
Mr TROY replied:
(1) I am not aware of any proposal from

the Federal Government to sell
Australian Airlines as part of any
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wider deregulat ion of the aviation in-
dustry, although the issue has cer-
tainly been raised by a number of par-
ticipants in the current discussion on
the future of the industry. From the
viewpoint of the Western Australian
Government, wider deregulation of
the domestic aviation industry has
definite potential for encouraging
tourism in this State. The sale of
Australian Airlines is peripheral to
that central issue.

(2) (a) No. This Government is not
preparing to sell any of its
transport operations.

(b) Not applicable.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Price Check Advertisements: Cost

130. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
What was the cost of preparing and
placing the price check advertisements
on pages 20 and 21 of The West
Australian, Tuesday, 10 March 1987?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, and he will answer the ques-
tion in writing.'

AMERICA'S CUP
Tank Testing Facilit ies: Feasibility Study

131. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:

Why did the Government not look at
the feasibility of building ship tank
testing facilities three years ago when
we were preparing for the defence of
the America's Cup, instead of waiting
until a month after we lost the cup?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The State Government did examine
the feasibility of assisting the con-
struction of research and development
facilities in 1984. These proposals
encompassed a wide range of infra-
structure including the possibility of
tank testing facilities. However, those
earlier proposals were rejected, at that
time, on the basis of factors including
cost, expected capacity utilisation, lo-
cation, and timing constraints.

The member shall be informed of
further developments.

MINERAL: IRON ORE
Japanese Market: Supply

133. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What percentage of the Japanese iron
ore market will Western Australian
producers be supplying in 198 7?

Mr PARKER replied:
The 1987 iron ore pricing negotiations
in Japan have been concluded by the
major Western Australian producers.
Negotiations with some of Japan's
other suppliers are still in progress.
Western Australia's market share in
1987 cannot be estimated until all
these negotiations have been
concluded.

HOUSING: PINJARRA
Applications: Waiting List

134. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) How many applications for

Homeswest accommodation in
Pinjarra are unsatisfied and still on
the waiting list?

(2) How many dwelling units have been
built by Homeswest in Pinjarra in the
years-
(a) 1983-84;
(b) 1984-85;
(c) 1985-86?

(3) How many dwelling units does
Homeswest intend to complete in
Pinjarra in 1986-87?

(4) How many vacant serviced urban al-
lotments has Horneswest available to
be built on in Pinjarra?

(5) Has Homeswest any forward plans to
build dwelling units in Pinjarra in
1987-88?

Mr WILSON replied:.
(1) As at 28 February 1987-

34 Rental
43 Purchase, includes 8 dual
listed.

(2) (a) 1983-84-nil;
(b) 198485-12;
(c) 1985-86-8.
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(3) 4x3 bedroom single detached;
5x2 bedroom pensioner.

(4) 27 vacant lots.
(5) The extent of Homewest's programme

will depend upon funds available.

WASTE DISPOSAL
Drink Containers: Local Government Attitude

135. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) In view of the trend towards the

manufacture and distribution of non-
returnable glass drink containers,
could he say if local authorities are
refusing or discouraging people to dis-
pose of the glass containers in the new
municipally-sponsored plastic-type
domestic refuse bins?

(2) Is the trend towards disposable glass
containers causing a diminution in the
persons licensed to collect glass under
the Marine Stores Act of 1902?

(3) If yes to (1) and (2), has he considered
how this glass will be collected and
disposed of in the future?

(4) If yes to (3), what action is proposed?
Mr HODGE replied:

This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Minister for Conser-
vation and Land Management. It has
been referred to the Minister for Local
Government, and he will answer the
question in writing.

HOUSING
Rental: Turnaround Time

137. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:
In tenanted Homeswest rental prop-
erty, what is the average turnaround
time between vacation and reoccu-
pation in respect of-

(a) one-bedroom units;
(b) two-bedroom units;
(c) attached villa and

house units;
town

(d) detached houses?
Mr WILSON replied:

The information is not recorded in the
requested detail of one-bedroom, two-
bedroom. etc. I will arrange for

Homeswest to write to the member
providing him with the details which
are available.

HOMESWEST STAFF
Borrowing Conditions

138. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) Are there special borrowing con-

ditions or preferred rates other than
available to the general public, avail-
able from Homeswest to any member
of the staff, executive, or board for
home purchase or other reasons?

(2) If yes, are there any recipients of such
loans, and how many?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Complaints: Complainant's Identity

139. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Community Services:
(1) Under what directive, regulation, or

Act is information concerning the
identity of complainants kept from
the person against whom the alle-
gations are made, if the allegation or
complaint is found to have no stand-
ing, is false, or malicious in its intent?

(2) What action does the Minister or her
department take against persons
found to be deliberately and falsely
complaining and alleging a person's
misconduct or mistreatment against
others, as prescribed under the legis-
lation under the Minister's responsi-
bility?

(3) Are there any prohibitions or penalties
within the Minister's community ser-
vices jurisdiction which deem a false
and unfounded complaint or alle-
gation a prosecutable misdemeanour?

(4) If so, what are they, and in what legis-
lation?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Criminal Code, section 8l1.
(2) No action is taken unless false infor-

mation is given in evidence to a court.
In this case a complaint would be
made to the police.

(3) Not within the Minister's Community
Services jurisdiction.

(4) Not applicable.
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MR LEN BRUSH
Resignation: Letter

140. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Premier:
(1) Was the letter of resignation from the

former Chairman of the State
Superannuation Board, Mr Len Brush,
written by, or with the assistance of,
him or any member of his staff?

(2) If yes, why?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) On the day he resigned, Mr

Brush discussed his reasons for resig-
nation with me.

DR JOHN McKEE
Appointment: State Energy Commission

142. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(I) Was he aware before appointing Dr

John McKee as Chairman of the State
Energy Commission that Dr McKee
was formerly a director and co-foun-
der of Quadrant Energy Development
Limited, which went into liquidation
last year owing $3 000 000?

(2) If yes, what steps did he take before
the appointment was made to ensure
that Dr McKee was in no way respon-
sible for the collapse of the company?'*

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am advised that the South

Australian Corporate Affairs Com-
mission has investigated the matter
and is satisfied that Dr McKee has
fulfilled all his legal obligations-

MR LEN BRUSH
Claim: Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust

143. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Premier:
(1) Did he or any other person provide to

the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust in-
formation not previously available to'
enable the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust to overturn its decision not to
pay an advance payment to Mr Len
Brush in 1983 in regard to a motor
vehicle accident claim?

(2) If no, will he explain the circum-
stances which led 10 an advance pay-
ment being made, given that the

Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust had
previously rejected requests for such
an advance made by Mr Brush's solici-
tor and by an officer of the Depart-
ment of the Premier and Cabinet?

(3) Has the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust made any further payment on
the claim since the advance payment
was made in his electorate office in
1983?

(4) If yes to (3), when was the last pay-
ment made, and was that payment
made at the instigation of any person
outside the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) As pant of my normal parlia-

mentary duties I convened a meeting
at my electorate office in 1983 at
which Mr Brush, his solicitor and rep-
resentatives of the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet and the MVIT
were present. As a result of that meet-
ing I understand information was
provided to the Trust by Mr Brush's
solicitors.
Any decision to provide an advance
payment to Mr Brush on the basis of
that information or any other infor-
mation was the decision of the MYIT.

SUPERANNUATION BOARD
INVESTMENTS

Approval

144. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer-
(1) Has the Treasurer approved every in-

vestment made by the State
Superannuation Board since July
1984, as he is obliged to do under sec-
tion 25 (2) of the Superannuation and
Family Benefits Act?

(2) If not, can he explain why he has not
complied with the provisions of the
Act?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The requirements of the

Superannuation and Family Benefits
Act as they affect the board's activities
have been met.

(2) Not applicable.
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HEALTH
Podiatrists.- Referrals

147. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Health:

Would he please advise why it is
that-
(a) doctors using community hospi-

tals-for example, Bentley Hospi-
tal-are unable to refer patients
directly to the podiatrist and diet-
ician;

(b) these doctors are required to refer
patients to a specialist, who then
refers them to the aforementioned
disciplines?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(a) Doctors appointed to a community

hospital-e.g. Bentley Hospital-can
refer their inpatients for podiatry or
dietetic services. It is only possible for
the therapists to provide limited out-
patient services at these hospitals for
podiatry or dietetics. However,
patients referred by doctors for
specialist geriatrician clinical assess-
ment at a community hospital may re-
ceive these services at the geriatric day
hospital if the specialist prescribes.

(b) Seecabove.

TRANSPORT
Australian Airlines: Booking Fees

148. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Would he please say if Australian Air-

lines is permitted to demand the pay-
ment of full fares when bookings are
made as much as I0 months in ad-
vance?

(2) If not, what is the maximum percent-
age of fares payable as a booking fee?

(3) Within what time limit must the full
fares be paid to confirm a booking?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) to (3) The setting of interstate air

fares, and the conditions under which
they are offered, are the
responsibilities of the independent air
fares committee. This is a body estab-
lished by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and answerable to the Federal
Minister for Aviation. The State

Government has no jurisdiction in
this area other than through liaison
and representation,
I would suggest that the member con-
tact the chairman of the independent
air fares committee if he wishes to re-
ceive a detailed reply to his question.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SUPERANNUATION BOARD
Auditor General's Report

7. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Treasurer questioned the

State Superannuation Board about the
qualification made in the Auditor
General's report on the board's 1986
accounts?

(2) What is the explanation as to why the
accounts were qualified in this way:
The Trust-that is, SB Investment
Trust-had not prepared their ac-
counts in conformity with the require-
ments of the trust deed, but rather in
accordance with the requirements of
the sole unitholder-that is, the State
Superannuation Board?

(3) If he has not made those inquiries, is
he in any way concerned about that
qualification?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am aware of the qualification

and I understand that it has been dis-
cussed with the State Superannuation
Board. I do not have the details, nor
the results, of that discussion and ob-
viously was not expecting to be asked
the question by the Leader of the Op-
position.

Mr MacKinnon: Is not the SR Investment
Trust the vehicle by which the
Anchorage deal was done?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot answer the
question, l am sorry.

Mr Cash: You claimed you approved it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am telling the mem-

ber that I do not know whether or not
that was the vehicle.

Mr Cash: You claimed to have approved
it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, the investment
of the board in the Anchorage arrange-
ment-I certainly did.
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Mr Cash: You are saying you do not know
whether it was used?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know
whether the vehicle referred to by the
Leader of the Opposition was used as
the vehicle for the investment.

Mr Cash interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I say to the member

for Mt Lawley that, were I as perfect
as he, I would know. But I stand be-
fore him a mere mortal, not possessed
of those facts. However, I am happy to
say to the Leader of the Opposition
that the qualification had been drawn
to my attention. I understand it has
been raised with the State
Superannuation Board. I do not have
in my possession now for the edifi-
cation of the Leader of the Opposition
the results of that matter being raised
with the board. However, if the
Leader of the Opposition puts the
question on the Notice Paper, all of
the information will be made available
to him.

WAGES AND SALARIES
National Wage Increase

S. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employment:
(1) Has he seen reports attributed to the

Opposition spokesman on industrial
relations which claim that the decision
to award workers a $10 per week
national wage increase was diabolical?

(2) Does the Government of Western
Australia support the national wage
case decision?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) and (2) The State Government ap-

peared before the State Industrial Re-
lations Commission and made the
point that the Federal Commission's
determination made, in all of the cir-
cumstances of the case, very good
economic sense and that there was a
need for both recognition of the belt-
tightening on the pant of the work
force that had undoubtedly taken
place over a very extended period, and
for an opportunity to allow some of
those at the bottom end of the scale a
guarantee of an increase and to allow
in panticular cases, with particular ref-

erence to prospective productivity
movements, increases of up to four
per cent.
What is very interesting about the Op-
position's performance-and tisM
applies even more to the Federal Op-.
position than to the State Oppo-
sition-is that they are simply doom
arid gloom merchants whose views are
not shared by either the international
or the domestic business communi-
ties. On the very day that the Oppo-
sition spokesman said thene would be
an immediate fall in the value of the
Australian dollar against the world
currency as a result of this decision,
which I think was made on 10 March,
the Australian dollar rose, no doubt to
the Opposition's chagrin, from 60c to
68.4c against the American dollar, and
it is now valued at over 70c US.

Mr Brian Burke: In the last day or two it
has started to perform strongly against
the trade weighted index,

Mr PETER DOWDING: Apart from
establishing the Opposition spokes-
man on industrial relations as an
economic guru, that clearly demon-
strates two things. One is that the Op-.
position constantly tries to talk down
the Australian economy with doom
and gloom, incorrectly as it turns out;
and the second is that in reality it has
absolutely no concern for the ordinary
men and women of this State to whom
this wage movement, modest as it is,
is an essential movement.

SUPERANNUATION BOARD
Chairman: Decisions

9. Mr LAURANCE, to the Treasurer
What action will the Treasurer take to
ensure that the current Chairman of
the State Superannuation Board does
not take any "naive and foolish" de-
cisions as did his predecessor?

The SPEAKER: Would the member put
the question again?

Mr LAURANCE: Certainly, Mr Speaker.
What action will the Treasurer ltake
to ensure that the current Chairman of
the State Superannuation Board does
blot take any "naive and foolish" de-
cisions as did his predecessor? That is,
the former chief.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am tempted not to take the question
seriously, and to treat it as simply a
political statement by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition; but for fear
of doing him an injustice, and
realising that he is not often political, I
will try to answer it.
I have expressed my confidence, as
has the Cabinet, in Mr Lloyd; and in
expressing that confidence exclude
any suspicion or belief that he might
do anything "naive and foolish". I
also point out that Mr Lloyd is the
Assistant Under Treasurer of the
State, has a Master of Business
Administration and a Bachelor of Sci-
ence with a substantial emphasis on
economics as pant of that degree-

Mr Clarko: And is an active member of the
Labor Party.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Ilam not sure that he
is a member of the Labor Party.

Mr Clarko: That is the rumour out in
Osborne Park. He is another one of
your friends.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know
whether he is a member of the Labor
Party or not.

Mr
Mr

Clarko: You ought to ask him.
BRIAN BURKE: I would not have
thought that such a question would be
appropriate to put on an application
for employment form: Do you belong
to the Liberal Party or the Labor
Party?

Mr Clarko: The rumour is that he got his
promotion because he is active in your
party.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: l am trying very hard
to retain my balance in the face of
some quite irrational statements. As
fas as I can see on this occasion the
question is really just a bit smarmy
and smart; it is a thinly disguised at-
tack upon Mr Lloyd. I happen to be a
great believer, in the final analysis, in
the supremacy of a positive and con-
structive approach to government;
and I can understand that in areas
such as the one which is being debated
this afternoon the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and some of his colleagues may
diverge as to the way in which it
should be pursued. However, it has

not been my experience that an attack
on Mr Lloyd, an attack on Mr and
Mrs Brush, an attack on the Minister
for Industry and Technology, or an at-
tack on me, advances the political for-
tunes of the attacker. I may be wrong,
but in the past-and I have some
quite vivid recollections of different
matters into which we as a party have
been plunged-that has not been the
case. In any event the Government
has absolute confidence in Mr Lloyd
although that is not to say that it will
be able to guarantee the performance
of any employee of the State, whether
it is Mr Lloyd, an appointee of a pre-
vious Government, or a future ap-
pointee of a Government that is not of
our political complexion.

Mr Cash: Was he ever a business partner
of yours?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, he was a busi-
ness partner in the publication of the
Punters' Guide. What does the mem-
ber for Mt Lawley want me to do with
him-have him put to death?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The implication is

that anyone who is a partner of mine
must be naive and foolish.

Mr Laurance: They must be made
chairmen of the State Superannuation
Board.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Gino de Mori
was also a partner in the Punters'
Guide. On at least one occasion the
now Minister for Defence, the now
Minister for Trade; a lecturer in social
work at Curtin University or at
Murdoch; and a lecturer in economics
at the University of Western Australia
sold copies of the Punters' Guide
outside Gloucester Park. They were all
quite good salesmen; not, it is true, as
good as the I 4-year-olds we were able
to employ later who had a hard edge
that the seniors lacked; but let me say
that I do not think that blackens their
names or makes Mr Lloyd or Naga
Narayanan, who is the economics
lecturer, unfit on the one hand to be
the Assistant Under Treasurer and on
the other hand to be a lecturer in econ-
omics. For the Opposition to carry on
as it has does not damage those
people, it damages the Opposition.
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NATURAL DISASTERS

Cyclone Relief

10. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for
Lands:

Is the Minister aware of the comments
by Mr George Saville of the Pastoral-
ists and Graziers Association about
the Government's cyclone relief pack-
age in which he claimed that the
measures proposed will not assist
those in greatest need?

Mr WILSON replied:

I am aware of Mr Saville's comments,
but as yet I have not had the oppor-
tunity to examine in detail the con-
cerns the PGA may have in respect of
the assistance being offered by the
Government to the pastoralists affec-
ted by cyclones Connie and Elsie. I do,
however, understand that the proposal
was developed with the assistance of
the Pastoral Board, and I understand
that, at a meeting organised by the
PGA which was attended by the mem-
ber for Pilbara on the weekend, the
details were outlined clearly and there
was no mention of the concern
suggested by the report of Mr Saville's
comments.

However, in view of Mr Saville's sub-
sequent statement, I will be meeting
with representatives from the PGA at
the beginning of next week in Order to
gain a direct indication of the associ-
ation's view of the proposed cyclone
assistance in Order that the Govern-
ment may better understand this mat-
ter and see whether it is possible to
attend to the concerns which have
been expressed.

MR LEN BRUSH

Resignation Letter

1I. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Treasurer:
Is the Treasurer aware that allegations
surrounding the resignation of Mr
Brush as Chairman of the
Superannuation Board point to the
resignation document being form-
ulated by the Treasurer's Press sec-
retar, Mr Barry. Can the Treasurer
deny those allegations?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am being sorely tried by this person.
I do not think it is fair on Mr Barry.
What points to Mr Barry having pre-
pared the letter?

Mr Lightfoot: I only have the allegation
about that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What points to it?
Mr Clarko: He asked you the question.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No he did not; he

said in effect that matters surrounding
this inquiry point to Mr Barry having
framed the letter.

Mr MacKinnon: He then asked you, "Did
he?"

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, he asked me to
deny that; but I am asking him: What
was the evidence which points to it?
This is a serious issue. He has accused
Mr Barry of at least being circumstan-
tially-

Mr Lightfoot: I am giving you the oppor-
tunity in this forum to deny it.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Pearce: You just have to learn you

can't charge in here and say anything
you like.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Pearce: Without evidence.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Pearce: I apologise, Mr Speaker. I did

not realise you were on your feet.
The SPEAKER: I was not about to criticise

only the member for Armadale; I was
going to criticise quite a number of
members. I called for order three
times--admittedly not very loudly,
but then I do not think I should have
to-and after the third time the inter-
jections just became worse. I am be-
ginning to wonder what I am doing
here.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have no knowledge
of Mr Barry having anything to do
with the preparation of the letter of
resignation. That is the first thing.
What I object to is that this member
has raised Mr Barry's name, cast it
into the public arena, and rightly or
wrongly, without any evidence-he
does not have any-

Mr Lightfoot: I said there were allegations.
It was in the paper.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was not in the
paper. Where was it in the paper? Why
does not the member ask me whether I
have raped three nuns?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the point I

am trying to make. The member for
Murchison-Eyre is giving me the op-
portunity by making the allegations.

Mr Lightfoot: It is the best forum in West-
ern Australia.

Mr Pearce: You don't have to account for
what you allege. That is the only
reason it is a good forum for you.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In the same way as
the member for Murchison-Eyre al-
leged that Dallas Dempster, Terry
Burke, and John Horgan attended
upon the offices of Accord Nominees
an hour before the police maid and
adjusted the computer. He made that
allegation and then-

Point of Order
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I deny that. I ask the

Treasurer to withdraw that remark.
The SPEAKER: Why?
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Well, it is untrue and

irrelevant to the question I asked.
The SPEAKER: It may well be relevant,

.and I would like to hear it out.

Questions on Notice Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to dem-

onstrate that when the member for
Murchison-Eyre was asked he said,
"'No, I was told that by a journalist."
This was him talking, unless he was
spreading rumours.

Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will tell the member

how I heard it. A newspaper reporter
rang up and asked a question of Mr
Horgan. The only problem was Mr
Horgan was in the UK.

Mr Lightfoot: How did he ask the question
if he was ini the UK?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The allegation was
that Mr Horgan, in company with Mr
Dempster and Terry Burke-always
Terry Burke, according to the member
for Murchison-Eyre--

Mr MacKinnon: What evidence do you
have for that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Murchison-Eyre told a reporter, and
when Mr Horgan rang him-

Mr MacKinnon: That is the evidence-a
rumour?

Point of Order
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I find that statement

objectionable. I did not say anything,
and the Premier keeps on saying that I
said something. I find it offensive.

Mr BRIAN BURKE., I despair of trying to
explain to the member for Murchison-
Eyre that if one raises a name-

Mr Lightfoot: It is awful of you to use this
forum to spread those filthy lies. It is
unforgivable.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps I can con-

clude by saying this-

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot believe

my ears. I am sure the member for
Murchison-Eyre did not say such a
thing as "filthy lies", did he?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I withdraw the word
"lies".

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member now is

stuck with an adjective and no noun.
I am trying to say that he cannot raise
Ron Barry's name and not expect
people to wonder about his involve-
ment, and there is no evidence on
which to make the allegation. That is
not a fair thing to do, and the member
has a responsibility in this place to at-
tempt to be fair to people outside-for
example Mr Barry-who cannot say to
the member, "Mr Lightfoot, that is not
true."

Mr Lightfoot: He can say it via you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, I am saying it

now, but that can only happen after
the member has raised it publicly.

Mr Cash: Have you checked with him to
make that statement?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I have not.

Mr Cash: Do you think you should check
with him first?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Barry is not here,
but as I said in answer to the question,
as far as I know he had nothing to do
with that matter. I come back to the
same point; if the member for
Murchison-Eyre is going to make that
sort of allegation, implicit as it was in
a question, he is doing something ex-
tremely unfair, and in the final analy-
sis his standing in the eyes of his col-
leagues here will not rise by doing that
sort of thing.

Mr Lightfoot: It is a rare occasion when we
have colluded to clear up a rumour.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I say this to the
member: He is beyond me; he is out of
my league. I can find nothing rational
or reasonable by which to try to
understand him, but God bless him
anyway.

HEALTH
Drug Telephone Hotline

12. Mr READ, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

Can he advise the Parliament of prog-
ress in the acquisition of a drug tele-
phone hotline?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
I am pleased to advise the House that
the equipment is expected to be in-
stalled at Police Headquarters on
Friday next.

SMALL BUSINESS
Rural: Inquiry

13. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Small
Business:
(1) Has the report of the inquiry into rural

business, which he commissioned last
April, been completed?

(2) When will he act on the
recommendations of that report if it
has been completed?

(3) When will he table the report, as he
promised last year? -

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1 have acted and am continuing to act

in liaison with the Minister for
Agriculture on it and other matters
which go across the wider perspective
of rural business.

(3) I have no opposition to tabling the
report, but members should appreci-
ate that particular details brought out
eight months ago have moved
substantially, and that is one of the
difficulties we have had in addressing
this.

Several members interjected.
Mr TROY: The member should know that

a rationalisation of rural small busi-
ness has been going on for as long as
he has lived in his town, and the
quicker he faces up to that the better.

ROTNEST ISLAND
Moorings: Confiscation

14. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Tourism:

Is it true that the Rottniest Island
Board has made a decision to confis-
cate private moorings at Ratinest?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
No, there is absolutely no truth in the
allegation at all. As members here
would know, the management plan for
Rottnecst, which has won a lot of com-
munity support, merely states that the
board in conjunction with the appro-
priate body should conduct a cost ben-
efit and environmental study of the
options for future mooring use. A
critical factor in that study will have
to be an assessment by the EPA of
whether further moorings can be es-
tablished at Rottnest, and the EPA as-
sessment may be required before the
study is commenced.

A fair bit of scaremongering is going
on, for whatever reason, and I do not
think the Opposition is doing itself
any favours by raising these matters
repeatedly in the Press without
coming to me for some confirmation.
I guess this type of negative response
from the Opposition to a positive step
in bringing forward _a management
plan is nothing new. The Opposition
had a long time to establish itself and
its credibility in relation to Rottnuest.
At no time did the Opposition do that.

Mr Clarko: We preserved Rottnest in a
good state. Don't question that. It is
Preserved mainly due to our efforts
over the last 25 years.
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Mr Brian Burke: That is not true. Geordie
Bay and Longreach settlements were
shockers. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition gave them permission to
blow up the reef.

Mrs BEGGS: If it is true that the Oppo-
sition left it in a good stale, where was
its management plan?

Mr Clarko: You don't have to have man-
agement plans. The world was
governed for thousands of years with-
out management plans. Have a look at
what the Greeks did.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs BEGGS: One of the things which

might come out of any plan to look at-
the Rottnest Island moorings would
be the need for some positive sugges-
tions on better utilisation of those
moorings. I hasten to add that that
does not mean people who have moor-
ings now will have them taken away.
Perhaps they might still be able to use
those moorings more cheaply; they
might be able to share them with other
people in the long term. The question
of moorings is not a priority in terms
of the management plan. It will hap-
pen perhaps within the five years
when the management plan is
implemented.

I emphasise one thing about Rottnest
which is extremely important. No-
body on this side of the House wants
Rottnest to become a private holiday
resort for the privileged few. Given
the chance, the Opposition would
have allowed that to happen.

Mr Court: Your Premier put his picture on
the plan.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs BEGGS: In conclusion, this Govern-

ment-
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I will immediately

name the next member who inteujects
from either side after I have called or-
der. I have had enough!

Mrs BEGGS: This Government has
guaranteed the protection of
Rottnest's existing character and
undertaken to spend up to $3 million
over the next few years. All aspects of
Rottnest will be given attention and
due priority. I have no intention of
confiscating moorings from anyone.
All we are going to do is to make sure
that all the facilities on Roitnest are
maintained in a sensible fashion so
that everybody has the chance to use
Rottnest in a sensible and sound way.
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