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THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 3.30 p.m., and read prayers.

THE LATE MR JUSTICE LIONEL
MURPHY

Condolence: Motion

HON. D. K. DANS (South Metropolitan—
Leader of the House) {3.33 p.m.]—by leave: I
move—

That this House desires to place on
record its deepest sympathy and sorrow at
the passing today of the late Mr Justice
Lionel Keith Murphy, QC, a judge of the
High Court of Australia, and that an ex-
pression of that sympathy be conveyed to
his widow and family.

Lionel Murphy was bom in Sydney on 30
August 1922, He attended Sydney University.
He received a Bachelor of Science honours de-
gree and a Bachelor of Laws honours degree,
and later went on to become a barrister. He
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1960. He entered
Parliament in New South Wales on 1 July 1962
and was re-elected in 1967. He was Federal
Attorney General, the Minister for Customs
and Excise and the Leader of the Government
in the Senate in the 1972 Whitlam Govern-
ment, He was formerly the Leader of the Oppo-
sitton in the Senate.

Lionel Murphy was appointed to the High
Court of Australia in 1975. He was responsible
for some very outstanding changes during his
term in the Senate when in Opposition and in
Government. To say that the late Mr Justice
Murphy was controversial would be an under-
statement. However, we need more contro-
versial people, whether we agree with them or
not, who will stand up and state their case and
stick by it. I do not think that anyone could say
that Lionel Murphy was not a person of that
calibre.

It was with great sadness that I saw Lionel at
Sydney Airport not very long ago, at which
time he said that he was not feeling 100 well.
Later, during a very tosrid time for him, it was
revealed that he had a terminal illness. It was
unfortunate that some people in the com-
munity thought that that might have been a bit
of a ploy. The fact is that Lionel Murphy was
terminally ill and in his true siyle he batiled
right up to the end. There is very little more
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that I can say, other than that this Chamber
expresses its deepest sympathy and sorrow to
his wife and family.

HON. G. E, MASTERS (West—Leader of
the Opposition) [3.35 p.m.]: I second the mo-
tion. I support the remarks of the Leader of the
House and through this House pass on to the
wife and family of the late Mr Justice Lionel
Keith Murphy our deepest sympathy. Lionel
Murphy, QC was a justice of the High Court
and had been since 1975. As the Leader of the
House said, he was born on 30 August 1922,
He died at a fairly young age. He had a lengthy
illness and he fought very hard against it. There
can be no shadow of doubt that he had a very
distinguished career both inside the Labor
Party and outside in the courts. He is certainly
a man who reached the peak in ministerial rank
and in judicial rank by becoming a justice of
the High Court. No man could wish to go into
any higher position than that.

In many areas Mr Justice Murphy made a
very strong contribution. As the Leader of the
House said, he was certainly controversial. It is
well known that people on our political side
fought many battles with him. He was a man
who felt very strongly and fought for what he
believed in. Whether 1 agreed with him or
supported his beliefs is beside the point. He
was certainly a tough man, a fighter. It is fair to
say that he served his country and his political
party to the very best of his ability when he was
a member of Parliament.

I therefore pass on very sincere condolences
to his wife, Ingrid, and his two fairly young
children.

HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [3.38 p.m.]:
The National Party would like to be associated
with the expressions that have been so ably
made by the Leader of the House and the
Leader of the Opposition with respect to the
passing of Mr Justice Lionel Keith Murphy. 1
certainly believe that Mr Justice Murphy
served his country as he saw fit, and in that
regard he did the job very well. No-one in the
public arena can escape criticism from time to
time, and Mr Justice Lionel Murphy certainly
got his share. He took that with the dignity and
expression of a man who firmly believed that
that was his lot in life and that there should be
no equivocation with respect to a point of view
in which he believed.

It is sad that a man who served his country
s0 long and so well eventually had to meet his
maker in the way in which Lionel Murphy did.
Only some few months ago we were ail
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informed that his end was imminent, The
saddest thing for his wife and young family
would have been to see the man whom they
loved and respected taken away from them so
tragically.

Let us hope that in time pain and suffering
will be eased from others. That would be Lionel
Murphy’s wish also.

I fully realise the man attracted a lot of criti-
cism during his life, but he believed he was
doing the right thing. We must all give him
great credit for pursuing his principies through-
out his life. We support the motion.

HON. ROBERT HETHERINGTON
(South-East Metropolitan) [3.41 p.m.]: I would
like 10 associate myself with this motion be-
cause, as a person who has believed all my life
in civil rights and the rights of the individual, I
have always regarded Lionel Murphy as one of
:(l;e greatest liberal lawyers that this country has

own.

He is a person I did not know personally; [
met him only once. However, I look to him as
one of the exemplars of those lawyers who fight
for what they believe to be true and for the
rights of the individual. He always pursued the
path which he believed was the right one, and
he always did what he believed was the right
thing to do.

In this House we should take note of the fact

that he was largely responsible for the reform of

the Senate and for the setting up of Senate
committees which have done a great deal to
examine the Executive in Canberra and give us
an example which we might one day follow.

I am very sad that a man so young and with
so0 much still to give to this country should
have died in the way he has. I support the
motion.

The PRESIDENT: Before I put the question,
as is the usual custom on behalf of this House I
wouid like to endorse the comments made by
the various speakers in extending to the family
of the late Honourable Justice Lionel Murphy
our sincere condolences. As is usual, a copy of
these comments and the speeches will be
forwarded to his wife,

Question passed, members standing.

[COUNCIL}

ECONOMY: WESTERN AUSTRALIAN
Concern: Discharge of Order

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan—Attomey General) [3.44 p.m.]:
Imove—

That Order of the Day 13 be discharged
from the Notice Paper.

We have come to the Budget debate and these
matters have now been overtaken.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West—Leader of
the Opposition) [3.45 p.m.]: Is this a debatable
motion?

The PRESIDENT: Of course it is.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I dispute that the
Attorney General is competent to have this
discharged. In fact I would have thought that
the sentiments contained in the motion ought
to be left on the Notice Paper and debated
because some matters are of import in that
motion. We can always move another motion
of a similar nature to cover the points. I won-
der why the Minister has not left it on the
Notice Paper with a view to debating it in the
near future?

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. N. F.
Moore.

LEGAL AID COMMISSION
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan—Attorney General) [3.48 p.m.]:
1 move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill proposes to amend the Legal Aid
Commisssion Act in a number of respects,
some of which are proposed as a result of the
Legal Aid Commission’s experience in the
administration of the Act over a number of
years.

Clause 5 amends section 7 of the Act to alter
the composition of the commission. The num-
ber of commission members is proposed to be
increased from eight to nine, as a result of the
number of members appointed by the Com-
monwealth Attorney General being increased
from one to two.

The members to be appointed on the
nomination of the Law Society are reduced
from three to two. That third member will now
be appointed on the nomination of the State
Attorney General. This will allow more flexi-
bility of appointment from people with rel-
evant Community experience.
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Clause 6 amends section 12 of the Act by
removing reference to appeals to the Privy
Council.

Clause 7 amends section 14 1o require the
approval of the commission in respect of dis-
bursements or out-of-pocket expenses incurred
in the course of assignments of legal aid to
private practitioners.

Al present, reimbursement to an assigned
practitioner for payment of disbursements or
out-of-pocket expenses is mandatory, whether
or not such payments have been approved. The
practitioner need only show they were
“properly” made by him in providing legal ser-
vices under the assignment.

That was not the Act's original intention and
it is now intended to expressly require prior
approval.

Clause 8 inserts a new section 16B to em-
power the commission to delegate its functions
or powers to a member of the commission, a
legal aid committee, the Director of Legal Aid,
or any member of staff. Such a detegated func-
tion or power cannot be further delegated.

Clause 11 amends section 36 of the Act by
replacing the word “prescribed” with the word
“approved”. At present, section 36 requires
that an application for legal aid be made in
writing in a prescribed form. This is unnecess-
arily restrictive and it is proposed that the ap-
plication form simply be approved by the com-
mission.

Clause 12 is intended to avoid difficulties
experienced elsewhere by making it clear that
an applicant’s lifestyle or apparent financial re-
sources is relevant in determing applications
for legal aid under the Act.

Experience elsewhere has shown that it is
sometimes difficult to properly assess the appli-
cant’s real financial situation. In some cases
very little in the way of income or assets is
disclosed, although there is justifiable concern
about the applicant’s financial circumstances
because of his or her apparently wealthy
lifestyle.

Clause 12(c) addresses an increasingly im-
portant area of legal services; namely, services
to children. At present, section 37(3) precludes
a grant of legal aid 10 a child who is under the
guardianship of the Director General of Com-
munity Services, or a child placed under the
control of that department, or to a child who
would ordinarily be the responsibility of a de-
partment, instrumentality, or agency of either
the Commonwealith or State Government. This
is because the financial resources of the depart-
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ment, instrumentality, or agency would have to
be taken into account in determining the
child’s financial eligibility.

Clause 12(c) is intended to overcome this
problem by stipulating that in such cases the
commission disregard the financial resources of
the department, instrumentality, or agency
when considering the financial eligibility of the
child for legal aid.

This amendment will ensure that legal aid
services to children are provided uniformly by
the commission rather than by a range of de-
partments, instrumentalities, or agencies,
which may not necessarily be in the best
position to make decisions concerning the pro-
vision of legal aid to the child.

Clause 12(e) is intended to meet Australia’s
oblipations—in so far as Western Australia is
concerned—under the convention on Inter-
national Access to Justice, usually referred to as
the Hague Convention.

The clause inserts a new section 37(4c), to
stipulate that, where an application for legal
aid is made in relation to proceedings for a
purpose to which the Hague Convention
applies. and the applicant has been granted or
has received legal aid for those proceedings
from another nation State which is a party to
the convention, a legal aid authority of the
commission shall grant aid, notwithstanding
any other provision of the Act.

Clause 14 amends section 39 of the Act to
empower a legal aid autherity to impose con-
ditions on a grant of legal aid. At present, sec-
tion 39 expressly refers to two conditions,
namely-—

to pay to the commission the whole or any
part of the cost of providing the legal aid;
or

to make payment or payments to the com-
mission in respect of any out-of-pocket ex-
penses incurred or 1o be incurred in pro-
viding the legal aid.

It is proposed that appropriate conditions be
able to be imposed, including the grant and
execution of a2 mortgage, bill of sale, debenture
charge, or other security over land or other
property, in order to secure the payment of the
whole or any part of the cost of providing the
legal aid.

Clause 15 amends section 40 of the Act. At
present, section 40 empowers the commission
to exclude or remove the name of a private
practitioner from the panels of names of prac-
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titioners able 10 undertake legal aid assign-
menis.

The removal of a practitioner's name under
section 40(6) operates only to prevent a prac-
titioner accepting new fegal aid cases after the
date of removal. It does not prevent him con-
tinuing to act on cases assigned before that
date.

Clause 15 rectifies that position by inserting
a new section 40(6a) to the Act, which will
allow the commission to have regard to any
order or finding of fact relating to the particu-
lar practitioner made in disciplinary proceed-
ings by the Barristers’ Board or the Full Court
of the Supreme Court.

Clause 15 also inserts a new section 40(8a)
which empowers the commission to direct a
private practitioner whose name has been re-
moved from the panels to cease acting in re-
spect of a particular case or legal aid cases gen-
erally.

Clause 19 amends section 64 to permit, with
approval of the chairman of the commission,
or the commission itself, disclosure for the pur-
poses of the Legal Practitioners Act. It also
provides that the prohibition upon disclosure
shall not apply to disclosure of information or
production of documents to an inquiry before
the Barristers’ Board nor to disciplinary pro-
ceedings before the full coun of the Supreme
Court,

Mr President, these amendments are necess-
ary for the proper, effective and more efficient
operation of the administration of legal aid in
this State. In the main, they implement re-
quests by the Legal Aid Commission, based on
its practical experience in recent years.

I commend the Bill 10 the House.

D¢bate adjourned, on motion by Hon. John
Williams.

ACTS AMENDMENT (RECORDING OF
DEPOSITIONS) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 7 October.

HON. JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan)
[3.55 p.m.]: The Opposition supports this Bill.
Its impact upon the judicial system will be
quite good. Anybody who has sat in a court
[ong enough to listen to evidence will know that
it is laboriously typed, only to be reread at the
next sitting. Any member would be mindful of
the time when we had to stand up and ask
questions twice before we got answers. We
need only to compare it to the streamlining of

[COUNCIL)

our question time today to see that it is of ben-
efit to this House.

The Opposition can find no flaw in this Bill.
It will assist people. There is a safeguard which
has been built into this Bill, that is, the safe-
guard which allows the prisoner or defendant
to be able to say whether or not he wants his
depositions 1o be read again or whether he will
accept them as read. Several Clerks of Count
have told me it has been a most time-consum-
ing exercise when taking down depositions.
The Bill ushers in the era of technology into the
courts of justice.

The Opposition supports the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commiitee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon.
J. M. Berinson (Atiorney General), and
transmitted 1o the Assembly.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL CHAMBER
President’s Gallery: Clearance
The PRESIDENT: I advise for the infor-
mation of members that from 5.15 p.m., the
President’s Gallery will not be occupied by
anyone. If anybody has any visitors coming—
or members from another place—they should

" be advised that nobody will be permitted into

the gallery after 5,15 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Consideration of Tabled Paper
Debate resumed from 16 Octaober.

HON. G. E. MASTERS {West—Leader of
the Opposition) [3.59 p.m.]: I rise at what I-
think is a fairly early stage to speak on the
papers tabled by the Government: the Esti-
mates. I think it is normal for the members in
the Legislative Assembly to lead and for us to
follow a few days later. I understand that the
Government is eager to get on with Govern-
ment business at this stage and has given strict
orders to its members to proceed with debate.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Honourable mem-
bers, [ have already once this afternoon re-
ferred to audible conversations. They are out of
order and rude and will not be tolerated.
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Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am quite sure that
Government members ar¢ desperate to get
through the essential business of the House.
The reasons are obvious because there are a
number of very damaging issues facing the
Government and there are all sorts of sugges-
tions of shadowy deals, illegal actions by the
Government, and so on. Obviously a number
of issues are causing the Government great em-
barrassment.

We need to think back to the latter part of
last year and to remember what the Govern-
ment did then in proroguing Parliament. We
need to take that into account when we are
dealing with the work of this House.

Obviously the Premier has his neck in a
noose and it is simply a question of who is
going to kick the chair away and finish the
job—-MTr Grill, Mr Parker, Mr Pearce, or who-
ever. I take it that if things get too hot and the
Government progresses business at a very
rapid rate, it would think very seriously about
proroguing Parliament and getting the devil
out of here before things get too rough for it.

I will make brief reference to a scandalous
smokescreen occurring in the other place by
way of an attack on the Legislative Council.
This relates to the sale of the abattoir land, 29
hectares of it, in the Midland area. That issue
will not go away. We have a report which obvi-
ously we will debate sooner or later. Opposition
members are not going to be put off or be
conned by the Government by its proroguing
the Parliament so that we cannot discuss the
issue. The report delves into some very dubious
Government dealings, It raises questions of il-
legal agreements, false statements, and sinister
activities by the Government and its advisers.

Point of Order

Hon. TOM STEPHENS: The matters that
the Leader of the Opposition is raising are mat-
ters that are on the Notice Paper for debate ata
further point in our order of business.

The PRESIDENT: What matters?

Hon. TOM STEPHENS: The matters
pertaining to the report delivered to the House
by the Select Committee which inquired into
the sale, closure and future resiting of the Mid-
land saleyards.

The PRESIDENT: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition knows he cannot make reference to theose
matters.
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Debate Resumed

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am not making ref-
erence to that document which was tabled in
the House. 1 am saying that members on my
side are not going to be forced or pushed into
rushing legislation without proper consider-
ation being given to that legislation. We are not
going to be pushed into dealing with Govern-
ment business at a very rapid rate s¢ that the
Government, when it thinks necessary, can
close the doors of the House and prevent the
Parliament from discussing important matters,
whether it be the matter raised by Hon, Tom
Stephens or any other matter.

Hon. Tom Stephens: I was referring to Stand-
ing Orders.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The warning I am
giving Government members is that if there are
matters that need to be discussed we will cer-
tainly discuss them and not be rushed through
a debate so that the Government can close the
doors of the House in our face once again. We
are not going to be conned again. Members on
this side will take their time without any at-
tempt to slow down the debate on the Esti-
mates, because there is plenty of time to go
through them. There is no rush. There is no
suggestion that we are going to do anything
other than look at the Estimates very carefully,
debate them in the House, and put forward our
own views. That is the role of members in this
Council.

The Budget papers have been brought for-
ward under the signature of the Treasurer, but
it is quite obvious from the statements made
and from being aware of the capacity and the
ability of the Minister for Budget Management,
Hon. Joe Berinson, that they are largely a
product of Hon. Joe Berinson.

The Estimates represent a document that I
could best describe as a pretty devious docu-
ment, It seems to be one of the most devious
documents ever presented to the Parliament in
my time here. It purports to support smaller
government and economies in government and
smaller spending by the Government.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is precisely what it
does.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If that is the Govern-
ment’s objective, I commend it for it. However,
this is a devious document intended to hood-
wink the public; but they will not be
hoodwinked.

1t is clear that the Treasurer’s speech differs
from that given by Hon. Joe Berinson. I suspect
there has been a mistake in some of the words
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used by the Minister for Budget Management;
perhaps some words were missed out. I am sure
Hon. Joe Berinson will assure me that there
was no intent in the mistake, but it involves
some important words-——words of wisdom, he
might say.

The Treasurer is not exactly given to being
very straightforward, whereas sometimes Hon.
Joe Berinson shows some pangs of conscience,
and we read into his second reading speech an
indication that there were some pangs of con-
science involved for him. Nevertheless, the
Budget attemipts a sleight of hand-~something
is there one minute but gone the next. The
Government has put the peas under the
thimble and turned them about hoping that the
people watching would lose sight of what was
happening.

We know there has been a dramatic increase
in tax receipts and tax demands under this
State Government. The one certainty is that no
matter how much the Government spends in
advertising, no matter whether it places pages
of advertisements in every newspaper for the
next 12 months, the people will know what is
going on. There is an enormous move away
from the Labor Party right now in this State.
This State Government is laying claim to the
very dubious reputation held by New South
Wales over many years. The public really do
know what it is all about; they know the
deviousness of some of the things the Govern-
ment is doing. Almost by the day it seems to us
that Government cronies are becoming

millionaires overnight and it appears that there

are shadowy deals being done and Government
patronage being handed out.

What 1 am saying is that in these Budget
papers we have been presented with half a
Budget in the hope that the public will have
forgotiten the massive increases in laxes
imposed on them by the State Government in
June this year after the Treasurer’s economic
statement. The sheer audacity apparent in the
Treasurer’s second reading speech and re-
peated here by Hon. Joe Berinson, leaves me
wondering whether the Government really
thinks it can get away with what it is trying to
do. I quote from the second reading speech as
follows—

There are no new taxes or increased
taxes in the measures I outline today.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That’s right, isn’t it?

[COUNCIL]

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Government mem-
bers must think there are fairies in the garden.
The Minister then said—

Indeed, [ will shortly announce some im-
portant tax reforms.

If they really think that the public wili be
conned by that, I am surprised. This is why I
say it is half a Budget. It is haif the truth.

Hon. ). M. Berinson: We acknowledged the
earlier taxes.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: | saw no comment
about the earlier taxes in the second reading
speech. I will draw the attention of the Minister
for Budget Management to what I think is a
mistake in his speech. Hon. Joe Berinson said
in his statement that this represents an increase
of only 4.4 per cent when allowance is made for
the changed payroll tax arrangements. In his
speech the Treasurer said it represented a 4.4
per cent increase, but if one makes allowances
for the payroll tax adjustments, it will be an
increase of 7.4 per cent,

Hon, J. M. Berinson: No.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is how it ap-
pears to me,

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are mixing up rev-
enue and expenditure.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am quoting what
the Treasurer said. He said that, afier adding
the payroll amount to the estimated revenue
for the year of $3.278 billion it still represents
an increase of only 7.4 per cent. However, if
one reads the speech, he mentions somewhere
that there was an increase of only 4.4 per cent,

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is not due only to
changed payroll tax accounting procedures, but
also to funds that will be brought in.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It appears that there
is a discrepancy between what the Treasurer
said and what Hon. Joe Berinson said.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: There is no discrep-
ancy.
Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There appears to
be a wide discrepancy in what I believe to be
order and what members believe it to be. For-
tunately my view rules.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: From our calcu-
lations, the Opposition believes that the Budget
is up something like nine per cent, and in
talking about what we believe 1o be a devious
document, there appears to be some sort of
manipulative dealing with payroll tax due to be
paid by departments and also with the fuel tax.
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Both those taxes have been shifted around so
that they tend to fog the issue. I am not saying
that the new payroll tax arrangements are not
better than they were. I am saying that the total
figures seem to be distorted by what has been
done and the Government has not satisfac-
torily explained it. That is not only my view,
but also the view of the Press.

Hon J. M. Berinson: I was at the Press con-
ference with the Treasurer and these matters
were made crystal clear.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He should have
taken a bit more time explaining them to Mr
Paul Murray of The Western Mail because he
wrote an article which contradicts that
statement.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: The Treasurer pointed
them out.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Treasurer obvi-
ously did not clarify them sufficiently because
that article criticises this Budget.

Hon. Tom Stephens: He probably spoke to
you and got confused.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Mr Paul Murray has
made the same assessment of the Budget as
most other people in the community have. We
are looking at bigger government and bigger
spending; and we are still looking after the
Government’s cronies. The time is now right
for us to be looking for genuine cuts in expendi-
ture, not increases,

There has been an increase of $78 million or
$80 million in taxation. Let us get things in
their right perspective. By removing the necess-
ity for the Government to pay payroll tax—

Opposition members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I will not tell
members again that interjections are out of or-
der and will not be tolerated. For goodness
sake, let us listen to what the member has to
say. Members do not have to agree with what
he says or like what he says, but they do have to
listen.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: By removing the
necessity for Government departments to pay
payroll tax, the Government has made it ap-
pear that it has reduced expenditure by those
departments. I understand that approximately
$26 million which was due to be paid by the
Education Department will not have 10 be
paid. There is an apparent saving by that
arrangement. However, members should not be
fooled by what appears to be a reduction in
expenditure for that department. It only
reduces the expenditure in the figures that have

102}
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come forward. By the same token, because the
Treasury will not receive that revenue, there is
no saving. It still looks like the Government
was able to reduce revenue by that amount, and
that is wrong. It has only lowered those figures
artificially and intended to confuse.

An amount of $47.5 million from the fuel tax
is being used 1o pay off the Metropolitan
Transport Trust’s debt, and that also confuses
the figures. It seems that the Government is
taking less tax than it really is, However, when
that amount is added to the $50 million saved
by the changes to payroll tax, it appears that
$100 million has actually been saved and gives
the appearance that more taxes have been col-
lected. If that $100 million is added to the total
of $3.279 billion, that figure increases to
$3.379 billion.

The June decisions 10 increase the taxation
have been hidden, as I said earlier, The
Treasvrer and Hon. Joe Berinson said in their
statements that this Budget introduces no new
taxes. However, that is untrue. Taxes have
been increased by an amount of $78 million for
the rest of the 1986-87 financial year and by an
amount of $84 million for a full year. When
that figure is added to the increases in the
Hawke hike, the impact on ordinary families is
tremendous. )

As a result of the Government’s moves in
June to increase taxes by an amount of $78
million, every man, woman, and child in West-
ern Australia will pay an extra $57 in taxes.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are not suggesting
that the average family pays payroll tax, are
you?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: 1 am talking about
taxes generally. Who does the Minister think
really pays for tax increases in the end, whether
the tax increases are for water, electricity, pay-
roll tax, or other items. Those increases are
absorbed by the ordinary people of Australia.
The Minister has been involved in business.
Does he believe that those taxes are absorbed
by business and not eventually passed on to the
community? All taxes are passed on to the
community. The Federal hike totals $54 per
person. When those two figures are added
together, every man, woman, and child in
Western Australia pays an extra $111 in tax-
ation. For a family of two adults and two chil-
dren that amounts to approximately $450 a
vear. That is a considerable sum of money in
addition to all the other taxes. If we consider
the additional State taxes imposed, we will see
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that they amount to four times $57 for a family
of four; that is, $228 a year. That is not a small
sum of money at a time when people are having
the devil of a struggle to make ends meet, and
salaries and wages are being held down. The
money can be made up only by their being
more frugal and cutting back in several areas.

I refer to State taxation as it affects every
man, woman and child in Western Australia. [
will compare the performance of the Govern-
ment over recent years with that of the Liberal
Government some time before. In 1979-80, the
State taxation for every man, woman and child
in this State was $453. In 1982-83, it was $467
for every man, woman and child. The Labor
Party came to office in 1983-84, and the figure
rose to $522. With recent increases this year, it
has gone up to nearly $600 for every man,
woman and child in Western Australia. That is
a large sum of money. If we relate it again 10 a
family of four—two adults and two children—
that family is paying $2 360 a year in tax to the
State.

I know there was some considerable debate
on these matters in the Press quite recently. If
we look at the tax burden in Australia—not
just Western Australia—we see some staggering
figures with respect to the average family. In
1985-86 Federal and State Governments raised
$4600 a head in all forms of taxation,
compared with $3 600 a head 10 years ago.
This comparison is made on the same money
values. That may not sound much translated to
the average family of husband, dependent wife,
and three children, but at $4 600 a head that
amounts 1o a total for the family of $23 000.
Many people would pay much more than that
and others would pay much less. Thus in the
1950s an individual receiving the average
weekly wage paid about 10 per cent of his eam-
ings in taxation; today he pays something like
24 per cent.

We are not talking of small figures only. We
are not talking only of a few dollars here and a
few dollars there. We are talking about an enor-
mous tax burden on the people of Australia and
I am relating it to the Western Australian tax
hike of June when people were again hit solidly
at a time when there should have been restraint
in all sectors of the community. Indeed, there is
such restraint in much of the community, but
the Government seems to be showing no
restraint, even though it has suggested that that
is the case. 1 would accept that Hon. Joe
Berinson is a hard taskmasier when it comes to
Budget management and that there would be
enormous pressures on him. Nevertheless,

[COUNCIL)

there seems to be unlimited capacity to spend
public money in some areas of Government
and a general tightening up in some other
areas. | commend the Minister for those areas
in which there has been a tightening up, but I
suggest that it has not been across the board
and the tax burden has increased quite dra-
matically for that reason.

Taxation under the Burke Government over
four years can be compared with the total tax
take under the Liberal Government, In 1979-
80 under the Liberal Government, total tax col-
lections amounted to $326.5 million. ln 1982-
83 they amounted to $474.7 million. In 1983-
84 the figure rocketed substantially under the
first Labor Government to $584.1 million.
Today the figure for 1986-87 is $857.14
miilion. That represents an ¢normous lift in the
taxation take in only four years of a Labor
Government. So much for good management!
So much for budgetary savings and careful
management! So much for less government! We
have more government and a greater tax take.

Perhaps with the exception of Tasmania, no
other State faces the same tax hikes as Western
Australia at present. With some amusement 1
read an article reporting the words of Mr Les
McCarrey, who was a former Under Treasurer
for Western Australia for some years and who
is now with another organisation. He is a very
able and competent financial manager who has
a great record. He has the appreciation and the
respect of almost everyone in our community,
For Mr Burke to say that Mr Les McCarrey is
one of the New Right is just ridiculous. It
seems to me that anyone who dares Lo criticise
this Government is automatically branded one
of the New Right. I am confused. Is it supposed
to be the New Right or the extreme Right? The
next minute I will be labelled an extreme right-
winger—an utterly ridiculous proposition! I
would take such a statement as being com-
pletely wrong because I am a very moderate
sort of person who looks at things through fair
glasses. I am not biased at all.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Compared to what?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: To call Mr Les
McCarrey one of the New Right simply because
he dares to criticise some of the figures is rid-
iculous. He also commended the Government
in some areas.

Hon. Tom Siephens: He works for a New
Right organisation.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He does not work for
a New Right organisation. It does the Govern-
ment no good to attack a person like Les
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McCarrey, who has gained the great respect of
the community and who certainly knows
Budget management better than almost anyone
in this State.

I have already made reference to the big tax
hike and to the total tax collected. I guess the
Attorney General, as Minister for Budget Man-
agement, may well challenge the figure I gave of
something like $857 million for the 1ax take
this year, but T know that the actual receipis for
1985-86 were $727.838 million. The total tax-
ation estimated receipt for 1986-87 is $757.081
million. That seems a modest sort of increase.
However, if we estimate the effects of the dif-
ferent arrangements for the payroll tax, we see
that that adds another $52.5 million to the fig-
ure. If we take into account half the fuel tax
being used to defray the MTT debt, we see that
that adds another $47.5 million. Thus the total
estimated taxation is $857.081 million. In per-
centage figures, that is a 17.75 per cent increase
in the t1ax take by this Government this year.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: Are you sure?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Mr Berinson has not
disagreed with those figures.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: They arc not Mr
Murray’s figures, are they? You were quoting
Mr Paul Murray earlier. I thought the figures
may have been Mr Murray's.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: No, they are not Mr
Murray’s figures. I think the Leader of the Op-
position in a Press release quoted some of those
figures. If he did, Mr Paul Murray must have
checked up and used them. It is interesting that
Hon. Joe Berinson has not refuted the figures.

Hon, J. M. Berinson: I did not hear the fig-
ures, Mr Masters, but 1 will look forward to
checking in the greens.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am simply saying
that in our estimation the increase in taxation
take is 17.5 per cent, if we take into account the
changed payroll tax arrangements and the dif-
ferent arrangements for the MTT debt to be
serviced by the fuel tax levy. I would think that
the Minister for Budget Management would
now say that I am right.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is not what [ am
saying. I will give you a detailed reply in due
course,

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It seems to me I have
made some sont of impact on the Minister for
Budget Management. What we have to ask our-
selves is where it all started; why do these sud-
den tax hikes by Government go along the
course they are now taking?
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We have to start by going back to the
Premiers’ Conference in June. It was very
interesting to read a statement in The West
Australian of 29 June. This was the Premier
coming back from the Premiers’ Conference.
He was wringing his hands, looking up to
heaven, and he was reported as follows—

Mr Burke said that the State would be
about $53 million worse off as a result of
yesterday’s allocations.

“This will see the harshest mixture of
expenditure cuts and increases in govern-
ment taxes and charges that has been
imposed on WA for a number of years,”
Mr Burke said.

That is absolute rubbish. This is what we did in
dollar terms as far as the State’s tax was con-
cerned: We had an increase of 9.5 per cent. In
real terms that is a two per cent increase. That
is what the Government was looking for. It was
promised a two per cent increase and it got it.
As far as the State’s tax share was concerned, it
got what it wanted.

Hon, Graham Edwards: You would have to
be joking. The States never get what they want.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It would have been
fair to have expected no better than that two
per cent. In fact the Premier at some stage said
he was looking for that real increase of two per
cent which had been promised by the Federal
Government, and he got it.

To return to Mr Burke wringing his hands
and saying he is poverty stricken, I point out
that he has raised these taxes, but it is a great
big hoax. We know why that is. There were cuts
in specific purpose grants, and that is what he
was talking about. But that has little effect on
Consolidated Revenue. This Treasurer and the
Minister for Budget Management, who was
holding his hand, have used this as an excuse to
bump up State charges.

Hon. 1. M. Berinson: Are you aware of the
change in the tax-sharing arrangement imposed
two years ago?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Minister for
Budget Management will make all these
answers available to me, I hope tomorrow.,

Hon. J. M. Berinson interjected.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I thought the Minis-
ter may want to reply tomorrow.

Hon. J. M. Berinson; Don’t you believe any-
one else in the House wants to say anything?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Minister would
rather like that. I guess that in due course the
Minister will make the appropriate answers. If
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we look at the Consolidated Revenue Fund
table, under “Commonwealth” it gives tax-
sharing entitlement, health grants, interest con-
tribution, special revenue assistance, and
specific purpose grants; and the total for this
year, 1986-87, is $1.579 338 billion. Last year
it was $1.425 700 billion. That is an increase of
something like 10.8 per cent. That means that
this State has received from the Common-
wealth something like 10.8 per cent more than
last year. In fact, if members look at the figures
for previous years from 1982-83, there has
been a pretty consistent increase.

If I am wrong in stating the increase, the
Minister may well tell me, having calculated
the amounts received as a result of Common-
wealth grants and so on. 1 maintain we are no
worse off now than we could have expected. In
fact all the wringing of hands and looking to the
heavens and saying we are poverty stricken was
one gigantic hoax.

Hon. John Halden: How are you going to fix
it?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We would not have
come in with the massive tax hike which the
Government brought in and which was
totally unnecessary. | have already pointed out
that the Government’s overspending and lavish
ways are responsible for the tax hike. Members
opposite have entertained themselves and their
cronies, and they have raised this large tax for
which there was no need.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon, D. J.
Wordsworth): Order! The Leader of the Oppo-
sition should not encourage interjections from
the other side.

Hon. Graham Edwards: The best way to do
that is to sit down.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I did not hear that.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: It was an inane interjec-
tion not worth hearing.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: After the Premier's
Conference the Premier and Minister for
Budget Management came back to Western
Australia wringing their hands and saying to
the Press, “We are in for a tough time. We have
to get more tax from Government charges and
the like. Without them we would be in dire
shape.”

I am saying to the House that in fact we
received as much money as we could reason-
ably have expected to receive for specific
grants, and that does not affect Consolidated
Revenue.

[COUNCIL)

The Government is doing what it did in its
first three years in Government. In the first
year of its next term it is thumping the public
for massive tax hikes, hoping that in three
years' time all will be forgotten. I do not think
the public will forget this time. In his economic
statement the Treasurer used a figure of $306
million deficit. That is the difference between
what the departments asked for in 1986-87 to
provide the same services and the revenue
received in 1985-86. In other words, to keep up
the same services and meet the demands of the
departments he would need $306 million more,
and he would have to cut that back. He was
going to put his foot down.

A number of members in this House have
been Ministers, and they know very well how
departments work. They know very well, as I
do, that when departments put in their first
submissions they always use a higher figure
than they actually need, and the figure they put
in this time was an increase of something like
15.4 per cent. If there is another reason for this
15.4 per cent increase, the Minister for Budget
Maznagement can tell us, Having been a Minis-
ter and having had the departmental figures
and the first run, [ know that the first bids are
always horrific. The departments never expect
to get those figures.

Hon. Tom Stephens: Can you tell me which
other members have been Ministers, other than
yourself?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: There is the Deputy
President sitting in the Chair, and Ministers
and ex-Ministers. Joe Berinson is a Minister

“now. He knows only too well. Unfortunately

the member who interjected will never have the
opportunity, but there are members who would
know what it is all about.

Several members interjected.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We all know those
people who have been involved would know
very well how departments work. They know
very well that the first bids are what the
Government regards almost as an ambit claim.
That is really what it is all about. To go along
with that sort of story is to agree with absolute
rubbish.

There may be reasons other than inflation for
these bids to be increased. There may be some
added salary claims—we do not know—which
will greatly affect the Budget this year. The
Minister may put us right on that point. The
first bids are always pitched back to the depart-
ments with the message that they should do it
better.
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While talking about the Budget papers, there
are two areas to which I particularly want to
make reference. One is fuel tax. In 1986-87
there is an expectation that fuel tax will raise
something like $90 million at the rate of 4.1¢c
per litre,

We all recall the Premier—before he won
Government and in the early days of his
Government—making public statements and
printing media advertisements saying, “When
we get in, we will keep the price of petrol down.
We will not let it go up and have the poor
motorist paying for everything. We will control
it.” It has recently risen by another 2¢. It is up
to 4.1¢ per litre. The Government is collecting
$90 million by that means. We have to look at
where that fuel levy went before this year. The
fuel franchise licence fee, based on a 2.17¢ per
litre Government levy, in 1982-83 raised
$34.438 million. There was a small levy when
we were in Government to which I will make
reference shortly. In 1983-84 it raised $41.245
million, in 1984-85 it was $43.971 million and
in 1985-86 it was $48.042 million. There has
been a steady increase from $34 million to $48
million. All that money went to the Main
Roads Department. Much of it was spent on
road construction and maintenance.

Today, as a result of a piece of legislation
that went through last year the Government
was enabled—and we spoke strongly against
it—-to use some of the fuel franchise levy on
other things. We now see that the Government
has not given that fuel levy money to the Main
Roads Department. It gave less this year
compared with what it gave last year. Last year
the fuel levy to the Main Roads Department
was $46.042 million. This year it will be $42.5
million. Half of that $90 million is to help pay
off the MTT debt. It means that the Main
Roads Department is getting less in dollar
terms this year than it did last year. Half of the
levy introduced to pay for our roads is being
syphoned off to pay for other things.

I refer to the anticipated payments of the
Main Roads Department. We see that road
construction and maintenance will drop this
year by a substantial sum. Last year it was
$181.697 million. This year the money to be
spent on road maintenance is $176.067
million. That is a substantial drop in real terms
of $6.6 million on last year. We have to look at
the possible effects of reduced expenditure on
the maintenance of our roads.

A number of articles have been written on
road maintenance. I refer to a document called,
Councils West which is the official journal of
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the country shire councils written by Frank K.
A. Blaikie, which states—

Because deterioration on any aspect of a
building’s quality takes place at an increas-
ing rate, any delay in restoring a facility to
its original standard will increase rapidly
as time poes on, as shown in as the dia-
gram. . . However important it is to cut
back on expenditure, it must be clearly
understood that if we do not do the main-
tenance today, or this year, it is going 1o
cost us a lot more next year. Will we be
able to afford it then?

By substantially decreasing the Main Roads
Department vote and taking money which
should be properly used for road mainten-
ance—and we have done it for a number of
years—the roads will deteriorate to the stage
where there is a sudden drop. If we look at the
graph we will see that roads gradually deterio-
rate for a year or two and then all of a sudden
things become so bad that we have a tremen-
dous decline. The roads then have to be com-
pletely rebuilt. That is the danger, and that is
the risk the Government is taking in cutting
back the funds for those areas.

I warn the Government if it continues along
this path and it does not continue to provide
the finance to enable the Main Roads Depart-
ment to carry out maintenance in the city and
country areas, in a few years’ time there will be
an enormous bill for some Government to pay.

I refer 10 the balance of money going to the
MTT to offset its loss. An amount of $47.5
million from the fuel levy is to be given to the
MTT. This was previously provided out of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund., Because the
Government is not having to pay it this time, it
is giving the impression that there is less money
being spent in this area. It will not show in the
Government expenditure area. We are talking
about a Joss of $50 million, and will not show
in the tax revenue either. If the Taxation Office
were looking at private enterprise, it might look
sideways. It is a sleight of hand,

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is not a sleight of
hand. We were up-front with it and indicated
the effect on the total Budget.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: What I am saying is
that it has not been as well explained as it ¢could
have been. That is for a very good reason. The
Government is trying to talk up its figures on
less spending, less revenue, and less taxation,
which is not the case. If we look at the fuel tax
levy we will see that it has gone up by 2¢. It has
gone up from 2.17c to 4.17c. That is horren-
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dous, bearing in mind the Premier’s promises
in those early days when he was elected as
Premier. The effect of the fuel levy is bad for
city dwellers and is bad for people who travel
every day to work; and it is much worse on
people in country areas,

I draw members’ attention to a statement
made by the Premier on 9 July 1985 when
discussing the rural crisis. He said—

The State Government has adopted a
four-pronged approach to what it describes
as the agricultural costs cnisis.

He was speaking about the cost crisis in the
agricultural areas. He further stated—

The approach involves:
fighting higher fuel taxes;

If one imposes those fuel taxes to people in the
country the situation will become worse.
Country people will be affected to a much
greater extent than people in the metropolitan
area by these massive fuel hikes., Admittedly,
there is some relief in some areas of agriculture,
but I am talking about the people using their
cars, travelling as they must in country areas
where there is no public transport at all.

I refer again to how it affects people because
that is the only way one can explain it. When a
person fills up his vehicle with 30 litres of
fuel—which is an average figure—he is now
paying an extra 1.25¢ to the State Government.
That just about covers the subsidy paid to
every passenger who rides on public transport
in Perth. There is a loss to the State in public
transport of something between $1 and $1.50
for each time a person travels in a vehicle.

If one wants to see where the burden rests,
one has to make that comparison. The im-
mense tax hike in fuel is very severe indeed.
This Government spends, spends, spends. It is
puiting up country charges. The cost of dom-
estic electricity is up 12 per cent, the cost of
domestic gas is up 12 per cent, commercial
power rates are up 12 per cent, and country
water rates are up 7.1 per cent and the mini-
mum rate will rise from $57 to $65. Irrigation
charges are up 9.5 per cent and the third party
motor vehicle insurance fee is up 10 per cent.
These are impositions put on the whole com-
munity. Country people carry a much greater
burden than city people. The Government has
to be more careful than it has been. There is no
beiter example of, “spend, spend, spend” than
the Premier's own department. When the
Premier talks about economy he should look at
his own department.

[COUNCIL]

My understanding is that in 1985-86, in the
Premier’s own department, he had 30 policy
secretariat officers, but that in 1986-87 he pro-
poses to have 56 such officers. Further, in
1985-86 he had 48 administrative officers,
whereas it is proposed that he have 58 such
officers in 1986-87. So, we are talking about
114 staff the Premier has in just those two
capacities. If we take it that they are paid
$30 000 each a year—probably many are earn-
ing more than that—we have $3.4 million for
those people alone. The Government does not
skimp when it comes to providing money for
people in these positions, so this figure could
be higher. This is an indication of how dinkum
the Government and the Premier are on econ-
omies,

I commend the Government for proposing to
increase by an extra 215 the number of police
officers in the Police Force. 1 do have some
reservations about the Government’s proposal,
and I will raise them later. Certainly the Police
Force needs extra staff; it is under great press-
ure,

Public housing is an area where the Govern-
ment says it wil! spend $17.7 million extra.
That is fine, but I have some reservations here
also. It is good if this is a genuine increase, but
our research shows that although the spending
of $77 million cn Homeswest housing may pro-
vide a partial buffer against the difficulties in
the community at present, it seems to me that
the Government did not spend 19 per cent of
what was allocated in the housing area last
year. Perhaps I am reading the figures wrongly,
s0 I would like the Minister to reply on this
point. This year’s allocation to Homeswest is
for $77 million, but this is 19 per cent less in
real terms than last year's allocation.

1 wonder what will be the Government’s pol-
icy on day labour in the public housing area,
and whether the Fremantle fiasco, which cost
the Government an enormous amount on that
Homeswest project, has taught it that day
labour is not a good thing and that the
subcontractor system is, after all, worth
preserving and protecting.

It i5 interesting to remember that on two or
three occasions the Govemment has
introduced industrial relations Bills which have
sought to break down and destroy the
subcontractor system. Now that the Govern-
ment has had its fingers burnt on this
Homeswest project at Fremantle, it will not be
going ahead with some of this development, to
the tune of a good many millions of dollars,
and will be spending that saving in an area
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where the subcontractor system is working very
effectively. The way that the BWIU and the
like are imposing pressures on other develop-
ments has meant that building costs are horren-
dous in many areas. Now that the Government
has had its fingers burnt, it might be prepared
to accept that the subcontractor system has
considerable merit.

Hon. John Halden: Do you mean the quality
of houses?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Is the member saying
it is not a good quatity? Hon. Tom Butler is too
shrewd to have said that. Hon. John Halden
suggested that the subcontractor system was
not very good; certainly that the standard of
workmanship would not be as good as under
day labour.

Hon. John Halden: No, I said that the work-
manship is not good under the subcontractor
system in the housing industry.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I trust his comments
are on record now. I am sure that
subcontractors, who take great pride in their
work—people who have been responsible for
providing to the public some of the best value
accommodation in Australia if not the world—
will take note of his comments. People in this
House have knowledge of building costs in
other countries; they would know the very good
quality and the very cheap housing we have
here compared with what is available in the
United Kingdom where the price of housing is
just colossal. I am gtad Hon. John Halden’s
comments are on record because it means that
the subcontractors will be aware that they still
have a few enemies. They will know that there
are some people who still do not know about
The high quality of housing produced in WA
and the great thanks we owe this group of
people, the very lifeblood of the housing con-
struction industry.

I turn now to comment on tenant accom-
modation because I understand that the
Government is preparing to bring forward ten-
ancy legislation. I earnestly ask the Govern-
ment to look carefully at what it introduces
because if that legistation drives investors out
of the market, there is no way that any Govern-
ment will be able to fill that gap.

Most rental properties are supplied by small
private investors. These people often have two
or three houses as their nest egg which they
look at as something to protect their future.
Many are farmers, and others are small busi-
ness people.
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Hon. Fred McKenzie: They will
nothing to fear if they are honest.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If the tenancy legis-
lation is such that it drives these investors out
of the market, the $17 million extra to be
provided for Homeswest this financial year will
not even scratch the surface of the money
required. Even $150 million will not be enough
to meet the requirements of the tenancy market
in WA. Hon. John Halden shakes his head, but
this is a fact of life.

Hon. John Halden: It is not a fact of life.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: | am interested in the
comments made by the member. Is he saying
that if the investors leave the tenancy market,
the Government will be able to filt the void?

Hon. John Haiden: T am not going to have
you put words in my mouth, but in South
Australia that is not the situation,

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hor G. E. MASTERS: I want the member’s
comments recorded because they will be dam-
aging to him. Obviously he has no understand-
ing of what he is 1alking about and has made no
investigation of the matter. If the honourable
member were responsible for the sort of legis-
lation I am talking about, there would be a lack

have

- of accommodation available, because if these

small people leave the rental market area, if
they do not get a reasonable return, if they do
not receive certain rights, there will be no-one
in this State to fill the gap. Probably no-one in
this State more than Hon. Joe Berinson under-
stands what I am saying or understands the
grave risks of introducing legislation that drives
investors out of the market. Were these people
to leave the market a great burden would be
placed on the public purse through Homeswest.
Homeswest will not be able to pick up the tab.
Hon., John Halden is screaming, puffing, and
grunting, but he has no idea of the situation. I
am sure Hon. Joe Berinson would agree with
everything I have said on this matter of tenancy
legislation.

Let me talk about the reduced land tax be-
cause the Government last year said it would
reduce land tax by 10 per cent. Some people
whom I represent showed me their land tax bill
which was accompanied by a letter written by
the Premier stating that the Government had
cut their taxes by 10 per cent. However, the bill
had increased by $100.

[Questions taken.]

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: |1 was very close to
finishing my speech, but [ take the opportunity
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to make some comments in reference to what
the Attorney General said during questions.
The Attorney just now stood up and boasted
that by not using the Valuer General's valu-
ation, but rather using the WADC’s valuation,
the Govemmment gave the public a far beiter
return for some of the assets which were sold. |
draw his attention to the Valuer General’s valu-
ation of the Midiand complex and the stock
holding paddocks at $1.6 million. The Govern-
ment sold the complex itself—a large part of
that valuation—for $450 000. So much for the
Attorney General’s boast that the WADC gave
great benefit to the public. In this case at least
there was a great loss to the public.

In considering the Estimates and the Budget
papers, we se¢ the normal pattern. The Govern-
ment, in the first year of its three-year term, is
lifting taxation levels dramatically by 17.75 per
cent. In the third year there will be a reduction,
with the Government boasting it has done a
wonderful job. What we know is that the tax
hikes are the highest in Western Australia. The
Government's spending is reckless. We have
seen the emergence of what I would call a privi-
leged class of Government advisers, cronies,
special appointmenis—

Several members interjected.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS —-people who are
growing fat on the system, scheming and
manipulating while the poor get poorer under
this Government.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! When 1 call
“Order” that is what I mean. I am becoming
quite angry with members who persist. I do not
mind members making some interjections oc-
casionally when the occasion warrants, but
when 1 call *“Order” and members persist they
are in grave danger of spending the rest of the
day outside the Chamber. 1 do not think today
is one of those days when they would want to
do that.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: History will show
that this Labor Government’s activities will be
a period of deep shame for Western Australia.
The tax burden imposed on the public to pay
for this Government’s mismanagement and its
indiscretions is now weighing very heavily on
them. The public are waking up to the cost of
socialism in Australia. This Budget is typical of
what has happened. The Government cannot
keep telling lies to the public and hope 1o get
away with it.

A Government member: You have got away
with it long enough.

[COUNCIL]

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: At the end of the last
financial year the Government boasted it had a
small surplus. Now it is saying it has $56.5
million in interest earned over last year to bal-
ance the books. What this Government really
did was not to have a small surplus; it had a
surplus of $56.5 million-plus,

That is the real truth of it. That is the rate of
over-taxation which this Government has
imposed on this State. Those are not my fig-
ures, they are the figures of the Government
itself. Small surplus be damned! This is a devi-
ous Budget. In simple terms it means bigger
taxation, bigger government and bigger spend-
ing.

Adjournment of Debate

HON. N. F. MOORE (Lower North) [5.28
p.m.}: I move—

That the debate be adjourned.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Is it in order to move
an amendment that the debate be adjourned to
a later stage of this sitting?

The PRESIDENT: Not now, no.
Hon. Tom Stephens interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! If Hon. Tom
Stephens wants to know who has control of the
business of the House, 1 advise him that cur-
rently it is me. I am in the middle of putting a
question to the House.

Hon. Tom Stephens: 1 wonder whether it
would be in order for the member to withdraw
his motion?

The PRESIDENT: The honourable member
is certainly able to withdraw his motion if he
wants to. [ am about to put the question which
has been moved, and the question is that the
debate be adjourned to the next sitting of the
House.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

Debate adjourned to a later stage of the sit-
ting, on motion by Hon. Tom Helm,

MIDLAND SALEYARDS SELECT
COMMITTEE

Mr Peter Ellett: Called to Bar of the House

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths):
Order! Honourable members, in terms of an
order of the House made on Thursday, 16
October 1986, I now require the Black Rod to
conduct Mr P. G. Ellett to the Bar of the
House.

[The Black Rod conducted Mr Ellett to the
Bar of the House.)
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The PRESIDENT: Witness at the Bar, please
state your full name and address.

Mr ELLETT: Peter Geoffrey Ellett, 5 Pilsley
Place, Carine.

The PRESIDENT: Mr Ellett, the Legislative
Council has resolved that you have committed
a contempt by reason of your refusal to answer
a question put 1o you in the course of an in-
quiry conducted by a Select Committee of this
House. Copies of the relevant resolutions have
been supplied to you. Before the House pro-
ceeds further in this matter, is there anything
you wish 1o say, whether by way of purging that
contempt—for example, indicating that you
are now willing to answer the question—or
bearing on what penalty, if any, the House may
see fit to impose on you?

Mr ELLETT: Mr President, [ seek leave for
counsel to assist me during the course of these
proceedings.

Leave granted.

[Counsel assisting Mr Ellett appeared at the
Bar of the House.)

Mr MOMBER: Mr President, my name is
Peter Renwick Momber. I am a barrister and
solicitor and a partner of the law firm of
Jackson McDonald. I seek leave to represent
Peter Geoffrey Ellett before this House.

The PRESIDENT: Mr Momber, leave has
been given by the House for you to advise Mr
Ellett in the course of these proceedings.

Mr Ellett, the House has given leave for
counsel 1o advise you in the course of today’s
proceedings, and you are at liberty to confer
with him whenever you think fit. However, I
must tell you that in making any submission,
you are not permitted to call into question
either the substance of the House’s finding or
the propriety or lawfulness of the procedure
employed by the House in reaching that
finding. Those issues, so far as this House is
concerned, are not open to question here. It is
not in order for those issues to be traversed in
the course of today’s proceedings.

You must relate your submissions to why,
having been adjudged in contempt of this
House, you should not suffer any penalty that
the Legislative Council might otherwise see fit
to impose. If your remarks fall outside the re-
strictions I have outlined I will be obliged to
interrupt you and call you to order. Do you
clearly understand the meaning of what I have
said? If so, you may proceed.

Mr ELLETT: Yes, Mr President.
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Mr MOMBER: Mr President, my client has
asked that I speak on his behalf. He is not
skilled in these ways, being a businessman. I
seek leave to plead in mitigation for him.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The leave that was
granted by the House, and as 1 have already
outlined to you, Mr Momber, was that the wit-
ness may discuss with you any question or mat-
ter that he wishes, but it is for the witness
himself to make a submission.

Mr ELLETT: Mr President, I do not under-
stand these proceedings, and I have nothing to
say.

The PRESIDENT: Thank you. Unless any
member desires to ask a question of you I
would now ask you to withdraw in the
company of the Black Rod while the House
considers what further action it may wish to
take. Has any honourable member any ques-
tions of the witness? If not, I ask you 10 with-
draw with the Black Rod.

[The Black Rod conducted the witness from
the Chamber.]

Censure

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West—Leader of
the Opposition) [5.37 p.m.}: I move—

That Mr Ellett be censured.

In doing so, I put it to the House that Mr Ellett
deserves this censure for what can only be de-
scribed as a deliberate and calculated atiempt
to obstruct inquiries intended 1o get to the bot-
tom of what has been described as an improper
and dubious deal concerning the sale of a
valuable public asset at a give-away price.
Documents examined by the Select Committee
contained a number of untruths, namely the
naming of a non-existent company and the
non-existent directors of that company. False
evidence of that nature had to be examined by
the Select Committee and led to the asking of
questions which Mr Ellett refused to answer, 1
suggest Mr Ellett has been encouraged to take
the course of action that he has by the Premier
himself—

Hon, D. K. Dans: You are gelting worse.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: —in order to divert
attention from the prave charges laid against
his Minister and the Minister’s adviser, Mr
Paul Regan. In the circumstances, Mr Ellett
may well be the sacrificial lamb in the con-
spiracy by someone in or close 10 the Govern-
ment to defraud the public from gaining the
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proper return from the sale of a valuable public
assel.

The community is deeply concerned with the
serious nature of such activities. The blame lies
equally with the Premier and his Government.
Nevertheless, if genuine inquiries are to be con-
ducted by the Parliament in the public interest,
questions must be answered. I believe Mr Ellett
has largely brought upon himseif his appear-
ance before the Parliament, and he could easily
have avoided it. His being brought to the Bar,
followed by the censure of this House, is a
severe penalty in my view, the significance of
which should not be underestimated.

HON. H. W, GAYFER (Central) [5.39 p.m.):
We have been circulated with four motions
which could be moved by any member. The
first is that the House, having heard the wit-
ness, take no further action, and that he be
discharged; the others are that the witness be
reprimanded or censured—and it is indicated
that a censure is considerably stronger than a
reprimand—or that the witness be fined x
number of dollars. I understand also that the
motion, when moved and duly seconded, is
open to debate.

The motion moved by the Leader of the Op-
position falls very close to that which the
Ngnional Party has considered should fit the
crime.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The question of rel-
evance is not the issue now. That matter has
been decided by this House. Nevertheless, a
contempt of this House has been committed.
Therefore, we are at the present moment con-
sidering what shall be the penalty for such an
offence. What we have to decide is the degree
of weight which the answer to the question may
have had on the evidence submitted by the
Select Committee in arriving at its conclusions.
That degree of weight has never been measured
or stated by the Select Committee. We can only
assume that it had some weight or else the
Select Committee would never have asked the
question.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Why should you not
assume the opposite?

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Nevertheless, the
Select Committee complied and tabled its re-
port without that question being answered. Ac-
cordingly, I believe what has been contravened
is the right of the Select Committee appointed
by this House to ask a relevant question. Sen-
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tence has to be meted out according to that
contravention.

Hon. Robert Hetherington interjected.

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Censure, as has been
indicated by the paper in front of us, is a dras-
tic step. A censure is an expression of the
House’s grave displeasure. In the House of
Commons—the mother Parliament—there is
no provision for fining. There is only provision
for gaoling, so a censure would come in before
that step. In this House we have the provision
of a fine or gaol. 1 believe censure is appropri-
ate before those steps are taken,

I therefore support the motion.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan—Attorney General) [5.42 p.m.]:
In Mr Ellett’s appearance at the Bar today, we
have seen the culmination of a series of bad
judgments, excessive reactions, and gross abuse
of power by the Opposition majority in this
Legislative Council. In the result, it is not so
much Mr Ellett who is up for judgment but the
good sense of this House and the credibility of
the Council’'s committee system. That system
will not be credible until—at the very least—
there is an acknowledgment by the Opposition
of the need for a proper role on our committees
for Labor Party members.

Four years after the event, the Opposition
still has obvious difficulty in accepting the fact
that it is the Labor Party which constitutes the
Government in this State, and that we also
happen 1o be the largest party in this Council,
In the face of these realities, the continued
expectation by the Opposition that we should
accept a minority role in the House committees
is simply unrealistic—not to mention unprin-
cipled—and if not corrected it is bound to lead
to more such fiascos as we have witnessed over
the last week or so.

The special report of the Select Committee,
which has brought us to our current point, was
flawed from start to finish, In the first place, it
was based on a finding of fact which was
simply not supported by the evidence.

I refer to the special report allegation that
there was a persistent refusal by Mr Ellett to
answer a question about his financiers. I must
have made the point at least half a dozen times
that that allegation was factually wrong. It is
remarkable to observe that in something like
five hours of debate this was never once de-
nied. Instead, the House just bulldozed on with
its caricature of quasi-judicial proceedings and
with a grim determination not to allow itself to
get confused by the facts.
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Hon. P. G. Pendal: The facts which embar-
rassed you.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: In a second serious
disservice to the House, the special report also
advanced a highly questionable interpretation
of the Parliamentary Privileges Act. This took
the form of an assertion that questions as to the
form and source of Mr Ellett's finance were
relevant questions for purposes of section 8 of
the Act.

When the relevance of the questions to the
committee's terms of reference was challenged,
all sorts of explanations were offered, but not
one of them was persuasive. I refer in particu-
lar to the explanation by the Chairman of the
Select Committee, Mr Oliver, because as the
author of the special report he can surely be
looked to to at least understand what his own
words meant. As members might recall, Mr
Oliver argued that the disputed questions were
relevant to the terms of reference, specifically
to that term of reference which related 1o the
adequacy of the sale price of the abattoir prop-
erty. That was a strained argument at best and
it rested on an analogy with *‘subject to
finance” contracts.

The only problem is that Mr Ellett’s contract
was never expressed to be subject to finance,
nor was it. It was unconditional. Nonetheless,
the House insisted on carrying the charade
further.

One final point should be made and it is this;
Even if the special report was wholly correct—
instead of completely wrong—I would still
have argued against our taking the extreme and
historic measure which a calling to the Bar con-
stitutes. The disputed questions were simply
not that important and the real test—and I
refer here 10 Mr Gayfer’s comment—is that it
is impossible to suggest that the substantive
report of the Select Committee was affected
one iota by the absence of a reply. Nor can it be
said that Mr Ellett was uncooperative or ob-
structive in respect of his appearance before the
Select Commitiee.

The transcript takes no less than 55 pages 10
record his questions and answers so the evi-
dence in that respect is all in the other direc-
tion. The reaction by the Opposition has been
out of all proportion to the event, and in fol-
lowing Mr Oliver’s lead in this matter the Op-
position is in the process of holding this House
to ridicule—more than that, contempt. It has
been a disgusting performance by the Oppo-

3243

sition in this House and a gross abuse of the
power of its numbers,

Point of Order

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Mr President, I refer
you to Standing Order No. 83.

The PRESIDENT: I was about to draw the
Attorney General’s notice to Standing Order
No. 83. It clearly says—

No member shall reflect upon any vote
of the Council except for the purpose of
moving that such vote be rescinded.

I allowed the Attorney General some latitude
in several directions, incidentally, and not only
in that direction; but as the Attorney General
said he was about to wind up, I did not call him
to order. I have had the point brought to my
attention so I suggest he refrain from reflecting
on the vote of this House.

Debate Resumed

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: 1 will take that par-
ticular comment no further. I should make the
point, however, that even now, compounding
its earlier procedural ervors, the Opposition is
urging us to act pursuant to section 8 of the
Parliamentary Privileges Act without having
met the essential pre-conditions of section 7 of
that Act.

This motion, like the whole process which
has led up to it, is grossly unfair, an abuse of
power, an unwarrantied intrusion into private
affairs and, on top of that, pointless and sense-
less. It should be rejected.

Government members: Hear, hear!

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West—Leader of
the Opposition) [5.51 p.m.}: It is typical of the
Attorney General to put a smokescreen over
the whole issue. Just because a Select Com-
mittee of this House dares to investigate some
Government activity about which there was
strong doubt regarding the legality or the like—

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I will not tolerate
these interjections. [ warn honourable mem-
bers that I am the easiest going person in this
place, but [ can be difficult to get on with if
people defy me. Every member has had an op-
portunity to say something in this debate and
the fact that some members have chosen not to
do s0 is not my fault. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition is closing the debate, and I suggest to
members that they let him do so as quickly as
he possibly can.
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Hon. G. E. MASTERS: 1 will certainly do
that,

I say again that a smokescreen has been
drawn across the real issue; that is, a Select
Committee has dared to investigate the activi-
ties—dubious deals and the like—of the
Government.

The Opposition has been subjected to an un-
precedented attack by the Premier and his
Government for carrying out its duty. There is
very good reason why we went down that path.
There is no doubt at all that the real issues may
well be that some false evidence has been
given; it may well be that a valuable property
has been sold, under dubious arrangements, at
below market price; that a Minister may have
acted illegally; that a Government adviser may
be involved.

Indeed, the Premier’s action in attacking and
challenging the right of this House to make
proper investigations and report, not to Parlia-
ment, but to the public is a shameful act on the
part of the Premier. There is no doubt at all
that this House will continue to investigate the
actions of this Government or any other
Government if it sees the need and it will re-
por, as a Select Committee, to the Parliament
and the public without fear or favour.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result—
Ayes 17

Hon. Tom McNeil

Hon. N. F. Moore

Hon. Neil Oliver

Hon. P. G. Pendal

Hon. W. N, Stretch

Hon. John Williams

Hon. C. J. Bell
Hon. J. N. Caldwell
Hon. E. J. Charlton
Hon. Max Evans
Hon. V_]. Ferry
Hon. H. W. Gayfer

Hon. A. A, Lewis Hon. D. J. Wordsworth

Hon. P. H. Loackyer Hon. Margaret McAleer

Hon, G. E. Masters (Telier)
Noes 16

Hon. J. M. Berinson
Hon. J. M. Brown
Hon. T. G. Butler

Hon. Robert Hetherington
Hon. B. L. Jones

Hon. Garry Kell
Nev-iIl

Hon. D, K, Dans Hon. Mark
Hon. Graham Hon. S. M. Piantadosi
Edwards Hon. Tom Stephens

Hon. John Halden

Hon. Doug Wenn
Hon. Kay Hallahan

Hon. Fred McKenzie

Hon. Tom Helm (Teller)

Question thus passed.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Black Rod, would
you bring back the witness.

[The Black Rod conducted Mr Ellett to the
Bar of the House.]

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths):
Mr Ellett, the House has resolved that you be
censured. The Legislative Council expects that
witnesses appearing before its properly
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constituted Select Committees will answer
questions put to them that are relevant to its
inquiry. In your case you have refused to dis-
close information which the House believes
was relevant to the inquiry being conducted by
the Select Committee. In so deoing, you have
flouted the privileges of this House. Your
refusal shows clearly that you have little or no
regard for the institution and its unquestion-
able right to insist on the forced disclosure on
matters affecting this State. Your conduct de-
serves the severest censure and, as an indi-
cation of this House's displeasure, you are now
discharged from further attendance here.

[Mr Ellett left the Chamber.}]
Sitting suspended from 5.58 10 7.30 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (CONSQLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Consideration of Tabled Paper

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

HON. TOM HELM (North) [7.30 p.m.]: I
congratulate the Government on bringing in a
Budget which tries to meet the demands placed
on it by managing a mixed economy. We are
told that the economy is in decline; it is one in
which little or no investment takes place. The
dollar loses value, the Stock Exchange reaches
record indexes and takeovers abound, but
unemployment still faces many peapie.

Before we took questions at 5.00 p.m., Mr
Masters was on his feet explaining that the Op-
position, if it were in Government, would re-
duce taxes and charges across the board.
Unfortunately he was not able to explain how
he would cut them, or where the Government
would be able 1o make savings. In fact he ad-
vised the Government it would not be wise to
cut back spending on roads because problems
avoided today would cost more tomorrow. I
wonder how the Government is supposed to
behave to enable it to manage the economy?

Mr Charlton detailed problems with youth in
the country areas which he said needed ad-
dressing. That also costs money. How is the
Government supposed to operate where cuts
must take place? The Government takes the
blame for the bad things in the economy, but is
criticised when it tries to influence things so
that we all benefit.

Hon. N. F. Moore: You should have been
here when we were in Government.

Hon. TOM HELM: If more money is to be
spent, it is needed in our society to help those
less fortunate than . This Government tries to
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balance its responsibilities in the community at
large.

1 have to be fair about the aid allocated to the
rural sector which, according to some organis-
ations, is not enough, although they have never
received as much from any other Government.

In the Budget, stamp duty for insurance poli-
cies involving overseas trade is reduced, and
measures are introduced to make the Perth
Stock Exchange more active and attractive, and
to give assistance to small business, which
needs all the help it can get to protect it from
the multinationals which have yet to prove they
are in the business of helping the consumer.

The reason I mention those points is because
there is an air of scepticism in the Pilbara. We
have an example which I believe needs to be
highlighted in this Chamber. A company was in
the headlines as recently as yesterday, where its
activities in New South Wales were detailed.
This company has been in the headlines often
in the last few months. It has soured relation-
ships in two of the most settled communities in
the Pilbara, and caused an additional burden
on the taxpayer, both directly and indirectly.
Now this company has another target in the
New South Wales Besco battery factory.

1 refer, of course, to Peko Wallsend, whose
actions have cost the taxpayer hundreds of
thousands of dollars in unemployment benefits
because of its illegal lockouts, and probably the
same amount in indirect costs through welfare
and social service agencies because of the
trauma families have gone through, not to
mention the cost of the Industrial Relations
Commission sitting almost continuously since
the beginning of the Peko Wallsend regime.

If we go back on the history of Peko
Wallsend's operations in the Pilbara—or Cliffs
Robe River, as it was called before these people
took it over—we find the company was operat-
ing under an agreement reachedin 1979, It was
not an award, it was an agreement. The only
role the Industrial Relations Commission
played was to ratify all updating agreements
from 1972. It did that to ensure Government
policy was adhered to—not just Labor Govern-
ments but Liberal Governments as well—and
that any agreements arrived at were in line with
iron ore agreements throughout the Pilbara.

There were some nine unions there in 1972
79, and they are there now. The same com-
mission is there now. All that has changed is
that we have a new, inexperienced manage-
ment. So we have to try to look at the reason
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why there is the change of attitude in this new
management.

Cliffs Robe River never lost any money, it
always made a profit until Peko Wallsend took
over. Cliffs Robe River always had a record of
consulting with the work force to obtain the
maximum from its human resources so that it
had an efficient operation.

Why does Charles Copeman now attack the
same unions, the same commission, and the
Government which has been around for four
years? Is it because all other Peko Wallsend
operations have gone sour? For example, this
profitable operation which Cliffs was operating
went sour; therefore they had to borrow
money.

I am suggesting that the reason they had to
change the attitude at Cliffs Robe River is be-
cause they borrowed $170 million to buy into
the operation to get a profit. At the interest
rates they had to pay to service the debt, they
had to use the tactics they used unsuccessfully
in other operations.

These questions need answering. Perhaps we
should bring Charles Copeman to the Bar of
this House to answer some of these questions
which affect this State! Why should he be able
to jeopardise such an important revenue raiser
for this State as the Pilbara iron ore industry?
Why should he be allowed to destroy the har-
mony of the towns of Pannawonica and
Wickham by his unprincipled actions? Not
only has he undermined the work of Cliffs
Rebe River but also he has threatened the iron
ore industry. If members look at the history
of the Pilbara iron ore industry they will see
that a great deal of solidarity has been shown,
where different groups of workers have always
been prepared to aid other groups in the region.
This has eventually resulted in everyone’s
being willing to work for the good of the region,
both the workers and the management.

I emphasise that the Robe River operators
had always accepted free collective bargaining.
Charles Copeman now claims that there is too
much Government interference and that the
Industrial Relations Commission plays too big
a role in industrial relations. However, the op-
eration works now, as always, under an agree-
ment that has been ratified by the commission.
But first the agreement must be worked out
between the employers and the employees. The
commission never lays down an award. It is
better for good industrial relations if the
workers and the employers can come to an
agreement. Charles Copeman reckons we need
to go back to that which we already have.
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Hon. N. F. Moogre: He is the only one with
backbone.

Hon. TOM HELM: But he has no brains!
Peko Wallsend lost money in the month of
May, the only time it has lost money since it
started.

Let us consider some of the other things
Charles Copeman has declared he wants to do.
He wants to destroy the Federal and State
Labor Governments, those freely elected
Governments of this country and this State.

How have his actions affected the communi-
ties of Pannawonica and Wickham? Apart from
the employees, being summarily dismissed by
the major employer in those towns—something
which entitled them to unemployment
benefits—the families of those employees have
faced the strain of break-ups. Many employees
are sending their wives and children away from
the area because of the fear now present in
those towns. There is a feeling of suppressed
anger and the possibility of violence breaking
out.

I was told this moming that Peko is about to
go through a similar exercise again and that
there is a chance that at 8 o’clock tomorrow
morning all the work force will once again be
sacked—again illegally and again in defiance of
the commission. It is time members opposite
accepted that they can no longer say it is only
employees who do not behave responsibly, that
only management behaves responsibly.

Remember that a while ago when 1 was still
an iron ore worker, Hon. Gordon Masters,
was telling us that the rule of law must be
obeyed. He was advocating that workers and
unions be fined for not obeying commission
instructions. But what has happened with Peko
Wallsend? We have not heard any cries for
Peko Wallsend to be fined. It seems that in the
eyes of members opposite only the employees
can do wrong.

Hon. N. F. Moore: What about the TAFE
employees and Mr Pearce’s threat to change
their conditions?

Hon. Graham Edwards: Do you support the
current situation?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth): Order!

Hon. TOM HELM: The fact is that decisions
made by Peko Wallsend are leading to the com-
plete destruction of the towns of Pannawonica
and Wickham. Hon. Norman Moore talks
about TAFE employees, but really, have we
heard anything about the TAFE lecturers’
union being fined or deregistered? It seems that
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the workers in the Pilbara can be hit but we
must learn to accept one rogue employer. The
actions of Charles Copeman have cost the tax-
payers a lot of money. It also cost the taxpayers
a lot of money to set up the Iron Ore Industry
Consultative Council in order that problems in
the iron ore region can be resolved.

Let us now consider the effect on the towns
of Pannawonica and Wickham of decisions
made by Peko Wallsend. Because of the uncer-
tainty, the threats and the dangers involved in
what has happened, the people who have been
living in these towns are leaving them and
therefore we are losing the most experienced
iron ore workers we have. Furthermore, the
management of Peko Wallsend, in its wisdom,
has decided, for instance, that someone who
has never driven a shovel or a 150-tonne haul
truck can now be asked to do so. There have
been accidents. This has resulted in reduced
production. Because of the situation created by
Peko, many experienced workers are packing
their bags and leaving. Members opposite
might not understand that when we are talking
about a place like Pannawonica we are talking
about an oasis in a desert. The people living
there have put a lot of time into improving
their community and making their homes
reasonable.

Hon. N. F. Moore: With a lot of help from
the company.

Hon. TOM HELM: With a great deal of help.
It could not have been achieved without the co-
operation of the company and the employees.

We must recognise that Peko’s whole oper-
ation depends on its selling on the spot market.
Whenever a ship comes over the horizon it
needs to be able to load the iron ore straight-
away from the mine. Previously there were no
stoppages and no strikes, only consultation and
a good deal of it. But the employees of the
company are now leaving the iron ore region.

Hon. E. J. Charlton: It was just that the ice
cream was not right.

Hon. TOM HELM: If anyone opposite has
worked in 40°C or 50°C, as they do in the iron
ore region, it can be just one of these little
things that can break the camel’s back. I am not
saying that everything has been roses, or that
there have been no restrictive practices. We
were told there were over 200 restrictive prac-
tices, but in the commission we find that that is
now down to 32. Do members opposite know
what a restrictive practice is?

Hon, N. F. Moore: Ask the Prime Minister;
he wants a summit on it.
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Hon. TOM HELM: Those people with a bit
of commonsense know what is involved. Peko
considers it a restrictive work practice when an
employee refuses 10 work on moving conveyor
belts or machinery connected to electricity. If
the management says a worker has to work on
the machinery and the worker says it is not safe
to do so because it is moving and lives have
been lost, it is considered a restrictive practice.

We have a sense of pride in the Pilbara. The
faster the workers can get a job done the
quicker they get out.

When Peko Wallsend took over this year it
was asked quite bluntly whether there were to
be any changes, recognising that the life of the
mine was seven years. When BHP released two
more leases, the life of the mine went from
seven years to 27 years. Peko said there would
be no changes. The first thing it did was 1o sack
its four top men. So it does not just sack its
blue collar work force.

Imagine a person who has worked in the area
since 1972 at a certain job and in a certain way
over all those years. Such a person can now
find when he arrives at work in the morning
that he has been transferred from Pannawonica
down to Cape Lambert, or vice versa. This in-
volves a 300-kilometre journey. His kids go to
the local school. However, in the morning he
can be given a slip of paper indicating he is
now expected to work 300 kilometres away
from his home.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: On that day;?

Hon. TOM HELM.: Yes. It is accepted in the
normal course of events that some working
conditions will change from day to day. It is
accepted that one can, for instance, be short a
rigger. I was used to being sent to different
places for a day, or a week, or whatever. I
would tell my wife and go. But in this case a
worker may be gone permanently. He might
even have to go to a different category of job
altogether.

The commission has noted that it will be |

traumatic for families, which really has nothing
to do with the commission or th¢ management;
but a safety aspect is also involved because
people will be using differemt machinery, with
which they are not familiar. That is the prob-
lem that workers now have to face with Peko
Wallsend. The danger is that people will be
trt.

In the beginning Peko Wallsend took indus-

trial action against its employees—they were

all issued with notices of redundancy; they
were all sacked and sent down the road. I do
not know about members of this place, but if
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they were to go to work and someone was to
give them that instruction, they would be
dazed. The workers in New South Wales are
going through that now. They were told they
would be working until Friday, and then a
notice went up on the notice board saying that
they were all redundant. There was no warning.
It should not be as though it were an act of
God, or being hit by lightning. People should
know what is going to happen 1o them in the
future.

The employees were not intimidated by the
company’s action. They decided to report for
work, doing the same job in the same place
every day. They were not being paid, but they
reported for work. I understand, from reading
the newspaper, that the police up there were
not too happy about the situation. They have
been marvellous because although called on by
Peko to go onto the work sites and to take the
people off them, they did not provoke the
workers, who went peacefully,

Peko Wallsend went to the Supreme Court to
appeal against the decision of the commission,
and it lost. So basically the situation came
down to Peko carrying out an illegal act, and
the police had to support it in that, although I
know the police there really do not support
Peko. Matters came close to the whole of the
Pilbara going out in support of the workers
sacked by Peko, but this did not happen. Com-
monsens¢ prevailed and people were not pro-

‘voked into this action. Even though the

workers were not being paid, they reported for
work—

Hon. N. F. Moore: Why was that?

Hen. TOM HELM: They are responsible
people.

Several members interjected.

Hon. TOM HELM: I like it when members
of the Opposition talk about responsibility, be-
cause there is always a first time for everything,

In 1983, before the Hawke and the Burke
Labor Governments—

Hon. N. F. Moore: Wasn't Mr Hawke in
charge of it all before that?

Hon. TOM HELM: 1 am glad to get some
more information from the front bench of the
Opposition.

This is probably the first time that any em-
plover in recent times has taken action such as
that taken by Peko Wallsend. For the first time
the trade union movement was not provoked
or intimidated by an employer who, when it is
all broken down, committed an illegal act and
then went as far as the Supreme Court, which
upheld the decision made by the commission.
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This was 10 open the gates and let the pe_ople do
the work that they have so ably done since
1972.

I have tried to assess Peko’s action and its
effect on the economy, on support payments,
on loss of export earnings, and on our repu-
tation for reliability as a supplier of materials.
For the first time we realise, not only the im-
portance of our product, but also the effect of
the reliability of supply of the product.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: It took you a long time.

Hon. TOM HELM: As long as somebody
woke up.

Among all of these things, one good thing,
which nobody seems to have noticed—
although Peko Wallsend has caught the atten-
tion of the Press on numerous occasions—is
the shining light that Peko Wallsend is
Australian. It brought that Australian iron ore
back into Australian control, and nobody has
ever mentioned that. This is a really pood
example of buying back the farm, similar to
BHP when it bought back the farm.

Peko has acted in 2 most irresponsible way,
and I would suggest that it did so because it was
getting into trouble. Hamersley Iron, in 1984-
85, was running into trouble. There was gloom
and doom in the iron ore industry; sales were
dropping. Hamersley Iron, which is not
recognised as being the softest employer in the
Pilbara—far from it—came along and said,
“Here's the deal”—it showed us information
videos and gave us all the facts—"“we're in
strife and we need help.” What happened? No
problem, we all worked together.

What we had on one hand was an example of
everybody working together to address that
problem. On the other hand we have here an
example of Peko Wallsend only being able to go
along and talk about managerial prerogatives.

We must also be aware of the demand from
Peko that salaried staff sign a condition of
employment that, if called upon, they will do
blue collar work. That is against an unwritten
law of the Pilbara. Sure there are times when—
for example, when there is a railway break-
down—it is all hands to the wheel, and the job
must be put back on the road again. Everyone
gets stuck in and that is the nature of the job;
but at the same time there is a distinction be-
tween the foreman and wages staff. He is the
fellow who tells one what to do, and when it is
time to dirty his hands he will do that too. But
there has never before been a demand that staff
employees sign an agreement to do blue collar
work.
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This leads to a situation where, from my own
experience, the riggers could come into work
on a Monday morning when the staff em-
ployees have been out changing ropes on a
crane. There is no reason for that at all, particu-
larly if there is no shortage of riggers at the
time. If there is a shortage, then it is all hands
to work, That is the way it goes. Our job is to
ship out iron ore, much to the surprise of the
Opposition, and we take that job seriously be-
cause we know it is our future. Now we have a
small number of salaried employees who have
lost their future because when one is salaried,
as part of one’s conditions and so on, one has
secure employment and can make plans. One
has security for life and one can look after one’s
children’s future and so on. It is right across the
board-—it is not just the blue collar workers but
all the salaried staff as well. Now nobody is safe
and nothing is sacred.

I am making these comments because 1 will
have to go 10 the north of the State and tell the
people about the Budget. Obviously we would
like to get more from the Government to assist
in some areas, particularly to solve the social
problems. However, we have 1o do without
some things because we live 50 far from the
city—a good thing in many ways.
Unfortunately, it is difficult to explain that to
people when the rural sector receives so much
money.

I refute the claim that taxes and charges are
destroying small businesses in the Pilbara.
Many people have begun their businesses in
backyards and front rooms and have developed
with the towns, as we have seen with the expan-
sion of Karratha. Many small businesses have
benefited from that development. The develop-
ment of the North-West Shelf has seen the
Pilbara preceed towards its full potential. How-
ever, that great development has now involved
an influx of multinational companies which
have never put one cent towards that develop-
ment and, therefore, have no loyalties. They
destroy the small businessmen, sometimes
within weeks after their arrival. When a small
business goes in to bat against a multinational,
it needs all the support a Government can give
it.

Along with other members, [ have explained
to the people why a Labor Government needs
1o assist small businesses as well as workers.
The iron ore industry contributes much to the
development of the Australian economy. Mem-
bers should not forget that, for 15 years, most
of the profit from Cliffs Robe River, which has
been estimated at £60 million on a throughput
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of 15 million tonnes of iron ore a year, has gone
overseas. If Peko Wallsend had gone the right
way about dealing with its problems, we would
have been happy to assist it, because at least
the profits were staying in Australia

I have mentioned the restrictive practices
and the reason the people in the Pilbara feel
cynical about the Government when they see it
attempting to look after the business people.
But it is important that the people understand
the importance of both business and industry
to the economy of this State.

3249

Finally, Hon. G. E. Masters spoke about the
promises by this Government to cut petrol
prices. This Government reduced the price of
petrol, but, because of lobbying by the petrol
lobby—a powerful lobby—petrol prices were
increased.

I support the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. P. G.
Pendal.

House adjourned at 8.05 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SMALL BUSINESS
Rural: Reports

377. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the

House representing the Premier:

{1) Has the Government received the re-
ports from—

{a) the rural- small business com-
mittee; and

{b) the RAIC machinery committee
on the plight of small business in
rural areas?

(2) If so, what decision has been made?
Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) (a) Yes;

(b) no.

{(2) A rural non-farm business working
party has been formed to collect and
collate information from a variety of
sources, and provide the Minister for
Small Business with advice on the

" basis of the information collected. I
would like to say that 1 am extremely
happy with the efforts of the working
party and the breadth of information
it has collected in the time available.
However, the working party’s advice
forms only part of the total picture,
and a number of other factors need to
be considered by Cabinet, including
the current economic environment.

Cabinet investigations are continuing
and when all necessary information
has been received a decision will be
made. All interested groups will be
duly informed once Cabinet is in a
position 1o make a final decision.

MOTOR VEHICLES
Ministerial: Orders

406. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for

Budget Management representing the
Treasurer:

(1) Is it correct that an order has been
placed for some new cars for Minis-
ters?

(2) If so, are the ordered vehicles Ford
LTDs?

(3) Is it correct that the original order for
Fairlanes was later changed to LTDs?
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{4) Why was this change made when
Fairlanes cost approximately $10 000
less than LTDs?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

(1) There is no current order for any new
vehicles for Ministers.

(2) to(4) Not applicable.

EDUCATION

Bunbury Institute of Advanced Education:
Library Resource Centre

439. Hon. V. J. FERRY, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the
Bunbury institute is starved of funds
to service its library resource centre?

{2) Has he received a submission from the
institute for a grant 1o overcome this
problem?

(3) If so, how much money will be granted
to meet the deficiency?

(4) If the Government will not provide
the required funding at this time,
when may it be expected that funds
will be available?

(5) In view of the Government’s commit-
ment to the “Bunbury 2000 strategy,
will the Government guarantee ad-
equate funding to permit the institute
to fulfil its educational role of serving
the south-west region?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

{1) I do not accept that Bunbury Institute
of Advanced Education is “‘starved”
for funds. All tertiary institutions
funded by the Commonwealth operate
under great financial constraint at
present, and this creates difficulties
for the Council of the WA College of
Advanced Education to fund its ac-
tivities, including Bunbury, in the way
it would wish.

(2) Yes.

(3) It has not been possible to make a
grant in this financial year.

(4) WAPSEC will be presenting argu-
ments later this year to the Common-
wealth Tertiary Education Com-
mission for enhanced funding of
WACAE and its branch at Bunbury in
the 1988-90 triennium,
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(5) Funding levels cannot be guaranteed,
but every effort will be made to per-
suade the Commonwealth to enhance
the present provision.

EDUCATION
Overseas Marketing: WA Exim Corporation
441. Hon. N. F. MOORE, 1o the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:
(1) Has a meeting of educational insti-
tutions been held to discuss the use of

Exim Corporation in the marketing of
educational services in South East

Asia?
(2) If so,
(a) which institutions were
represented; and

(b) which institutions have decided
to use the services of Exim?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) No. A meeting was held with edu-
cational institutions to discuss the co-
ordination of overseas marketing of
educational services. During the meet-
ing the possibility of Exim Corpor-
ation assisting in this task was dis-
cussed.

(2) () University of Western Australia,
Murdoch University, Western
Australian Institute of Tech-
nology, Western Australian Col-
lege of Advanced Education, Edu-
cation Department—TAFE and
Canning College, and Inter-
national College of Western
Australia.

(b) This is a matter for individual in-
stitutions to determine.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Technology: In-service training

442. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

{1} Does the Minister recall his Govern-
ment’s pre-election commitment to
ensure “‘greater awareness of modern
technology by teachers through in-ser-
vice training™?

(2) Following the termination of the
Commonwealth computer education
programme, what facilities will re-
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main in Western Australia for the in-
service training of teachers?

{3) What funds will be made available in
1986-87 for professional development
in respect of computers in education
at the primary level?

(4) What specific actions has the Govern-
ment taken to realise the commitment
at part (1)?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) and (3} In the light of the Common-
wealth cuts in computing and in-ser-
vice education, the Education Depart-
ment is preparing for me options re-
garding how best 10 provide in-service
training for computer education.

(4) (i) Initiated a detailed plapning
study of school computing needs
and a review of current policy, in-
cluding in-service of teachers;

(ii) developed innovative educational
software for primary and second-
ary schools and begun trials with
teachers;

(iii) developed new courses for sec-
ondary schools with provision for
appropriate in-service;

(iv) Developed and tralled a new ap-
plication of videodisc technology,
involved teachers in selected
schools;

(v} supported a wide range of school-
based and regionally-based pilot
projects involving applications of
communications and information
technology.

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY STUDY
Findings
443. Hon N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

(1) Does the Government agree with the
findings of the recent information
technology study commissioned by
the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Industry and Technology?

{2) What action will the Government take
to remedy the problem identified in
that report that “the Western
Australian education sector cannot be
favourably compared with the other
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States in its performance with infor-
mation technology™?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) The Government has received the re-
port and distributed it widely for com-
ment as part of an on-going process to
which interested parties are invited to
make representations.

{2) The opinion referred to seems to be
unsupported by direct evidence within
the report. No action will be taken un-
til the Government has had the oppor-
tunity tc assess reaclions from
informed discussion.

EDUCATION
Computers: Subsidies

444, Hon. N. F. MOCORE, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

(1) Has the dollar-for-dollar subsidy in re-
spect of computer purchases for edu-
cational purposes been withheld?

(2) If so, from when and until when?

{3) Having regard for the Government's
failure to proceed with its plans to in-
stall additional computers in accord-
ance with its pre-election promise,
what is its reason for withholding the
aforementioned subsidy?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

{1) Yes.

(2) The allocation of subsidy was
withheld from January 1986.

(3) The subsidy has been withheld until
the 1986-87 Budget, pending the final
decision on the supply of additional
computers, in order to prevent the
possible unnecessary expenditure by
schools.

MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT
Owner-drivers: Job Loss

449, Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Leader of
the House representing the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it correct that five owner-drivers in
Kalgoorlie are to lose their jobs with
the Main Roads Department?

(2) If so, what is the reason for this de-
cision?

(3) Are any owner-drivers in any other
towns to lose their jobs?

(4) If so, how many and in which towns?
Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

(1) Five owner-drivers employed by the
Main Roads Department in
Kalgoorlie division have been told
that their trucks will be permanently
stood down. All drivers have been
offered alternative employment not
requiring the use of their trucks with
the department. One driver has re-
signed to take up other employment.

{2) For some years now Commonwealth
legislation covering the provision of
funds to the State for roads has
required that tenders be called for cer-
tain construction works. This has
resulted in more of the department’s
works programme being carried out by
contract and a consequent reduction
in the size of the department’s day
labour work force. Also, many cartage
tasks can now be undertaken more
economically by contract or by the use
of trucks, semi-trailers, or road trains
hired on a short-term basis. It has
been decided that the department
should reduce substantially the num-
ber of owner-driver trucks to achieve
greater flexibility and ensure that cart-
age opecrations are carried out in the
most cost-effective way.

{3) Stand-downs of trucks operated by
MRD-¢mployed owner-drivers in
other divisions will be necessary be-
fore the end of 1986. All owner-
drivers will be offered alternative em-
ployment with the department not re-
quiring the use of their truck.

(4) The divisions where stand-downs are
anticipated before the end of 1986 and
the number expected to be involved
are—

Bunbury—7

Carnarvon—4¢

Geraldton—4

Kimberley—4

Narrogin—2
Discussions have already been
undertaken with the Australian
Workers Union with the overall need
to reduce the truck levels. Discussions
have also been undertaken with the
individuals and it is intended to fol-
low this action with other individuals
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as necessary. In addition, the AWU
has requested a further meeting and
this will take place as soon as possible,

WATER RESOURCES
Cue: Restrictions
450. Hon. N. F. MOORE, t0 the Leader of

the House representing the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is it correct that water restrictions will
apply in Cue this summer?
(2) If'so,
(a) why are there to be restrictions;
and
{b) what is the amount of water al-
lowed per household?
Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) No.
{2) Notapplicable.

HOUSING
North Fremantle: Tenders

453. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister
for Community Services representing the

Minister for Housing:
What were the highest and lowest ten-
der prices submitted for the construc-
tion of the 38 units in Thompson
Street, North Fremantle and the 15
units in Sewell Street, East Fremantle?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

38 units—
Thompson Street, North
Fremantle
Highest tender—$3 234 162
Lowest tender—3$2 543 000.

15 units—
Sewell Street, East Fremantle

Highest tender—$1 155 650
Lowest tender—3$997 850.

HOUSING
Land Sales
454. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister
for Community Services representing the
Minister for Housing:
In each of the last three years, how
much has been received from the sale
of Homeswest land in the following
categories—
(a) residential sites;
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(b} commercial sites;
(¢) other sites?
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
Unfortunately, the information

requested is not retained in the format
required by the member. It would take
considerable time and effort to extract
the information and I would find it
difficult to justify doing so. However,
if the information is critical to the
member, without commitment, 1
would be prepared to consider a
further request.
To assist the member, the following
information is provided—

1983-84 1984.85 198586

$11.754m $15.934m $17.676m
$6.81Im $6295m $3.065m

Sale of subdivided land-—includes
residential, commercial, and others
Special sales—broadacres

WORKS
Building Management Authority: Tenders

464. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister
for Works and Services:

(1) How many projects has the Building
Management Authority tendered for
in the past 12 months?

(2) What were the projects and tender
prices for each project in which the
BMA was awarded the project?

(3) Which of these projects have been
completed?
Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

The information is being extracted for
the member and he will be advised by
letter when it is available.

LAND RESUMPTION
Cofllier Pine Plantation

465. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Works and Services:

I refer to the resumption of land at
Collier Pine Plantation, Location 168
Volume 1116 Folio 985. In 1982, were
Messrs Raymond, Edward, and Kevin
Wood, from whom the above land was
resumed, paid the 10 per cent compul-
sory acquisition allowance due to
them under section 63 (c){i) of the
Public Works Act?

Hon. D, K. DANS replied:

This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister for Works
and Services. It has been referred to
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the Minister for Planning who will
answer the question in writing.

LAND RESUMPTION
Collier Pine Plantation

466. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Planning:

Would the Minister provide details of
the items included in the compen-
sation sum paid to Messrs Raymond,
Edward, and Kevin Wood, in 1982,
for resumption of land at Collier Pine
Plantation, Location 168 Volume
1116 Folio 9857

Hon, KAY HALLAHAN replied:

Settlement was made by way of con-
sent to judgment which was a lump
sum  settlement—3$185 000—repre-
senting the value of the land, allow-
ance for compulsory taking under sec-
tion 63(c)(i) of the Public Works Act,
and court costs. In addition the plain-
tiffs were paid interest,

TRAFFIC LIGHTS

Manning Road-Waterford Avenue: Right Turn
Arrow

472. Hon, P. G. PENDAL, to the Leader of
the House representing the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it correct that a request from the
Waterford Ratepayers’ Association for
a “right tum arrow” to be incorpor-
ated into the traffic lights at the junc-
tion of Waterford Avenue and
Manning Road, has been rejected?

(2) If so, what were the reasons for the
rejection?

{3) In light of the widespread concern
among local residents regarding the
potential hazard at this intersection,
will the Minister review the decision?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) and (3) A very small number of ve-
hicles make the right turn movement
from Manning Road into Waterford
Avenue, which can reasonably be
made at any time during the Manning
Road green period. To include the
phase in the traffic signals would in-
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volve a disproportionate delay for all
other users of this intersection.

SHEPPERTON ROAD
Property
Acquisitions
473. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Planning:

How many negotiations for the pur-
chase of properties in Shepperton
Road, Victoria Park, took place be-
tween | January and 30 September
19867

Hon, KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The number of offers to purchase land
along Shepperton Road made by the
State Planning Commission between
January and September 1986 number
six. There are several others currently
being considered.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Lathlain:
Covered Assembly Area

476. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

(1) Does the department agree that school
assemblies, physical education classes,
and performances by arts and other
visiting groups are an integral part of
contemporary primary school edu-
cation and that without such activities
some children would be
disadvantaged compared to others?

(2) If so, would he please speed up the
construction of the needed, and pre-
viously requested, covered assembly
area at the Lathlain primary school,
where during the winter such activities
have to be cancelled due to the lack of
suitable covered accommodation in
inclement weather?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) Yes.

{2) The provision of a covered assembly
area at Lathlain Primary School will
receive due consideration in relation
to the needs of other schools.

The Government is doing its best to

make up for the neglect of previous
Liberal Governments in the provision
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of covered areas for schools, but there
is a large backlog.

COMMUNICATIONS
Special Broadcasting Service: Abolition

477. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Maulticultural and Ethnic
AfFairs:

(1) Does the Minister support the Federal
Government’s decision to abolish the
special broadcasting service and inte-
grate it into the ABC?

(2) Has he conveyed any attitude on the
matter to the Federal Government
since the Federal decision was made?

(3) If so, will he detail that attitude?
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied;

(1) to (3) This matter was covered in a
press statement issued by me on 20
August 1986, a copy of which I will
forward to the member.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: PERTH
TECHNICAL COLLEGE SITE

Sale: Below Valuation

478. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Leader of
the House representing the Premier:

I refer to the Premier's remarks in The
Bulletin of 2 September 1986 in which
he noted that a Government property,
sold to a private company for $32
million, was valued by the Valuer
General for $16 million and ask—

(1) Has an investigation been
commenced to establish why the
Valuer General’s valuation was
100 per cent outside the market
value?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon. D. K. DANS 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.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Metrapolitan Area: Ratepayers

479. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney
General representing the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) How many ratepayers and/or resi-
dents are there in—

(a) the City of Subiaco;

(b) the City of Claremont;
{c) the City of Nedlands;
(d) the City of Melville; and

{e} the Victoria Park and Carlisle
wards of the Perth City Council?
(2) Approximately what rate revenue is

raised in each of the cities mentioned
and in the two wards of the PCC listed

in part (1)?
Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
ABS Total
Population Rates
Estimates  Collecied
1984-85 1984-85
(1) (a) Subiaco 14260 $2 608 500
(b) Claremont 8490 31 506 900
{c) Nedlands 20300 $1994000
(d} Melville 67940 $6993100
{e) Perth* 82 740 $21 959400

*The Department of Local Govemnment
does not hold information on the number
of residents in the wards mentioned.

(2) It is suggested that the Perth City

Council be contacted directly for the
detailed information sought on ward
rate revenue and residents.
The Minister has arranged for the De-
partment of Local Government to
send the member a copy of a depart-
mental summary of council rating
levels and systems throughout the
State.

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
Office: Refurbishment
480. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for

Community Services representmg the
Mirister for Education:
Further to my question 347 given on 7
October 1986, will the Minister—

(1) Provide details of the expenditure
of $9659 on furniture for his
office and reception area?

(2) Advise the reasons why new fur-
niture of this value was con-
sidered necessary?
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(3) Advise the age and condition of
the replaced furniture?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) Reception—

2x3 seat settees

1 coffee table

Minister’s office—

2x2 seat settees

2 single chairs

2 coffee tables 1 large and 1 small

Reupholstering of 2 executive

chairs

and Minister’s chair $6 097

{2) and (3) The replaced fumiture was

about 4'%2 years old. As the furmiture
was in such a dilapidated condition
and beyond cleaning and repair, it was
considered necessary to replace it.

$3562

ROAD .
Newman-Port Hedland: Upgrading

Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Leader of
the House representing the Minister for
Transport:

Further to my question 349 of 7

October 1986, will the Minister ad-

vise—

(1) Why was the allocation of funds
for 1985-86 reduced to $1.360
million—allowing for the $§.04
million transferred to the Port
Hedland-Newman section in July
1985—from a level of $2.960
million in 1984-85?7

(2) Why was the 1984-85 allocation
less than the 1983-84 allocation?

(3) What is meant by “reasonable
progress” in relation to future
work on widening the highway?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

(1) The Commonwealth Government is

responsible for funding the construc-
tion and maintenance of national
highways and determines priorities in
allocating funds.
In 1985-86, the high priorities placed
on the Newman-Port Hedland and
Fitzroy Crossing-Halls Creek projects
by the Commonwealth Government,
together with the urgent need for re-
construction and widening of Eyre
Highway, severely curtailed the funds
that could be allocated to the widening
between Wubin and Meekatharra.

481.

[COUNCIL)

(2) The allocations were based on
priorities and the amounts needed to
complete specific sections.

(3) At present funding levels, about 20
kilometres a year are being done,
However, it is hoped that this level
can be increased when other higher
priority projects are completed.

HOUSING
Stevens Street, Fremantle: America’s Cup
Subsidy

486. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister
for Community Services representing the
Minister for Housing:

How much was the special America’s

Cup subsidy applicable to the

Homeswest project referred to as the

Stevens Street, Fremantle project?
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

$2 million.

AGRICULTURE
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation;
Rehabilitation Grants

489. Hon. W. N, STRETCH, to the Leader of
the House representing the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) What are the guidelines for the re-
habilitation grant of $8 000 under the

RAFCOR scheme in Western
Austraha?

{2) Are these guidelines uniform through-
out Australia?

(3) Has WA set up its own guidelines?
(4) If so, when were they established?

{5) Will the Minister, as a matter of ur-
gency, publicise the current guidelines
for—

{a) the above grant; and
(b) all the other RAFCOR schemes?

(6) Does an applicant have to be bankrupt
before being eligible for a rehabili-
tation grant?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

(1) Rehabilitation assistance is available
under part C of the rural adjustment
scheme. The conditions of eligibility
are provided by the States and North-
ern Temritory Grants (Rural Ad-
justment) Act 1985, a Commonwealth
Act.
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(2) Yes.
(3) No.
{4) Not applicable.

{5) (3) and (b) Publicity of schemes
administered by RAFCOR has been
an on-going process.

(6) No.

APIARY
Honey Pool: Liquidation

490. Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Leader of

the House representing the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) Is it proposed during the next 12
months to place the Honey Pool of
WA into liquidation?

(2) If the Honey Pool is wound up, how is
it proposed 10 distribute the assets and
reserve funds of the pool?

(3} (a) Will the distribution of the assets
of the pool benefit all the pro-
ducers of honey in Western
Australia; and

(b) ifso, in what way?

(4) Will the financial contributions and
other interests of previous honey pro-
ducers in the assets of the pool be
protected if it is liquidated?

(5) In what way will they be protected
and/or compensated?

(6) What cut-off year will be selected for
registering an interest in the assets of
the Honey Pool of WA by previous
participants who are no longer partici-
pants?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

{1} to (6) The committee of inquiry into
the marketing of honey and bee
products in Western Australia
recommended that the Honey Pool be
converted 10 a more commercial
mode. I am currently having dis-
cussions with various sectors of the
industry concerning this issue. No de-
cisions have been made.

LAND RESERVES
Negotiations: Local Authorities

Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Minister
for Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

{1} When dedicating parcels of land under
the powers of the Conservation and
Land Management Act 1984 for such
purposes as additions to State forests
or national parks, does the Minister or
his department always negotiate with
relevant local authorities within six
months or less of the Executive Coun-
c¢il meeting acling on such
recommendations?

{2) Does the Minister or his department
give notice to relevant local
authorities of the intention to dedicate
such areas as lie within their bound-
aries, or abut their boundaries?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) and (2) Section 14 of the Conser-
vation and Land Management Act
prescribes the requirements for con-
sultation with local authorities in re-
spect to the reservation of a marine
nature reserve or a marine park. Sec-
tion 22 of that Act prescribes the re-
quirement for the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority to in-
form local authorities in respect to any
proposal to establish a national park
or nature reserve.

In addition to the statutory require-
ments, it is customary for officers of
CALM to consult with local
authorities.

TECHNICAL AND FURTHER
EDUCATION

Forrestfield: Enrolments

493. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the

Minister for Education:

(1) Is it correct that from 1987
Forrestfield Technical School will
only enrol first-year students?

{2) If s0,

(a) what is the reason for this; and
(b) where are students, other than

first years, expected to enrol to
continue their studies?
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Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION
English As a Second Language: Funding

494. Hon. N, F. MOORE, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

{1) Does the Minister support the de-
cision of the Federal Government to
reduce funding for the English as a
second language programme?

{2) If not, what action has he taken to
have the Federal Government reverse
this decision?

. (3) If so, why?
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) No.

(2) and (3) The Minister met formally
with Senator Ryan in Canberra on Fri-
day, 27 September. During the course
of their discussion, it was made clear
to the Senator that the proposed
funding cuts would markedly affect
the State’s ability to maintain stages 2
and 3 programmes at their present
levels and that a major reorganisation
of these programmes would be necess-
ary in 1987.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: PERTH
TECHNICAL COLLEGE SITE

Sale: Below Valuation

148. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for

Budget Management:

(1} I refer to the Premier’s remarks which
appeared in The Bulletin of 2
September in which it was noted that
a Government property, which was
valued by the Valuer General for $16
million, sold to a private company for
$32.2 million. Has an investigation
been commenced 1o establish why the
Valuer General's valuation was 100
per cent outside the market value?

(2) If not, why not?

[COUNCIL)

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

(1) and (2) As far as I am aware, there has
been no inquiry of that nature and |
am not aware of any justification for
it. There has been no suggestion that
either that valuation or other valu-
ations also of an amount lower than
the eventual sale price were not con-
ducted in a proper professional man-
ner or that they were necessarily inac-
curate because of the later and better
sale.

CRIME: JUVENILE
Increase: Concern

149. Hon. E. J. CHARLTON, to the Minister

for Community Services:
I received two phone calls from
country communities expressing con-
cern about a sudden increase in juven-
ile crime in those two centres.

(1) TIs the Minister aware of the dra-
matic increases? )

(2) Does she think that, by making
the department aware of those in-
creases, it may be possible to take
some action to deal with the prob-
lem?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) and (2) I am not aware of the two
incidents referred to by the member.
If there is a trend such as that referred
t0 by him, the department will cer-
tainly look at what programmes could
be put into place to overcome the
problem.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: PERTH
TECHNICAL COLLEGE SITE

Sale: WADC Involvement

150. Hon. MAX EVANS, to the Minister for

Budget Management:
I refer to the previous question about
the sale of the Perth Technical College
site. The Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation said that the con-
tract was entered into for an amount
of $20.5 million. The transfer of jand
for that amount was lodged at the
Titles Office on 10 December. How-
ever, it was lodged only a few days
before a transfer was lodged by the
next purchaser for an amount of $33.5
million. What is an agent of the
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Crown doing being involved in a deal This is an absolute classic case of
like that? young people being bored and finding
Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied: something destructive to do, to the
I am not the Minister responsible for detriment of the well-being of people

in the community. Communities are
the WADC, and 1 have no comment. advised to get behind recreational and

other preventive programmes. If they
do not, they will be contributing to the
very destructive behaviour of some of
their young people.

CRIME: JUVENILES
Increase: Solutions

151. Hon. E. J. CHARLTON, 10 the Minister
for Community Services:

Further to my previous question, has STATE FINANCE: BUDGET
the department any ongoing pro-

ced . ter for h bl A Allocation: Rural Youth Council
feﬂ::le lso?o cafer for the problems re- 153. Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Minister

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied: f("l’)ci°":l':‘“;?$s“f';‘““ ‘e coud i
There are a number of programmes D ihe hght of her remarks, con'd she
available to communities. I made the explain why the Rural Youth Council
point last week that there are two has had its funds cut from $323 000 to
main thrusts involved in those pro- fi; 0(.)?0’ hardly enough to pay a sec-
grammes. The first is to implement a etary
recreational programme to provide ac- (2) Is this an indication that the Govern-
tivities for young people. These are ment believes the rural youth move-
regarded as preventive and the stat- ment has failed to _p_rowde interests
istics indicate that they reduce for country communities?

offending patterns in communities Hon, KAY HALLAHAN replied:
hich have a high offending level. Th ' '
b ve a high offending lev ¢ (1) and (2) This matter is the responsi-

second thrust is a community-based Py Ly y
programme which is an alternative to bility of the Minister for Education.

imprisonment for many of these

young people. This State has a very LAND
high record for putting juveniles in ]
prison, with a growing number Valuations: Incorrect

improved at the Governor’s pleasure. 154. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Programmes are introduced to com- Budget Management:

munities which consider they need (1) How many other properties have been

them. It is very important that com-
munities take an interest in these mat-
ters. Communities need to support ef-
forts to reduce the incidence of
offending behaviour and to give young
people something constructive and
worth while to do.

valued by the Valuer General at values
allegedly 100 per cent off target?

(2) Will the Minister investigate the

remarks made by the Premier
published in an article in the The Buli-
etin on 2 September?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

CRIME: JUVENILES (1) and (2) No. However, there is a third

Breaking and Entering part to the question which I intend to

.. answer, even though it was unstated.

152. Hon. E. J. CHARLTON, to the Minister There is a remarkable tendency, in
for Community Services:

questions of this nature from the Op-

Do the programmes deal with such
crimes as breaking and entering?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The offending pattern referred to by
the member is not uncommon, par-
ticularly in communities which pro-
vide very little for young people to do.

position, for it to complain about the
success of the Government’s pro-
gramme in maximising the return to
the people from the asseis of the
people.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is not the com-

plaint.
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[COUNCIL)]

Hon J. M. BERINSON: Yes, it is; every-

one wants to complain. Let me put the
situation into context. The almost in-
variable practice of our precedessors
in Government, those geniuses of
enterprise who really knew how to go
about their business, was to take the
Valuer General’s valuation whenever
they were interested in selling off a
property and selling it at the Valuer
General's price. Under those circum-
stances it was very difficult for anyone
to come back and say, “Well, you
should have got something better,”

Hon. P. G. Pendal: A $16 million mistake?

You've got to be kidding!

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Attorney

General knows that the rules for
asking and answering questions in this
House do not provide for ministerial
statements to be made. The Attorney
has already indicated that the honour-
able member asked two questions, and
I was permitting him, because I
thought he was going to be reasonably
brief, to answer an unasked third
question. Bearing in mind that the
brevity is starting to stretch a bit, [
suggest that if he wants to answer that
unasked third question he do so very
quickly.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Mr President, you

are quite right and I will not proceed
with my comments on the third ques-

tion. 1 will elaborate a little on my

answer to the second.

The real point of this question is to
attack the Valuer General, but the im-
portant point to observe is what we do
with the valuation when we have it. 1
was indicating to the House that the
almost invariable practice of our
predecessors was to take the Valuer
General’s valuation and sell the prop-
erty at that price. We seem to be
attracting some sort of implied criti-
cism for not doing that and having the
temerity to get a better price because,
in our case, on the particular property
to which Mr Pendal is so anxious to
draw attention, the procedure adopted
was, in the first place, to take the
Valuer General’s advice; secondly, to
get a further independent valuation
which indicated the prospects of a
somewhat better sale price; and
thirdly, to use then the commercial ex-

pertise of WADC to see whether we
could not get something better than
that. That i1s the process that we fol-
lowed.

Point of Order

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Minister has said
to this House already this evening that
he did not handle WADC and now he
is making a statement on behalf of
WADC.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Don’t you like the truth?

Hon. P. G. Pendal: You wouldn’t know the
truth, Mr Dans.

Hon. D. K. Dans: You don’t like the truth;
you are dunces, :

The PRESIDENT: Order! I have plenty of
time. Honourable members know that
some sort of order and decorum is
expected of them in this place. If
members want 1o carry on as they are
during questions without notice, T will
use the prerogative that [ have to cur-
tail the asking of questions without
notice. Certainly that is not my desire.

However, if members are going to ask
questions, the rule is that the question
should be asked briefly and without
argument. I remind the Attorney Gen-
eral that the same rule applies to
answering. The Attorney must under-
stand that I have been very lenient
indeed. I would be delighted if he
could indicate to me whether he has
nearly finished answering.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I am quite happy
to conclude my comments at the point
that [ had reached.

STATE FINANCE: GENERAL LOAN AND
CAPITAL WORKS FUND

Allocation: Government Accommodation

155. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Budget Management:

As the Minister in charge of the QOffice
of Government Accommodation, a
newly-formed body within the
Government, can he say why there has
been a massive 32 per cent increase in
the allocation for Government office
space for the coming financial year?
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Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

On memory only and subject to cor-
rection, the cost of rentals in this year
will go to about $26 million from
about $20 million last year. There is a
particular element in that increase
arising from periodic reviews. The
major other single factor which will
apply this year is the availability of the
Austmark building in Bunbury for the
first time. That involves a very
substantial commitment by the
Government and there are some other
limited increases due to the full year
costs of earlier part year obligations.
In respect of lease property, there has
been a virtual freeze on the taking up
of any new space, at least in the metro-
politan area, over the last six or nine
months; but there is a period over
which earlier decisions have to be ab-
sorbed as and when they come on
stream,

GOVERNMENT BUILDING: AUSTMARK

Bunbury: Rentals

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

Yes, [ did meet with a delegation from
the Rural Youth Council. During that
discussion I mentioned the network of
yvouth coordination projects that are
being funded by the Government and
which are proving to be very effective.
They will continue to be funded
through the Budget, as announced last
week.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS
Rental: Responsible Department

158. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Budget Management:

1 ask questions supplementary to that

I asked about Government office

rentals. ’

(1) What body previously handled
Government office accommo-
dation?

(2) Why was there the need to create
a new Government body to
bandle that particular part of the
Government’s activities?

156. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Budget Management:

I ask a supplementary question. Is it

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) and (2) I confess that I forget the name

still the case that the Austmark build-
ing to which the Minister referred and
the office rentals paid there are
substantially ahead of those rentals
currently being obtained for office
space in the central business district of
Perth?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

I do not have the relevant figures in
my head or with me. If the member
would like to be more specific with his
question and put it on notice, I will
atiempt to get him a reply.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET
Allocation: Rural Youth Council

157. Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Minister -
for Community Services:

I ask a supplementary question. Did
the Minister receive a visit from a rep-
resentative of the Rural Youth Coun-
cil to discuss either the funding of that
body or an alternative community ser-
vices network that could be built up to
replace the previous functions of the
Rural Youth Movement?

of the previous office that dealt with
these matters. The Office of Govern-
ment Accommodation is not, how-
ever, a new body in the sense of re-
quiring additional total resources. It is
made up on the whole of officers who
were formerly engaged in this work,
some of them attached as I recall to
the Public Service Board and others 10
the Building Management Authority.

The reason for the establishment of
the Office of Government Accommo-
dation was to bring all relevant mat-
ters within the administration of a
single office and to maximise the
ability of the Government to do a
number of things: In the first place, to
impose new and more siringent stan-
dards on Government accommo-
dation in respect of space allocation
and other matters; secondly, to ensure
greater uniformity in the approach to
agreements on rent and reviews of
rent; and thirdly, to ensure a very
stringent approach to all questions in-
volving requests for new or additional
space.
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The only entirely new element in the
current procedures has been the estab-
lishment of a Government accommo-
dation board, but that is a ministerial
board and consists of three Ministers
only, and those Ministers are served
by officers of the Office of Govern-
ment Accommodation.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: PERTH
TECHNICAL COLLEGE SITE

Sale: WADC Involvement

i59. Hon. MAX EVANS, to the Minister for

Budget Management:

The point 1 was making was the delay
in putting through the transfer from
the Government to the WADC only a
few days before the transfer to the pur-
chasers. Why is the Minister for
Budget Management doing this? In
the Budget Jast year he did not include
the $20.5 million as estimated rev-
enue. The WADC said it had entered
into a contract in June which was not
included in the estimate of $23.5
million for Crown grants.
Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

I have already indicated I do not have
any direct ministerial authority in re-
spect of the WADC, and I am there-
fore unable to engage in detailed dis-
cussion on such matters as dates.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET
Revenue: Perth Technical College Sale

160. Hon. MAX EVANS, to the Minister for

Budget Management:

I am asking the Minister to answer
from the point of view of the Govern-
ment and its Budget. The contract was
entered into in June, The Minister was
the Minister for Budget Management.
I do not want to know anything about
what the WADC has done.

[COUNCIL]

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

I still do not have that information, If
the member would like to put it on
notice 1 will have the guestion
addressed.

STATE FINANCE: GENERAL LOAN AND

161.

CAPITAL WORKS FUND

Allocation: Office of Government
Accommodation

Hon, P, G, PENDAL, 10 the Minister for
Budget Management:

(1) Concerning the office of Government
accommodation, why is it in this
year's capital works programme there
is an amount of $13 million whereas
in the previous year’s capital works
programme there is no such pro-
vision?

(2} In relation to the Office of Govern-
ment Accommodation itself, can the
Minister tell me if the chairmanship of
that body has been abolished, given
that last year $29 000 was apparently
paid to the chairman of that body, and
this vear it is proposed that nothing be
paid to him?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

(2) There is no longer a chairman of the
Office of Government Accommo-
dation; there is a director. He receives
a salary in the ordinary way, and that
will be reftected in the salaries vote.

(1) In answering the second part of the
question first, I have forgotten what
the first part was.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: This year $13 million;
last year nothing.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I suspect that the
reason for that was that the Office of
Government Accommodation was not
in place at the beginning of the last
financial year, so those costs which
would now be reflected in the vote this
vear would have been reflected fast
year in the votes of other Government
departments.



