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N.egislatiue Assembig
Wednesday, 12 November 1986

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

ROAD: CORFIELD STREET
Upgrading- Petition

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [2.16 pi.m.]:
I have a petition which reads as follows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-

bers of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled.

We, the undersigned, being ratepayers
and/or residents of Gosnells hereby,
(1) Object to the upgrading of Corfield

Street, Gosnells to a dual carriageway
and its future linkage to Albany High-
way or any proposed extension to
Tonkin Highway, and strongly
recommend that funds are
immediately re-allocated to the
upgrading of Ranford Road as a four
lane highway as the alternative route.

(2) Object to Mills Road being upgraded
to a major road.

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

I certify that this petition bears 346 signatures
and it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Assembly.

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

(See pet ition No. 63.)

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
School Activities:, Petition

DR WATSON (Canning) 12.20 p.m.]: I have
a petition addressed in the following terms-

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

We, the undersigned object to equal op-
portunity laws compelling our children to
integration of school activities, including
sports, without refierral, consultation or re-

gard for parents and further the current
law does not have regard for individual
communities.

We request that this legislated edu-
cational experiment cease.

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

I certify that this petition bears 15 signatures
and conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Assembly.

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

(See pet ition No. 64.)

BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I. Town Planning and Development
Modification Bill. Bill introduced, on
motion without notice by Mr Pearce
(Minister for Planning), and read
a first time.

2. Perth Building Society (Merger) Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion without no-
tice by Mr Wilson (Minister for
Housing), and read a first time.

CEMENT WORKS (COCKBURN CEMENT
LIMITED) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Parker (Minister for Minerals and Energy),
and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) 12.24 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bid be now read a second time.

The pugpose of this Bill is to obtain parliamen-
tary ratification of the agreement entered into
on 24 October 1986 between the State and
Cockbumn Cement Limited to vary the pro-
visions of the Cement Works (Cockburn
Cement Limited) Agreement of 1971. The
1971 agreement was ratified by Act No. 45 of
1971 and will be referred to as the "principal
agreement", with Cockburn Cement Limited
being referred to as "the company".
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The major functions of the variation agree-
ment now before the House are briefly outlined
as follows-

To amend the agreement to reflect the
existence of the Mining Act 1978 and to
preserve rights previously held under the
Mining Act 1904 over limestone ten-
ements required for the long-term viability
of the company's operations under the
principal agreement.
To update the agreement by including
modem clauses covering environmental
reporting, compliance with environmental
laws, and requirements for proposals.
To require the company to submit and
have approved at two-yearly intervals
dredging and management programmes in
respect of the company's operations in
Cockburn Sound.
To provide for the issue of a lease, in the
form of the schedule, over the sand-wash-
ing plant site at Woodman Point for a
period conterminous with the life of the
agreement. The company previously held a
lease expiring in 1992 from the Common-
wealth. This was transferred to State juris-
diction as an encumbrance on the Wood-
man Point land acquired from the Com-
monwealth.
To permit the company to dispose of land
no longer required for purposes of the
agreement subject to prior consent being
obtained.

I turn now to the specific provisions of the
variation agreement scheduled to the Bill be-
fore the House which are contained in clause 4
of the document.

The variation agreement provides in clause
4(1) for additions and variations to the defi-
nitions contained in clause I of the principal
agreement and recognises. the substitution of
the works site plan "B" with a new plan "X". I
now table a copy of plan "X" which depicts the
current extent of the works site. The area is
somewhat smaller than that on original plan
"B" due to excisions for road and rail purposes
and disposal of certain lots.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 506):
Mr PARKER: Clause 4 (2) inserts into the

principal agreement four new clauses-
6A, which provides for a dredging man-

agement programme covering the
company's dredging operations on Success
and Pannelia Banks in Cockburn Sound to
be submitted by 31 December 1986. Sub-

sequent. dredging management pro-
grammes are to be submitted at two-yearly
intervals. Each will cover a 10-year period
of dredging;

6B, which details the mechanisms for
ministerial consideration and approval of
dredging management programmes;

6C, which outlines the circumstances
under which variations may be made to
approved dredging management pro-
grammes; and

6D, which provides for the Company to
surrender its existing sand-washing plant
lease that expires in 1992 to permit the
grant of a lease and licence in the form of
the schedule for a term expiring with the
termination in 2021 of the right to dredge
shell sand from Success and Parmelia
Banks in Cockburn Sound.

Clause 4(3)(a) substitutes subclause (2) of
clause 7 of the principal agreement with new
provisions that reflect the existence of the
Mining Act 1978.

Clause 4(3)(b) introduces a new subelause
(2a) of clause 7 to modify the operation of
subclause (2) to the extent that mining ten-
ements may enjoy the benefits of subclausc (2)
only so long as they are, in the opinion of the
Minister responsible for the administration of
the Mining Act 1978, being held for future op-
erations under the agreement.

Clause 4(3)(c) substitutes the exemption
from labour provisions under the Mining Act
1904 with exemption from expenditure con-
ditions under the Mining Act 1978.

Clause 4(4) introduces a new clause 7A into
the principal agreement to allow the company
with prior consent to dispose of land no longer
required for the purposes of the agreement.

Clause 4(5) introduces into clause 8 of the
principal agreement a reference to the
substitution of the works site map "B" with a
new map 'X".

Clause 4(6) introduces into the principal
agreement three new clauses:

I A, which requires the company to re-
port to and cooperate with the State as
required with regard to environmental
matters in respect of total company oper-
ations;

l OB, which obliges the company to sub-
mit and have approved proposals in the
event of the company wishing to signifi-
cantly modify, expand, or otherwise vary
its cement and clinker operations, or if it
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wishes to carry on operations other than
the manufacture of cement and clinker on
the works site referred to in the principal
agreement; and

10C, which makes it clear that the
company is not exempted from complying
with the provisions of environmental pro-
tection legislation of the State.

Clause 4(7) makes adjustments to clause 17 of
the principal agreement to recognise the exist-
ence of the Commercial Arbitration Act 1985.

Clause 4(8) introduces the form of the lease
and licence for the sand-washing plant and ser-
vices corridor linking up to Cockburn Road.

Clause 5 of the variation agreement reflects
State recognition that the company has met its
obligations in respect of the mortgage referred
to in clause 3(2) of the principal agreement.

It will be seen that the foregoing amend-
ments and additions dealing with environmen-
tal matters result in a substantial modernis-
ation of the principal agreement to a form
more in keeping with that of more recent agree-
ments. Ratification of the 1986 variation agree-
ment will permit the terms of the 1971 agree-
ment between the State and the company to be
substantially modemnised-

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
Precedence

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [2.30 p.m.J: I move-

That on and from Wednesday, 19
November-
(1) Standing Order 225 (Grievances) be

suspended, and
(2) Government business shall take

precedence on Wednesdays as on
other days.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [2.31 p.m.I: The Op-
position signifies to the House that it has
agreed to this motion and therefore it will not
be addressing or opposing the motion.

Question put and passed.

AMT AMENDMENT (TAM-CARS) BILL
introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Laurance,
and read a first time.

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from I I November.

MR HASSELL (Cotiesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) (2.35 p.m.]: The Opposition has
accepted the request of the Treasurer that this
Bill be dealt with today, notwithstanding that it
was introduced only yesterday.

This being the case, I would signify to the
House that I have not had any opportunity to
put the legislation to the Liberal Party meeting
nor to discuss it with colleagues. Therefore,
what I say is subject to the fact that when the
legislation gets to the other place it may be
subject to a different approach, should our
members there reach that conclusion when they
consider it. However, at this stage, having
examined the Bill and having made some in-
quiries, I do not believe there will be any diffi-
culty. Had one been visible, I would have
suggested that perhaps we should not go on
with it.

Some weeks ago the Opposition highlighted
difficulties being experienced by certain public
servants in Western Australia concerning tax-
ation deductions in respect of superannuation
contributions. In a Press release dated 31
August 1986 under the heading, "Tax Depart-
ment hits public servants", it was pointed out
that the Australian Taxation Office is-per-
haps I should say was-using a technicality in a
move which could cost some Western
Australian public servants many thousands of
dollars. The situation was that public servants
who had opted for private superannuation
cover were nevertheless required, by reason of
their employment, to maintain State
superannuation by the Commonwealth Tax
Department. The department took the view
that the State superannuation, although
nominal, was superannuation for the purposes
of the Tax Act, and that the substantive
superannuation taken out privately by the pub-
lic servants was therefore non-tax deductable.

In fact, the Opposition pointed out-and
this arose as a result of a letter sent by a
Geraldton accountant to the member for
Greenougb-that there was a real risk that
many public servants would be required to pay
thousands of dollars in back taxes. The Press
release said in part-

"They have been told that returns going
back three years will be re-assessed, with
deductions for private superannuation
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disallowed because they already bold two
units in the State scheme.

"But the catch-22 is that the purchase of
those two units was a condition of joining
the Public Service at the time-and that
technicality is being used to penalise
them."

Mr. Hassell said the two units were worth
perhaps $500, yet claims of $1 200 a year
for up to seven years could be disallowed
and penalty tax of 100 per cent levied.

It is my understanding that this piece of legis-
lation seeks to remove that anomaly on behalf
of public servants.

The most significant point about the Bill be-
fore the House is that it enables members of the
State superannuation scheme to leave it. Those
public servants who have other superannuation
cover will, from the enactment of this legis-
lation, if they choose to leave the State scheme,
be able to claim tax deductability for those
other superannuation contributions. As I
pointed out, they could not do this previously.
The Federal Tax Commissioner had ruled that
technically they were already in an employer-
sponsored scheme, even though they might
have joined it involuntarily and as a condition
of employment, and were paying only the mini-
mum amount. Notwithstanding that, they were
precluded from tax deductions on their own
and principal superannuation cover.

This Bill solves some of the problems for the
public servants prospectively, but it cannot as-
sist them retrospectively because of the ap-
proach I referred to in my statement of 31
August. However, I am able to tell the House
that we have ascertained only this morning that
the Commissioner of Taxation is reviewing his
approach and his decision, and that maybe the
problem will be resolved administratively in
respect of past arrangements.

The Opposition hopes that the Com-
missioner of Taxation will adopt a reasonable
and responsible approach. [ think it is import-
ant that the Government should assist in this
matter, and I ask the Treasurer, in responding
to this debate, to indicate whether the Govern-
ment did make any representation on behalf of
the Civil Service Association representing their
members in relation to this matter.

There is one other minor point, although it
covers an issue of importance: If a public ser-
vant chooses to leave the State superannuation
scheme as a result of the option given to him by
this Bill, he will lose his continuity of cover if

he should choose to join the new fund which is
yet to be established.

The Treasurer pointed this out in his second
reading speech, and 1 have emphasised this
point in my discussions with the CSA to ensure
that it publicises this point so none of its mem-
bers are inadvertently caught out. The Civil
Service Association supports the Bill although
it was not given a copy of the Bill itself. I went
to some trouble to make sure the association
had a copy today, but in the short time avail-
able it has not been able to indicate whether
there are any problems with it although it is
intended for the benefit of its members.

The legislation seeks to avoid a potential
problem arising in the future. It cannot solve
that problem retrospectively, but we hope that
it will be solved by way of a review of previous
rulings by the Commissioner of Taxation or his
delegate. I believe the State Government could
assist in getting a favourable ruling by making
representations, if it has not done so, on behalf
of a sensible ruling. I hope the issue can be
resolved satisfactorily.

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.42 p.m.]:
People who join the State Government
superannuation scheme should have the option
to opt out for whatever reason they choose.
Like the Liberal Party, the National Party has
not had an opportunity to meet to discuss this
Bill, but we support it because it is a common-
sense Bill.

At the moment if an employee elects to take
personal superannuation cover and also con-
tributes to a State Government scheme his con-
tributions are no longer tax deductible. The tax
law relating to this area says that as long as one
dollar is contributed in the name of an em-
ployee the deduction for personal
superannuation is not allowable. The Govern-
ment is correct in moving to relieve the burden
placed on those employees.

One of the points that concerns me is that a
lot of superannuation is being sold over the
counter and through the mail, and people are
entering contracts without full knowledge of
the ramifications of their actions. It is like the
loopholes in the tax laws; one needs to be a
fairly substantially qualified person to have any
chance of following the tax Act.

1 would like to know how the Bill will work if
and when a three per cent productivity case
lands on us. I hope that in those circumstances
employees who elect to remain within the State
Government superannuation scheme will still
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be able to claim deductibility for their personal
superannuation.

I congratulate the Government for moving to
release a burden on some State Government
employees.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
12.44 p.m.]: I thank the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the member for Avon for their sup-
port of the Bill. We appreciate very much the
Leader of the Opposition's willingness to deal
with the Bill at such short notice, and we will
understand should he or the National Party see
the need to change their attitude or move for a
change in the legislation in another place.

The Bill does what the Leader of the Oppo-
sition said in that primarily it allows members
who are involuntary members of the scheme to
exit the fund. Those involuntary members have
in most cases maintained only two units which
effectively provides no superannuation benefit
for those involved, but they have been required
to maintain their membership as a condition of
employment. That, too, has now changed. This
legislation will allow those people to exit the
fund and obtain the benefit of the deductibility
of the other arrangements into which they have
entered.

I cannot recall immediately for the Leader Of
the Opposition whether the Government made
representations to the Federal Government or
to the Commissioner of Taxation about the
policy imposed upon those involuntary mem-
bers, but I will ask the State Superannuation
Board to look at that matter and, if it is appro-
priate, to make representations on behalf of the
Government.

Mr H-assell: it might still be helpful because I
understand they are reviewing the position.
They have not made a favourable decision at
this stage.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It would appear from
what the Leader of the Opposition says that it
is appropriate representations be made and, if
that is the case, they will be made.

I cannot answer that question about the three
per cent productivity claim. I suppose it de-
pends upon the arrangements that are made if
and when the three per cent productivity award
is expressed in superannuation terms to State
Government employees. It depends on the new
scheme that is brought into being next year and
how the terms and conditions of that scheme
might reflect the three per cent or the improved
circumstances which would result from the
three per cent award. As far as deductibility is
concerned, I suppose it depends on the arrange-

mnents made for the three per cent to be paid,
the Commissioner of Taxation's policy in re-
spect of that three per cent, and the payment by
an employer'bf some benefit.

That will be kept in mind and, if it is appro-
priate when the new scheme is introduced to
make arrangements that allow our employees
to gain the benefit of the deductibility, we will
try to make those arrangements.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

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

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

Burke (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

ACES AMENDMENT (PARLIAMENTARY
SUPERANNUATION) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 11I November.
MR RUSHTON (Dale) [2.50 p.m.]: The Op-

position supports this Bill. The first point
members must consider is the principle of
having a Salaries and Allowances Tribunal de-
termine their superannuation entitlement. I
supported the establishment of the Salaries and
Allowances Tribunal and it has been a success-
ful and effective body.

The Bill seeks to remove from members the
power to determine their own benefits, and
that is a worthy objective. in recent times 1
became one of the trustees of the parliamentary
superannuation fund and I acknowledge the
work that has been done by previous trustees in
their attempt to act responsibly and bring for-
ward a review of the fund. Their work has
resulted in this legislation being presented to
the Parliament.

The work undertaken by the trustees has
been what I would term traumatic. I have
attended a couple of meetings only and I am
satisfied that the proposals contained in the
Bill are the best that can be brought forward at
this time. Obviously, members will acknow-
ledge that a great deal of work still needs to be
done by the tribunal. I can understand that
members may feel a little anxious about the
final result.
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The Bill before the House takes the decision-
making power out of the hands of members.
One may question whether we are doing what
is best under the circumstances on behalf of not
only the members, but also the taxpayers. That
decision must be made in the future by mem-
bers and the public.

From discussions I have had with my col-
leagues various questions have been raised.
One of those questions concerns the recog-
nition of de facto spouses. It is something
which concerns members of my vintage.

in the material submitted by the Treasurer
an explanation is given about the recognition of
de facto spouses. It comes down to the fact that
society and the law of the land has changed to
such a degree that de facto spouses will be
recognised in this legislation. It is a subject
about which members must make their own
determination.

Another point which interests me concerns
spouses' entitlements. After considerable
thought I reached the conclusion that under
this legislation members will be able to provide
for their spouses. Members in my age group
have always been mindful of the need for long-
term security to enable them to provide for
their families. However, the younger gener-
ation, because of inflation and taxation
changes, are more mindful about investment.

The philosophy of this legislation is that
members should take more responsibility for
the well-being of their spouses and themselves.
I am sure that if members reflect upon what I
have said they would agree with me.

Members must realise that when this legis-
lation is passed the decision-making powers
will be taken from members and it will be
necessary for the tribunal to deliberate upon
some very important factors relating to mem-
bers' superannuation. Members must realise
they will be responsible for their future well-
being and the well-being of their spouses. They
will have the ability within the framework of
this legislation to make those decisions.

I support the Bill.
MRt HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [2.57 p.m.J: I

am opposed to superannuation for politicians.
In case any member thinks that this is a new
stance of mine, I advise them that my opinion
was recorded some 12 months ago.

I am concerned at what I regard as the rather
indecent haste of the passage of this Bill. This
is the fifth sitting week of this autumn session
of Parliament. I cannot remember how many

Bills we passed yesterday. However, in the four
previous weeks of sitting we managed to pass
only three Bills. It is strange that this Bill has
suddenly gained prominence over so many
other items on the Notice Paper which affect
the people of Western Australia.

The crux of this Bill might be regarded as
taking the odium for making a decision that
will put more money into the pockets of retired
politicians away from the Parliament where it
rightfully belongs, and give it to the tribunal.

Mr Parker: It was the deputy leader of the
National Party who suggested it.

Mr Stephens: No, he did not.

Mr HOUSE; In light of my comments, it is
time we changed the whole system of Parlia-
ment.

Mr Brian Burke: The leader of your party
suggested we do this.

Mr HOUSE: That is fine. I have my opinion
and the leader of my party has his opinion.

Mr Brian Burke: I am saying that he was the
person who suggested that this legislation be
brought forward.

Mr HOUSE: I am sure he will support the
legislation if he chooses to do so.

Mr Brian Burke: A split within a split. I wish
your attitude were the same towards office,
staff, and new facilities for the National Party.
You are keen on saving money!

Mr HOUSE: How does the Treasurer explain
the National Party's support of increasing the
Ministry from 15 to 1 7? 1 hope he remembers
that.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, I do.
Mr HOUSE: It is probably time we looked

carefully at the Westminster system of govern-
meat. In my time in this House I have observed
that members hang their hat on the great
Westminster system because it has been in
place for so long, and they consider that it does
not need to be changed. I do not agree with
that.

Currently we have a Select Committee look-
ing into an issue which we were told, only yes-
terday, had been settled. I refer to the Midland
abattoir dispute. The matter has been settled
before the committee has reported to the Par-
liament. It is one example of why I believe the
Westminster system should be changed.

There should also be some form of limited
service in this place. There is no question that
the parliamentary system in Australia at the
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moment needs overhauling and perhaps this is
one of the things we should look at.

Mr Brian Burke: It makes sense, if you do
not have superannuation, to have limited ser-
vice. In other words, you cut off their income.

Mr HOUSE: I do not hold with that view.
Members of Parliament should be sufficiently
remunerated for the time they are in this place
and certainly their costs should be reimbursed.
I would not view salaries and wages for the
time they are in Parliament in the same way as
superannuation when they retire.

Mr Thompson: After they leave here, they
should starve?

Mr HOUSE: No, I am not saying that. I will
give an example: A person is elected to Parlia-
ment at the age of 28, he is defeated in an
election at the age of 40, four ejections later,
and he lives to the age of 80, which is quite
possible-I hope you do, Mr Speaker. That
person will be supported for 40 years on a pen-
sion as a reward for 12 years' service to the
State. That is not a fair, reasonable, and just
reward for 12 years' service. Surely, there must
be some other way; maybe the answer is in the
form of national superannuation for all people.
That scheme should be looked at.

Somehow or other we, as politicians, must
set an example. A number of farmers in my
electorate are in dire straits because of the low
returns received for their products and the
costs imposed by Government, which are
greater than their potential income. Similarly,
small businessmen in the country are affected.
Yet we are about to put our snouts into the
trough and take some more. Somehow we must
win back the respect of these people for Parlia-
ment and politicians.

Mr Brian Burke: This is saving $350000 a
year; it is reducing the fund's liability.

Mr HOUSE: The Treasurer may well be right
and I do not question his knowledge.

Mr Brian Burke: If I am right, you are wrong.

Mr Stephens: You may be half-right and he
may be half-wrong.

Mr Brian Burke: He will say that this Bill
saves money but that when it goes to the tri-
bunal, it may award an increase in
superannuation, so it will cost money.

Mr HOUSE: What the Treasurer is saying is
possible.

Mr Brian Burke: It is not possible, it is true.

Mr HOUSE: There could well be an increase.
I remind the Treasurer that in 1980-81 the total
deficit for the fund was $1.5 million, compris-
ing a $500 000 loss on the fund in total and
approximately $1I million made up of general
revenue. In 1984-85, four years later, that loss
had swollen to $2.5 million, $900 000 on the
fund and a $1.6 million injection from general
revenue. If this Bill is to save money, it rep-
resents a change in the trend over recent years.

Mr Brian Burke: It will reduce the liability to
which you have just referred.

Mr HOUSE: That would depend on the
number of politicians defeated at the next elec-
tion and how many of them draw on the fund.

Mr Brian Burke: Not at all; if you had
listened to the second reading speech you
would understand that it depends on the num-
ber of politicians who decide to commute their
entitlement and the average age at which they
decide to do so. The actuary advises that ac-
cording to the statistics we shall save the fund
in excess of $300 000 a year.

Mr HOUSE: Based on how many politicians
are defeated at the next election?

Mr Brian Burke: They might retire or be de-
feated.

Mr HOUSE: Surely the greater the number
who draw on the fund, the greater the chance it
will have of a larger deficit.

Mr Brian Burke: You do not follow the facts.
Let me take for example the man you were
talking about who was elected at 28 years of
age, and remained a member for 12 years. You
objected to the fact that he could get a pension
for the next 40 years.

Mr HOUSE: Potentially.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, potentially. We shall
let him take a lump sum so that he does not get
a pension for 40 years. According to the actu-
ary the fund will save a lot of money because it
will not pay him indefinitely. Your deputy
leader will say that the tribunal might decide to
award an increase but he will not argue that
this Bill costs money.

Mr HOUSE: That is presuming that people
take Jump sum payments.

Mr Brian Burke: The actuarial advice is that
that will be the effect of this Bill. Actuaries take
into account all of the tables of mortality etc,
on which for generations we have based in-
surance estimates and they can tell you within a
day how long you will live.
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Mr HOUSE: My farm adviser tells me that I
will average eight bags this year but he forgot
that it did not rain in September and as a
consequence we will get only five bags.

Mr Brian Burke: Why do you use him?
Mr HOUSE: That is a good question.
Another point I wish to refer to in the Bill

concerns the loss of endorsement provisions
under section 14 of the Act. This is perhaps a
let-out but the definitions are very wide and it
would be fairly difficult for any tribunal to es-
tablish the facts. It may happen at times to a
member who has given reasonable service, but
other provisions of the Act cover that.

I have same objection to the provision for
payment to dle facto spouses. I have a firm
belief that we have passed too much legislation
of this type which will cost the community very
dearly in the long run.

MR CRANE (Moore) [3.08 p.m.]: Contrary
to the comments made by my colleague, the
member for Katanning-Roe, I am not opposed
to superannuation, whether it be for members
of Parliament or other members of the com-
munity, as long as they are making a contri-
bution towards it. In this instance we have been
contributing for a number of years.

As the representative of a fairly large elector-
ate, I have not made money out of Parliament
at all. As a matter of fact I can fully appreciate
the problems many people in this place must
face because the pittance paid to members of
Parliament is not commensurate with the work
they are expected to do and the responsibility
they hold. The only remuneration I shall re-
ceive from this Parliament-presuming that
God spares me long enough, and I shall have to
live to 120 to do all the things I want to do-
will be superannuation. I know, and many
other people in this place know, that the
salaries paid to members of Parliament in no
way compensate for the hours we are expected
to work; for the distances travelled, in the case
of country electorates, nor for the sacrifices our
families are expected to make.

Therefore, I do not believe I am being selfish
when I say that parliamentarians, who are not
paid sufficient in the first instance, ought to
receive a suitable remuneration on their retire-
ment. If one has been in this place for only
three years, one will not take very much away
from it when one loses one's seat or retires.
Even if one has been here for six years, one will
not take much. It is only after one has been
here and given service for a number of years
that one will receive one's just rewards.
(lIN)

As the Treasurer has said, this scheme will
save money because it is considered that the
majority of retiring parliamentarians will settle
for a lump sum, which means there will not be
a continuity of payment even if they live to 80
years, as no doubt many of us will.

I know it would be very popular in the elec-
torate for me to say, "This should not go
through, and parliamentarians should not re-
ceive this superannuation", but I would be dis-
honest to my colleagues, to myself, and to fu-
ture parliamentarians were I to adopt that atti-
tude. I would most certainly be unfair and dis-
honest to my family, which has made a con-
siderable sacrifice during the times I have been
here. I own a motor vehicle which has done
almost 100 000 kilometres, and it is less than
two years old. Fortunately, under this Govern-
ment the Treasurer-and I give him credit for
it-has allowed people with electorates such as
mine to hire motor vehicles, and that has
helped considerably. Possibly I am not a person
who needed that help in comparison with a few
others, but that does not alter the fact that I
appreciate it, because I have a family responsi-
bility also. Just how the hell other members get
through when they come into this place without
any private means and are rearing a young fam-
ily and have to educate their children, I do not
know. I take my hat off to them.

Mr House: That has nothing to do with
superannuation.

Mr CRANE: It has a lot to do with the argu-
ment the member for Katanning-Roe was
putting up. I am not playing politics in this
instance; I am putting my head on the block,
both in this State and in my electorate, and I
have the guts to do it.

There is only one part of this legislation with
which I do not agree, on moral grounds, and it
is understandable that I would not agree with
it. It concerns the de facto situation. I believe it
is an attack on our moral values. Marriage is an
honourable institution; therefore I do not sup-
port any legislation, or anything, which encour-
ages the de facto situation. Others can have
their opinions, and they may laugh at me if
they wish, but I am entitled to my opinion.
Good God, I fought for it, so I ought to be
entitled to it. I do not support that pant of the
legislation; however, it is only a part of the
legislative package.

I do support legislation whereby members of
Parliament can, on their retirement, receive ad-
equate compensation for the sacrifices and con-
tributions they have made for the benefit of
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their State. I am therefore proud to say I sup-
port this legislation.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.13 p.m.]: My
stand on this legislation is no different from my
stand prior to the last election when it was
mooted that legislation would be introduced
into this House to amend the parliamentary
pension scheme. I indicated then that that was
unacceptable to me, and this legislation is also
unacceptable.

Perhaps in better times it could be argued
that by taking the fund away from Parliament
and giving it to the Salaries and Allowances
Tribunal, we would be giving it to an indepen-
dent group; but in the light of the way in which
this matter has been brought before the Parlia-
ment, I think it seeks to achieve an increase by
a backdoor method and for that reason I am
still strongly opposed to the legislation.

I have no objections to superannuation in
itself, nor to the percentage taken out of our
salaries, nor to the two-for-one method by
which the Government contributes. However, I
do take strong exception to the fact that, over
and above these State Government contri-
butions to the fund, each year a growing
amount of taxpayers' money is required to
fund the deficiency in the parliamentary
superannuation fund.

As the member for Katanning-Roc has
pointed out, in the year 1984-85 the actual con-
current contribution-the amount the State
Government pays into the members'
superannuation fund-was $909 000, but the
amount necessary to fund the deficiency was
$1 6 10 000. That amount comes straight out of
the taxpayer's pocket, and I find it very diffi-
cult to agree to a system which will increase the
burden on the taxpayer.

It has been mentioned-and it is a bit of a
sop in my opinion-that on actuarial figures
there will be a reduction in the scheme. That is
a hypothetical case, and members do not know
the figures.

Several members interjected.
Mr Tom Jones: You are playing a political

game as you always have, ever since you came
here.

.Mr STEPHENS: The member can say that. It
is regrettable that a man cannot stand up for a
solid conviction without having to listen to that
sort of tripe. I will not be deterred by name-
calling. I have been called all sorts of things by
people on the conservative side of politics be-
cause I saw fit to stand up to Sir Charles Court

in 1974-75, and that was at a personal cost. If I
want to say something, I will say it.

Mr Tom Jones: You are well known in this
place for your attitude.

Mr STEPHENS: I will continue to say it,
irrespective of the names [ am called..

Mr Tom Jones: You will accept the money
when you retire, I bet.

Mr STEPHENS: If mnembers agree to my
contention, there will be nothing more to ac-
cept then than members receive now.

Mr Thompson interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: The member for

Kalamunda should make his speech when he
gets to his feet.

Mr Brian Burke: Can we finish it before pri-
vate members' business and make it brief?

Mr STEPHENS: We could, if the interjec-
tions were to stop. I should be able to make my
few remarks without interjections or insults.

Mr Brian Burke: The member for Collie is
the last person to insult anyone-you know
that.

Mr STEPHENS: I have indicated that I am
opposed to this legislation. As welt, in these
times of economic stress this place should set
an example of leadership. Only yesterday we
were debating a main roads Bill, and reference
was made to the fact that we could not afford
the costs. I noted that the Minister said it was
only a- paltry $80 000, and asked why we were
worrying about it. But these costs do add up to
a substantial sum. One could argue that the
sum involved in the present debate is only a
paltry $1.5 million and that we should not
worry about it, but it all adds up.

If we are to expect the public at large to
tighten their belts, the least this Parliament can
do is set an example by not setting in train a
mechanism whereby I will guarantee-and I
know it is illegal to wager, so I will not-that
there will be an increase in the parliamentary
pension that will more than offset the hypo-
thetical savings. The forecast savings are
calculated on certain facts and figures, so they
have a hypothetical base, whichever way mem-
bers like to look at it.

I represent many small businessmen and
farmers who are finding it exceedingly difficult
to continue, with the increases in charges.

I have already referred earlier in this session
to the increase in liquor licence fees. Although
this amounts to only another few hundred dol-
lars, to some small businesses this is causing

4098



[Wednesday, 12 November 1986]109

concern. I have already received telephone calls
querying how they will pay this extra debt.

While we are making life more difficult with
these charges for people trying to survive, I
cannot see how we can be justified in support-
ing legislation to increase the contribution the
taxpayers will be forced to make. The member
for Moore can talk about his service in this
place, but it is not as if the existing provisions
do not give us reasonable returns. A man who
has been in this place for I8 years and who has
not attained any high office can retire on about
$28 000 a year indexed for the CPI, and that is
not a bad amount to survive on. Certainly, it is
a lot more than many of the people we rep-
resent have to live on during their working
lives, let alone during retirement. It is not as if
the scheme is paltry and we will be penniless if
we do not increase the payments.

Mr Thompson: Are you suggesting there
should not be any adjustments to the
superannuation scheme at all?

Mr STEPHENS: No. I am suggesting we
adopt a system similar to that in private
enterprise. The private schemes operate by
making payouts from the members' own contri-
butions, and the returns on the money
invested. The benefits to their members' are
dependent on the money coming in. I am pre-
pared to acknowledge that because of the
nature of the parliamentary set-up the demands
on our fund will be a bit higher. Our contri-
butions attract matching money from the
Government, and by and large we should de-
velop a scheme which ensures that the benefits
are met from the fund and we are not continu-
ally asking the taxpayers to foot the bill for any
deficiencies.

In answer to a question I asked the Treasurer
some time ago, I was told that the deficiency in
1975-76 was $128 000 only. I realise that with
inflation, it is hard to make comparisons,' but
10 years later that amount had increased to
$16 610 000. 1 am concerned about the increas-
ing cost of the deficiency. The money must
come from the taxpayers' pocket, and in many
instances, taxpayers can ill-afford to make such
contributions, particularly to a fund which is
reasonably generous at the moment.

Before Christmas it was suggested that a Bill
should be introduced to increase the parlia-
mentary pension rate and that our benefits are
not as good as those of Parliamentarians in the
Eastern States. I do not think we should be
making a comparison with what happens in the
Eastern States. If we do. we should go the whole

way and follow Queensland by cutting out FID
and fuel excise levies. If members want to com-
pare our situation 'with that of parliamen-
tarians in the Eastern States then they should
go right across the board and compare it prop-
erly. Members should not just pick out certain
points and ignore some of the benefits they
have in the Eastern States that we do not have
here. We should be comparing our scheme with
other superannuation schemes within this State
and the Public Service superannuation
scheme.

I do not think it is good enough to say that
our colleagues in the Eastern States are getting
more than we are getting so we will kick in for a
bit more. That principle is wrong. I have
maintained a consistent attitude on this matter
for many years and I will continue to maintain
it. Al] the insults in the world will not alter my
view because I know I am right.

With those few remarks, I have indicated my
strong objection to the Bill. That objection is
based largely on the fact that I am not prepared
to expect the taxpayers to increase their contri-
butions to help members of Parliament take
home more money.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.25 p.m.]: I did
not want to speak on this Bill, but because of
the comments of the member for Kattanning-
Roe and the member for Stirling I think some
response is called for. My attitude has always
been clear about parliamentary salaries and
embraced the two extremes. Parliamentarians
either should not be paid at all or they should
be paid very highly. When a member enters
this place, he should know what the conditions
are. When the member for Katanning-Roe
came to Parliament, he came here on the con-
dition that he would be paid, and if he wished
to join the superannuation fund, he knew the
type of superannuation available. He did not
object to that when he entered this place. He
could have chosen not to belong to the superan-
nuation fund.

Mr Stephens: You cannot do that.
Mr MENSAROS: Members could advocate

that we amend the law pertaining to the
superannuation fund so that membership is not
compulsory. That would solve the problem.

The percentage of salary that is required as a
contribution is the highest rate I have heard of
in any business. When I first came to Parlia-
ment it was 10 per cent. It then rose to 11.5 per
cent. If this Bill is passed, the rate will probably
increase further. The highest contribution in
other schemes is usually around five per cent of
salary. Over a 12-year period, on today's fig-

4099



4100 ASSEMBLY]

ures, a private member would contribute about
$50 000. When compound interest on the
member's contribution is taken into account,
one cannot say that the employer's contri-
bution is excessively more than for other
schemes.

Mr Stephens: I do not criticise the member's
contribution or the employer's contribution. I
am criticising the increasing amount the tax-
payer has to pay to fund the deficiency.

Mr MENSAROS: I am referring to the calcu-
lations presented by the Treasurer who said the
contributions by the taxpayer-employer will be
less. Every actuarial calculation is hypothetical.

The other comment I make is that members,
the media, or anyone else has said for a long
time that it is unfair for Parliament to decide
about our salaries and superannuation. Having
transferred this decision-making to an outside
tribunal the same people now say, "This is un-
fair. It does not make sense."

MR ThENORDEN (Avon) [3.28 p.m.): I
support the superannuation fund and the pro-
posal that the tribunal should take over the
processing of the fund. However, I am con-
cerned about clause 8. 1 happen to have some
knowledge of superannuation, having been in
the industry for 15 years.

The SPEAKER: I point out to the member
that the debate at this stage must be in general
terms about the Bill and not about specific
clauses.

Mr TRENORDEN: I do not wish to speak
about a specific clause. However, I do want to
make a general statement -about indexation of
superannuation.

[ believe superannuation is a basic right of an
employee. All members in this Chamber are
employees. Clause 8 refers to indexation, and.
under the proposal, superannuation payments
will be amended twice a year in line with the
Consumer Price Index.

If we look at the benefits allowable by the
Taxation Office under section 23F of the Com-
monwealth superannuation fund we see that if
a pension plan aims to fund above five per cent
indexation, it cannot claim a taxation deduc-
tion. The obvious inference is that anything
above five per cent is deemed excessive by the
Commonwealth.

I do not believe our superannuation plan is
the best or most generous plan in WA; far from
it. The benefits to people withdrawing from the
fund in the early years were quite diabolical
when compared with the benefits provided by

private enterprise funds. A question mark defi-
nitely hangs over the indexation of our plan.

Let us consider the example of a person who
has contributed to his retirement over 40 years
for a benefit of 75 per cent of his final average
salary. I am sure everyone here knows what I
am talking about. He would need 13.7 per cent
of his current earnings to be put into
superannuation either by himself or by his em-
ployer. If we index that figure by five per cent,
the funding required goes to 20.4 per cent or up
approximately 50 per cent overall.

Our fund has open indexation which means
that the figure can go up 100 per cent or 150
per cent. That is where the funds spoken about
by other members have come from.

I have no objection to the superannuation
plan other than I believe an open cheque on
indexat ion is a benefit available to us which is
not available to the great bulk of people in
private enterprise systems.

I will not vote against the Bill but I believe
that aspect of the plan is very generous indeed.

MR THOMPSON (Kalamnunda) [3.32 p.m.]:
There was a time in this Parliament when its
members received no remuneration, no
superannuation, or any other recompense for
the work they did here. In those days the only
people who could afford to come to Parlia-
ment were wealthy people, gentleman farmers,
whose independent income enabled them to
come here and knock up the laws under which
the people of the State had to live. It was be-
cause that was obviously seen by the com-
munity as unfair that things changed and
salaries were introduced to enable school-
teachers, labourers, trade unionists, account-
ants, indeed the butcher, the baker, and the
candlestick maker, to consider becoming mem-
bers of Parliament.

Currently this Parliament has members from
all walks of life and [ thought of this only the
other day when I saw H-on. Graham Edwards
about the same time that I saw the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs. Very few Parliaments in the
world could boast our breadth of represen-
tation. We have an Aboriginal and a disabled
person as well as other men and women from
all walks of life. They have been able to come
here because the conditions under which we are
now remunerated have made it possible for
them to come here.

Thousands of people out in the community
are opposed to paying a member of Parliament
a zack; they would prefer to pay him nothing. It
is to those people that some elements of the
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National Party appeal when they hop up on an
issue such as this to indulge in some protty.
political point scoring.

There have been people from this Parliament
who gave wonderful service to this State and
who left this place last year with less than their
entitlement because of the point scoring of the
member for Stirling. The previous member for
Welshpool, Hon. Colin Jamieson, gave a life-
time of service to this Parliament and left with
less than he was entitled to because of the pol-
itical point scoring of a few rich cockies. That is
totally unacceptable. I ask all fair-minded
Western Australians to judge that behaviour
for what it is worth.

I will just trace the progression of salaries
and remunerations received by members of
Parliament here. When members themselves
were setting their salaries it was seen as unac-
ceptable by the community. The Brand
Government decided to set up an independent
tribunal with the responsibility to determine
the level of salaries paid to members of Parlia-
ment.

Every lime that tribunal reviews our salaries
it advertises for people in the community to
make a contribution to its deliberations. I have
taken the trouble to ask members of the tri-
bunal how many contributions from news-
papers or from ordinary men and women in the
community they have received. They get
precious few contributions from the com-
munity. But the moment the tribunal makes its
determination, it is the members of Parliament
who are accused, as the member for Katanning-
Roe said when he drew his most inappropriate
and unfair analogy of our dipping our snouts
into the trough. We do not do that with our
salaries. Our salaries are set by an independent
tribunal to which all people in the community
can make a submission. The tribunal has re-
gard for all considerations before making its
determination.

That tribunal is to have the responsibility of
setting the level of our superannuation
entitlements. It is up to that tribunal to deter-
mine how much will be taken from our salaries
by way of a contribution to our superannuation
fund. There is no way that members of Parlia-
ment should be seen as deciding what their
entitlements should be. I cannot think of any-
thing fairer than the proposed system.

It makes for cheap politics to have some
members of the House appealing to what they
believe to be that vast group of people in the
community who feel politicians should receive

nothing. In case anyone is unsure, I support the
Bil

MR COWAN (Merredin-Leader of the
National Party [3.38 p.m.]: As the person who
perhaps kindled an interest in having the re-
sponsibility for the parliamentary super-
annuation scheme taken out of the hands of
members of Parliament and placed in the
hands of a tribunal, perhaps it behoves me to
make some comment on this Bill.

It was I and not my deputy leader who made
the suggestion that this should be done at the
time when a proposition was before us that
there should be changes to our superannuation
fund.

I cannot agree with the member for
Kalamunda when he talks about people being
robbed of their entitlements, because the
National Party made it very clear last year that
it was not prepared to support any amend-
ments to the superannuation fund. The mem-
ber for Kalamunda has no right to determine
what is a correct entitlement. He has no greater
wisdom than any other person in this place.

I consider our superannuation scheme to be
a reasonably generous one and I do not believe
we should make it even more generous without
paying due regard to the opinions of the people
who pay for that fund.

Mr Brian Burke: We are not making it more
generous. We are handing it over to the tri-
bunal.

Mr COWAN: I was talking about an incident
which occurred last year when we had a pro-
posal to provide a benefit that was more
generous than what exists today.

Thi s Bill transfers the responsibility of the
superannuation fund from members of Parlia-
ment to a tribunal. I support that principle, but
we should guard against this Bill being a back-
door method for making this superannuation
scheme more generous than it should be.

Mr Brian Burke: In two different places in
the second reading speech I indicated to the
tribunal that it should look to the average of
the others, no more and no less.

Mr COWAN: That will undoubtedly expand
the generosity of the superannuation scheme.

Mr Brian Burke: Why?
Mr COWAN: Because the schemes operated

by other Parliaments are more generous than
the Western Australian scheme. We have to be
very careful in supporting the transferance of
the responsibility from members of Parliament
to a tribunal. We should serve notice on the
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tribunal that we do not regard this as an invi-
tation to it to make this scheme more generous
than it should be and, in fact, more generous
than it is. The current economic climate in
Western Australia dictates that it would be ir-
responsible of us to transfer the right of
determining our superannuation benefits from
us to a tribunal if we are doing that with the
expectation of receiving a greater benefit. That
would be grossly irresponsible, the point made
by my colleagues, the members for Katanning-
Roe and Stirling.

I think it is more important that members of
the tribunal read our speeches and recognise
the economic circumstances of the State and
act accordingly.

I support the transference of that responsi-
bility. However, I think we must be careful to
ensure that this Proposal does not become a
back-door method to increase an already
generous scheme.

In the past, the Salaries and Allowances Tri-
bunal made the majority of its decisions on
members' salaries based on two factors. The
first was that the salaries of members of this
Parliament should be 90 per cent of a Federal
parliamentarian's salary. The second factor was
to pass on Consumer Price Index increases
awarded through the normal arbitration
system. In that regard, I do not think that the
tribunal has been strong enough to act indepen-
dently of those guidelines and has opted out by
following the norm.

I do not want to see the tribunal proposed
under this legislation operating in such a rigid
fashion. It should pay attention, not to what is
happening in the other States, but to what is
happening in Western Australia and whether
the people of this State can afford the scheme
which, as I have stated, is a fairly generous one.

The Bill corrects certain anomalies and I
commend the Treasurer for that. I suggest that
this is a back-door method of obtaining what
the Government was not prepared to proceed
with prior to the 1986 election. I do not think
many members of Parliament would be proud
to think that we are now using a back-door
method to give ourselves an added
superannuation pension.

MR BRIAN BURIKE (B3alga-Teasurer)
[3.45 p.m.J: I thank the members who
contributed to the debate and say that the prob-
lem confronting the member for Stirling is that
his credentials are doubted by his peers in this
place.

This Bill seeks to do two main things. The
first is to save in excess of $300 000 per annumn
on the amount of money that taxpayers are
asked to put into the fund. On his own argu-
ment, the member for Stirling cannot object to
that and he did not.

The second main thing that the Bill does is to
refer to the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal
the power to set pension benefits and to do
other things related to pension benefits; for
example, to set the rate at which members wI
contribute to the fund. That suggestion was
made by the Leader of the National Party, not
by the Government or the Opposition. It was
made by the leader of the party to which the
member for Stirling belongs. So, the member
for Stirling, with his dubious credentials, ex-
tends his search for political kudos to the point
where he presumes upon the findings of the
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal to try to gain
a political point.

The Bill saves money on the one hand to
which the member did not object. On the other
hand it refers the question to the Salaries and
Allowances Tribunal, which referral was
suggested by his party's leader and which
referral did not carry with it, automatically,
any instruction to the Salaries and Allowances
Tribunal as to what it shall bring down by way
of findings. As the Minister said in his second
reading speech, the Bill will try to give guid-
ance to the tribunal, and the tribunal should
look at the average of our position compared
with other positions in which members of Par-
liament find themselves; no more and no less.
That is a fair thing.

Mr Stephens: Which will be an increase in
benefits.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is true.

Mr Stephens: If there were to be no increase
in taxpayers' contributions, I would agree with
you.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The alternatives are
that we should refer to the tribunal the ques-
tion of members' pensions with an instruction
or prohibition on its making any change, in
which case there is no reason to refer it, we
would just leave it as it is.

Mr Stephens: And the Bill would not be here.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. Or we
refer it to the tribunal and say to the tribunal,
"Decrease the pension benefits or increase
them." On that basis there is a reason for refer-
ring the question to the tribunal. There is no
reason in referring it if it is left as it is.
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The member for Stirling is unfair to his col-
leagues. He should realise-although I will not
use exactly the same expression as the member
for Kalamunda used-that there are people of
uneven means in this place and not all of them
are independently wealthy.

Mr Stephens: There are people of uneven
means in my electorate, too.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. However,
I do not see members of the National Party
being the first to put their hands in the air and
say, "We don't want these extra facilities", or,
"We will do without the extra research facili-
ties".

Mr Stephens: We are entitled to the extra
facilities.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I agree. I was the first
to try to give the member fair facilities and to
extend to him fair and proper treatment. How-
ever, it all costs money and it is all paid for by
those people who are suddenly the ones in need
of all the help and to whom he referred. I am
not knocking them.

Mr Stephens: We are entitled to those facili-
ties. Are you going to cut facilities for all politi-
cal panies? I would be prepared to agree with
you then.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The truth is that mem-
bers of the National Party were not entitled to
those facilities. The legislation had to be
changed to give them the facilities.

Mr Stephens: But we are now.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because we changed

the law because we thought it was fair to
change it to give them the assistance.

Mr Stephens: It was done to improve the
performance.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On that basis, we take
it back.

Mr Stephens: On the same basis, we agreed
to the increase in the size of the Cabinet.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member knows as
well as I do that he is trying to clutch at straws
in his argument against this Bill, and is doing
so quite deliberately. He is not following his
own precedent. I do not want to argue with
him, but I am not a monkey and I am not going
to bring legislation into this place so that he can
shy at the Government. From now on he can
shy at the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal.
The member for Kalamunda warned against an
elite of the mediocre in this place. If the mem-
ber for Stirling does not want that to happen,
he should make sure that the things said by the
member for Katanning-Roe do not come to

pass, because if he wants to pay people lower
wages or provide poor retirement benefits and
to set up members of Parliament to be shied at
by the media-

Mr Stephens: We are not talking about re-
ducing the retirement benefits. The argument is
whether they are already generous enough.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is pant of the same
picture, and I am not much obsessed with wage
levels. I do not think that I have ever made a
submission to the Salaries and Allowances Tri-
bunal. I have my own views about members'
salary rates and the way in which members are
generally regarded in the community. How-
ever, every time the member for Stirling tries to
make political mileage in the way he did today,
and has done previousy, all he does is lower the
esteem of himself and his fellow members in
the eyes of the public.

Mr Stephens: I will take that odium for my
principles and beliefs.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member may take
that odium for his principles and beliefs. I will
not take it. I am just defining it, packaging it
and giving it to him.

Mr Stephens: If you had any doubts about it,
why didn't you introduce it before the last elec-
tion?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because it was different
legislation.

Mr Stephens: It will amount to the same
thing in 12 months' time. I will take a bect on
that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It may or may not, but
I suppose there is no argument that will satisfy
the member except to say that the Salaries and
Allowances Tribunal has no role to play; if that
is the view of the member, it is a view not
shared by his leader because all this Bill does is
accede to his suggestion. It does no more or less
than that. It is unfortunate that we did not
proceed with the Bill previously. That would
have given the member for Stirling a forum in
which to cavort. It is particularly unfortunate
for the sake of people like Colin Jamieson to
whom another member referred. It is particu-
larly unfortunate for those members who re-
tired, because our refusal to give the member
for Stirling a stage on which to display his
righteous indignation cost them very dearly.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

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

Clauses 110o3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Section 5 amended-
Mr HASSELL: The issue I raise with the

Treasurer was adverted to during the second
reading debate, but is an appropriate matter for
consideration under this clause. I wonder
whether it would be sensible to include in this
legislation a right for members of Parliament,
with appropriate safeguards, to opt out of the
parliamentary superannuation scheme, or to
opt out of any part of the benefits.

This afternoon we amended the Public Ser-
vice superannuation scheme to give public ser-
vants the, right to opt out of the scheme. The
member for Katanning-Roe this afternoon said
that he does not believe in superannuation for
parliamentarians. Perhaps the member for
Stirling and the member for Katanning-Roe
would consider it appropriate to include
amendments which would give them the right
to opt out, albeit with certain safeguards. When
families are left destitute, there is some reflec-
tion on those who left them in that position.
Therefore, there would have to be some declar-
ation of understanding that to opt out members
were forgoing all the protections that were in-
cluded under the superannuation scheme. I put
the proposal seriously and not simply for the
sake of talking, because a member has specifi-
cally said that he does not believe in this
system and another member has said that there
should be no change to the parliamentary
scheme.

Perhaps we could seriously consider an
amendment that would enable members of Par-
liament who felt as these members do to opt
out of the parliamentary scheme altogether or
to opt out of certain benefits related to it with
the appropriate protection, such as ac-
knowledgment of the understanding of the im-
pact of that action. The scheme currently in-
volves a parliamentarian making a contri-
bution of 11 .5 per cent of his gross income.
Three years after coming into Parliament, I left
my law firm when 1 became a Minister. Of
necessity, I then gave up the life insurance en-
dowment policies that I had had in place for
some eight or 10 years and which were
designed to cover my situation further down
the track. I could not afford to continue to
make contributions to the parliamentary
superannuation scheme and pay for private

provisions. Some people for various reasons
may choose to rake another course. Thus I
seriously ask why we do not extend to members
of Parliament who have the feelings of the
member for Katanning-Roe and the member
for Stirling and perhaps other who have other
reasons the opt ion not to make the contri-
bution and not to receive the benefits.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I had anticipated that
the member for Katanning-Roe and the mem-
ber for Stirling may have liked to contribute to
this part of the debate, but it seems that they do
not. It is an interesting suggestion and one that
I would refer to the trustees of the fund as the
appropriate body to consider the suggestion
made by the Leader of the Opposition. How-
ever, it is possible that if we allow people to opt
out, the member for Stirling and the member
for Katanning-Roe can give vent to their
idealogical bent and can sign up with the mem-
ber for Avon for a private endowment policy
through AMP or some other organisation.

Mr STEPHENS: I have no objection to the
suggestion that has been made. I suggest that by
all means we could have legislation which a!-
lowed for a member coming in to the Parlia-
ment to make that decision. However, let the
contributions that the Government make go
towards his fund. In my speech, at no stage did
I object to the members' contribution nor the
contribution of the Government. I have not
objected to superannuation. My objection was
to the increasing demands on the taxpayer.
That is the point.

Mr Brian Burke: What about your colleague?

Mr STEPHENS: I am speaking for myself,
not my colleague.

Mr Brian Burke: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition was addressing both of you. Your col-
league objected to superannuation; you
objected to something else; and the leader of
your party suggested we transfer the responsi-
bility to the tribunal. Without being flippant, it
is getting hard when there are as many opinions
as there are members.

Mr STEPHENS: My point is the degree of
deficiency in the fund which taxpayers are be-
ing asked to fund, If the Government can de-
vise a mechanism by which it can get all the
benefits it likes and taxpayers do not fund
them, I will go along with it. However, the fund
has an increasing deficiency and that is my
objection.

Mr Brian Burke: As a result of this Hill the
deficiency will decrease.
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Mr STEPHENS: No, it will not. I guarantee
that in 12 months' time-

Mr Brian Burke: As a result of this Bill it will
decrease. You are saying that as a result of the
considerations of the tribunal after the Bill is
passed, it may increase.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 5 to 16 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
[4.03 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Lawrence): I
have a certificate from the Chairman of Com-
mittees that this is a fair print of the Bill agreed
to in Committee and reported. The question is
that the Bill be read a third time. Those in
favour say aye, and against, no. The ayes have
it.

Mr Stephens: No, divide.

Mr House: No, divide.

The ACTING SPEAKER: I had in fact said
that the ayes have it.

Mr Stephens: You have to say the ayes have
it before I can say divide.

The ACTING SPEAKER: I put the question
clearly and the opportunity was there in my
opinion for the member for Stirling to do that.
I am sorry if I spoke rather quickly but it was
standard format.

Point of Order

Mr STEPHENS: By way of interjection, a
member said that there were no "Noes". There
were two noes spaced out deliberately so that
they would not be confused.

The ACTING SPEAKER: I register your
objection but the noes clearly came after I had
said that the ayes have it.

Debate Resumed
Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
MODIFICATION BILL

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for

Planning) [4.04 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Recent events where a local Government coun-
cil, on a narrow and strongly arguable in-
terpretation of a town planning scheme, is
seeking to evict a small group of intellectually
disabled children from a shared dwelling, high-
light a need for the State Government to have
power to amend a local council town planning
scheme in an extreme situation.

In the case I refer to, the council appears to
have taken a position on legal advice that the
occupation of a residence by a non-family
group contravenes its scheme, yet members will
know that there are in the metropolitan region
and elsewhere, many examples of non-family
households in the residential districts of other
councils.

The Town Planning and Development Act at
present has no provision for the Government
to intervene by amending a town planning

Scheme, however much this may be warranted.
in other States there are these powers and in-
deed in 1982, the O'Connor Government
created a new section in the Act, section 18SA,
which has never been proclaimed. That pro-
vision had the problem of being excessively
cumbersome and an amendment made under it
might take up to two years, whereas in a situ-
ation in which the Government would have to
take the serious step of amending a town plan-
ning scheme against a council's wish, there
would usually be a concomitant need for a
quicker procedure.

The amendment proposed by the Govern-
ment now allows the Governor to approve an
amendment to a town planning scheme pre-
pared by the Minister, provided the Governor
considers that amendment is warranted in the
interests of the municipality of the local auth-
ority which prepared the town planning
scheme. An amendment made by these means
does not however take effect unless neither
House passes a resolution disallowing the
amendment within six sitting days.

I am aware that local government has
expressed concern about this legislation, as it
did before in 1982 when the section ISA pro-
visions to which I alluded earlier were
legislated. In this case, however, this Govern-
ment has included a sunset clause. The powers
to be inserted in the Act by this Bill will cease
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to have effect Iwo years after the Bill receives
assent.

The Government moves to this form of legis-
lation with the greatest reluctance and only
after I and other Ministers have made the
greatest and gravest efforts to convince a very
obdurate local council that the eviction of five
mentally handicapped children is not some-
thing which the local community-

Mr Rushton: You will notice that the Local
Government Association has now asked you to
back off.

Mr PEARCE: I will tell the member for Dale
about the Local Government Association. I had
a meeting with the Local Government Associ-
ation at which it Proposed that a working party
be established to consider the whole question
of handicapped children living under these cir-
cumstances. The deputation comprised Mr
Leggoe and Mr Lennon, and both were very
sympathetic.

Mr Rushton: Is that chairman one of the
Government advisers?

Mr PEARCE: Of the Local Government As-
sociation?

Mr Rushton: Is it still Mr Peter Willmott?
Mr PEARCE: As far as I know, I have no

responsibility for the election of the Chairman
of the Local Government Association. Mr
Lennon came as part of the deputation; he is
the person in charge of planning for the Local
Government Association and Mr Leggoe is its
chief executive officer. They put forward a
proposition that the general issue of children
living under these circumstances should be
investigated by a working party between the
Government and the Local Government As-
sociation. I agreed to it because I thought it was
a perfectly proper approach. They suggested
that we should not then proceed with the legis-
lation on the basis of that working party being
set up.

I said I would be happy not to proceed with
the legislation on the clear understanding that
the Bassendean Town Council would not pro-
ceed with the prosecution while the matter was
the subject of a working party. I said that if it
felt that the setting up of a working party was
the best approach, I would agree, provided that
the children were not evicted in the meantime.

The deputation from the Local Government
Association undertook to speak to the
Bassendean Town Council to see whether
agreement could be reached whereby the
Bassendean Town Council did not proceed

with the prosecution or agreed to adjourn to a
definite time after the working party might be
complete. The working party would be held,
agreements reached and, if necessary,
legislated, and that would resolve the
Bassendean Town Council's situation. When
the Local Government Association went to the
Hassendean Town Council, it would not agree
to hold up that prosecution.

Mr Hassell: That is not quite right. If that
prosecution were to be withdrawn now, would
you go back and stick with your agreement with
the WGA?

Mr PEARCE: Yes, certainly.
Mr Hassell: You would not go on with this

legislation?
Mr PEARCE: If the Bassendean Council will

withdraw its prosecution until such time as a
proper working party is set up to work things
out, we will not proceed with this legislation. I
have told the Bassendean Council that on at
least two occasions.

Mr Rushton: Don't you see the precedent
you are creating?

Mr PEARCE: I understand absolutely that it
is a grave step that is being taken and one that
the Government has taken reluctantly after I
went as far as I possibly could to try to nego-
tiate a Settlement to that situation.

Mr Rushton: I went through that same situ-
ation with Subiaco and we resolved it.

Mr PEARCE: Maybe the member for Dale is
better than 1. Perhaps I am not as modest as the
next person, but I do not think that proposition
would receive wide acceptance in the Western
Australian community. More likely, the
position is that the Bassendean Council is a
much more unreasonable council than the
Subiaco Council in the circumstances.

Mr Hassell: The Bassendean Council is very
keen to resolve the matter.

Mr PEARCE: I wish that were true. I have
had a meeting with the Bassendean Council
and suggested a compromise but everything I
have suggested has been rejected by it.

Mr Rushton: You started off by slandering
and abusing it.

Mr PEARCE: I did not start off by
slandering and abusing it. I said I thought the
eviction of five mentally handicapped children
was horrific.

Mr Rushton: I am suggesting there are many
problems with this issue and it needs to be
resolved in the long term.
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Mr PEARCE: It does need to be resolved in
the long term. We have our own processes,
through the Edwards report, on moving to
long-term solutions for these types of problems.
I am not going to stand by-and nor is this
Government-while we spend months, if not
years, discussing long-term solutions. Five
mentally handicapped children are to be put
out on the street.

Mr Rushton: What about the Chinese res-
taurant situation?

Mr PEARCE: That is a nonsense intei.ec-
tion. The member will get his opportunity
when the Bill is debated to make his position
clear. This is a matter about which the Govern-
ment and I feel very strongly. If we are a little
emotional about it we make no apology. We
feel a great responsibility to those children and
their problem. If it means introducing this type
of legislation, we will do it. In response to the
more reasonable interjections of the Leader of
the Opposition, if the Bassendean Council were
to withdraw its prosecution and agree not to
take action to evict those children-

Mr Hassell: Or get it deferred.
Mr PEARCE: Yes. If the problem could be

resolved, the legislation would be withdrawn.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell

(Leader of the Opposition).

ACT'S AMENDMENT (PARLIAMENTARY
SUPERANNUATION) BILL

Message: Appropriations
Message from the Governor received and

read recommending appropriations for the pur-
poses of the Bill.

PERTH BUILDING SOCIETY (MERGER)
BILL

Second Reading
MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister for

Housing) [4.15 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Perth Building Society is a society
registered under the Building Societies Act
1976. Hothani Permanent Building Society is a
society operating in Victoria and registered
under the Building Societies Act 1986 in that
State.

In June 1983 the Perth Building Society
acquired 90 per cent of the permanent capital
of the Hothamn Permanent Building Society
and the remaining 10 per cent in September
1985. Hence the Hothamn Permanent Building

Society is wholly owned by the Perth Building
Society.

In 1985 substantial amendments to the West-
em Australian Building Societies Act were
made to allow societies to expand their activi-
ties in the deregulated financial markets. How-
ever, no provision exists in the WA legislation
to allow an interstate merger. WA legislation
pertains only to intrastate operations.

Victoria has presented a Building Societies
(Amendment) Bill, which provides the mechan-
ism to facilitate mergers between Victorian
societies and interstate societies. Information
received indicates this Bill will be passed in the
current session of the Victorian Parliament.

The Perth Building Society, on behalf of both
societies, has lodged an application to operate
as a savings bank and sufficient progress has
been made whereby the granting of a banking
authority could be recommended. It is
intended to commence banking operations as
soon as possible after the close of March 1987
and the timing to finalise the merger is critical.

Consultation between Crown Law Depart-
ment, the Registry of Building Societies, and
the society's solicitors indicates that time does
not permit at this stage to proceed with general
amendments to the Western Australian Build-
ing Societies Act to effect interstate mergers
and that a special Bill to give effect to the
merger is the desired method.

Subsequent to the merger the combined en-
tity will seek registration as a company pursu-
ant to the Western Australian Building
Societies Act and the Companies (Western
Australia) Code.

The Victorian Building Societies
provides for the merger between a
society and another building society
ated in another State or Territory of
monwealth.

Act 1986
Victorian
incorpor-
the Coin-

This Bill provides for the Perth Building So-
ciety to apply for a merger under the Victorian
Building Societies Act, between itself and the
Hotham Permanent Building Society, and to
give effect in this State to that merger. If the
applications of the Perth Building Society and
the Hothamn Permanent Building Society are
successful, they shall apply for the relevant cer-
tificate of compliance under section 108 (C) of
the Victorian legislation. Merger time will be
accomplished upon the issuance of this certifi-
cate by the Victorian registrar pursuant to sec-
tion 108 (D) of the Victorian legislation.
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Under this Bill the merger under the
Victorian Act of the assets, liabilities and
undertakings of the Hotham Permanent Build-
ing Society with those of the Perth Building
Society, shall, after merger time, have full ef-
fect and force in this State.

The recent deregulation of the banking in-
dustry has necessitated building societies and
other non-bank financial intermediaries to re-
view their operations in order to remain com-
petitive in today's complex financial market.
The Government is supportive of the merger in
that it will ensure the entity's continued
presence in the provision of housing finance.
The successful merger is a condition precedent
to enable the finalisation of the conversion of
the merged entity to a savings bank.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr H-assell

(Leader of the Opposition).

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the

Opposition) E14.19 p.m.]-. This Bill, on its face, is
simple and straightforward and could be
thought to be a case of good sense and
administration. It is designed to exempt certain
Government departments from the payment of
payroll tax. When it is realised that Govern-
ment departments which pay payroll tax, do so
out of the budget allocated to them by the Par-
liament on the recommendation of the Govern-
ment, it might be that there is no more to it
than the avoidance of unnecessary bookwork
and unnecessary transfers of money from one
pocket to another within the governmental
system.

I indicate that the Opposition will support
the Bill, although there are a couple of ques-
tions which have to be raised about it. Indeed,
there is one particular area of concern. I have
made inquiries as to why the system was
instituted whereby Government departments
and instrumentalities, which are included
within the State Budget, have in the past been
required to pay payroll tax.

I find there are two reasons for that in-
clusion. The first was a policy reason-that be-
ing to remind departments and the Parliament
of the real cost of their operations, and to pro-
vide some measure of accountability and
understanding within Government depart-
ments that this tax was a liability which they

would have to meet if they were operating in
the private sector. This was done over the years
so that departments were required to see, to be
conscious of, and to administer a liability
which is imposed on the private sector. This is
to be taken away. It may be said, "Well, it
doesn't matter"; however, what does matter is
that the total cost of government is not some-
thing that departments are made aware of.
That total cost includes not only payroll tax but
also rates, rents and other charges which are
applied.

So in a small way this change diminishes a
Process which the Liberal Party pursued when
in Government and the present Government
has, to some extent, pursued-that is, the pro-
cess of seeking to make Government depart-
ments more accountable and more conscious of
the responsibilities which they would encoun-
ter if they were operating within the private
sector and subject to Government rather than
being a part of Government. This provided
that Government departments and instru-
mentalities were to a small extent made more
aware of their liabilities, and mote conscious of
what they would face if they were in the private
sector, and, to that extent, more accountable.

The second reason for the adoption of this
method, as I understand it, goes back some-
what into history. An important question,
which I want to raise with the Treasurer, con-
cerns the arrangementi made by the Common-
wealth with the States at the time the payroll
tax was transferred from the Commonwealth to
the States. I have been advised that at the time
the payroll tax was transferred from the Com-
monwealth to the States by the McMahon
Government, the Commonwealth enacted
legislation to effect the transfer and to reinforce
the authority of the States to impose payroll
tax.

It has been suggested to me that one of the
reasons payroll tax was imposed on Govern-
ment departments was that if it were applied
universally to the private sector and to Govern-
ment departments and instrumentalities, it
would be less possible legally for the tax to be
constitutionally challenged. I do not know why
that is a valid reason but it is one which has
come out of my inquiries. 1 ask the Treasurer to
let me know, when he responds in this debate,
whether this matter has been the subject of any
discussions with other States, what the practice
is in other States, or what it has been, whether
there is any agreement or understanding with
other States as to the practice, and whether any
consideration has been given in terms of this
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legislation as to whether it contravenes some
original agreement made in the early 1970s
when the McMahon Government handed over
payroll taxing powers to the States.

I have now dealt with the two reasons which
were advanced to me as reasons for the practice
that has applied until now. The next point I
raise concerns the consequence of this legis-
lation being adopted. That consequence is that
the change will tend to blur the Budget to some
extent. Every time another department is
exempted from paying payroll tax, both the
revenue and expenditure sides of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Budget will be
reduced in size. That has two consequences.

Firstly, it will make the Budget overall look
smaller. Secondly, it will make the process of
comparing this year's Budget and subsequent
Budgets with previous Budgets much more dif-
ficult. From this year's Budget onwards, it will
be necessary to obtain the figure of payroll tax
which would have been payable by depart-
ments and to make a calculation before one can
have a valid comparison between the one and
the other. This means that an immediate evalu-
ation of future Budgets in comparison with
those preceding this year's Budget will be much
more difficult.

The Treasurer, in this year's Budget, referred
to the changed payroll tax arrangements. How-
ever, he did not give an actual figure for the
amount taken off the Budget's totals by the
measure which we are now debating. From the
point of view of good budgetary practice and
good accounting practice, I would like the
Treasurer to do two things. Firstly, I would like
him to agree to provide the House with a pre-
cise figure of the payroll tax payable by depart-
ments this year had he followed past practice.
Secondly, I would like to know whether the
Treasurer will instruct the Treasury to include
in the Budget papers next year, and in sub-
sequent years, the precise figure of the payroll
tax which would have been payable by Govern-
ment departments and instrumentalities had
the tax been applied universally as it was up
until now.

There is nothing sinister about my request,
as the Treasurer will appreciate. It is simply a
matter of putting people in the public domain
in the position of being able to make a valid
comparison between the successive Budgets
presented. That has been a historical situation,
apart from any immediate political or public
debate.

My final point is one which I personally re-
gard as being most serious. It concerns the fact
that this Bill includes, in clause 5, a provision
to allow regulations to be made to exempt other
departments and organisations from the pay-
ment of payroll tax.

I can understand the need to have a schedule
to show which departments are to be exempted
from the payment of payroll tax, and I under-
stand full well that the Treasurer has chosen in
his list of 45 exempted departments and organ-
isations those which might properly be
regarded as the departments of Government
and not trading concerns. However, as I read
the legislation there will remain a regulation-
making power which is only reviewable by Par-
liament by way of disallowance, and that is an
unsatisfactory procedure in many respects, and
there remains the power for the Government to
exempt other bodies. For example, the Govern-
ment could choose at any time to exempt from
the payment of payroll tax a number of trading
concerns which are in competition with the pri-
vate sector. There springs to mind a body like
the State Government Insurance Corporation,
as it will be operating under the commission;
the WADC could be exempted or the State En-
gineering Works.

Mr Brian Burke: You will have trouble
exempting that.

Mr HASSELL: Has it ceased?
Mr Brian Burke: As of this morning.
Mr HASSELL: There is Transperth and the

Water Authority. I am concerned about this
aspect.

Leave granted to continue speech at a later
sitting.

Debate thus adjourned.

GRIEVANCES
Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): It is my inten-
tion to take grievances. It is my understanding
that past practice in this House may cause
some surprise at that ruling. I have checked the
past practice, and it seems that when the House
has been adjourned and grievances would have
been taken in the week the House was ad-
j ourned the House has missed out on that op-
portunity. In the absence of any ruling to the
contrary in the past, it is my intention in future
that where this House adjourns for one week or
more we will have grievances on the week fol-
lowing that adjournment.
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HEALTH: NURSES
Conditions Package: Grievance

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)
[4.33 p.m.]: I would like to bring a grievance to
this House on behalf of the nurses of Western
Australia. The package that was brought down
by the Government is a rort and an insult to
the nurses of this State. It is interesting that in
The West Australian on Tuesday the Premier
said the package was not perfect and that he
was sure some nurses would not be satisfied
with pants of it. H-e can say that again! It is not
some, but a majority of nurses in Western
Australia who are not impressed and feel they
have been taken for a ride by the Government.

Nurses play an important part in the health
care system and provide basic health care.
They are trained to respond to a patient's
needs. They are often the first people on the
scene because they are there 24 hours a day,
providing a service for patients, whereas a doc-
tor may be away or looking after patients in
another area. The nursing profession is trained
to respond to a patient who starts having chest
pains or becomes cyanosed. It is important that
we have the right type of people in this field,
and we do. It has been generally accepted that
nurses have been underpaid and understimated
in their profession. The Government said it
would rectify the position, but it came up with
a great ront on Monday with its $70 million
package to overcome the problems.

Nurses have been and continue to be taken
for ranted. This package was to soothe the
nurses and put up a good front to the public so
that Western Australia does not have the prob-
lems which are currently facing the Eastern
States.

The Government was more than happy to
spend $250 000 on its "G'day from WA" cam-
paign, but the message from the nurses after
reading what is in the package is not "G'day"
but "Dismay". The Secretary of the Hospital
and Miscellaneous Workers Union which rep-
resents enrolled nurses warned that his mem-
bers, who can expect only a two per cent wage
increase, might take industrial action. He said
enrolled nurses were not at all happy and the
situation was like that in Victoria.

Under this Government and the current
Minister, who is more interested in saving dol-
lars than saving lives or caring for the sick in
Western Australia, we are certainly facing a
similar situation to that in the Eastern States.

Mr Taylor: What a cheap and stupid com-
ment.

Mr BRADSHAW. In those States patients
have to look after themselves or are being taken
out of hospitals, or their relatives have to look
after them. It is an absolute disgrace that we are
heading down the same path as a result of this
package put forward by the Minister and the
Premier on Monday. Under this Government
the whole health system in Western Australia is
falling apani. The public hospitals have great
waiting lists, and costs are skyrocketing.

Mrs Watkins: What absolute arrant non-
sense!

Mr BRADSHAW: It is not. The member
should go and talk to people in the community.
They are not impressed with this Govern-
menit's attitude towards the health system in
Western Australia. I refer to the case of a
woman pensioner from Tuart Hill who was told
to go home and wait for a beant operation. She
could not wait; she died while she was waiting
to be admitted to hospital.

Mrs Watkins: If you want some evidence of
how good the health system is, I will give it to
you.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Government could
not care less. If it can save a few dollars it will
do so. It has denigrated and knocked down the
health system. We had a great health system
here three years ago; there were no waiting lists;,
but now it is grinding to a halt.

As the member for Gascoyne said, morale in
the hospitals and among nurses is low. The
Government is putting more pressure on the
hospitals and directing patients to public hospi-
tals which are bulging at the seams with long
waiting lists and staff under increasing press-
ure. The Minister imposed a staff freeze which
exacerbated the problem and put a lot more
pressure on people working in the hospital
system. The result is morale is low and will get
worse; hospitals are being forced to cut staff
levels further as a result of the recent directive
from the Government.

The Minister's policy is to save dollars. He
sees a prime piece of real estate at Heathcote
Hospital and decides to sell it to get some
money in the bank. He does not worry about
in-patients or out-patients. He has decided to
set up a working party after making a decision
to sell off the Heathcote Hospital.

It is an absolute disgrace that the Minister is
more interested in selling off a piece of prime
real estate than he is in the patients who will
have to travel to Freman tle or Claremont.

Several members interjected.
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Mr BRADSHAW: When the Government
puts its facts together, we will talk about it.

This Government is not concerned about the
care of patients in Western Australia. The
Premier has allowed his department to increase
in size by two per cent in the three years he has
been Premier of Western Australia, yet, he is
short-changing the nurses. Perhaps he should
be looking more closely at pruning his depart-
ment.

Mr Brian Burke: What did you do for the
nurses?

Mr BRADSHAW: When have I had the op-
portunity to do anything for the nurses?

Mr Brian Burke: If this is the test, you will
never be able to answer the question because
you will never get the chance.

Mr BRADSHAW: I am trying to address the
problems about which I am aware.

The Minister for Health does not appreciate
that the nurses' career package will save money
in the long term. It is an expensive exercise to
train nurses and if they are given incentives to
stay in the nursing profession instead of getting
out of it as soon as they qualify, the overall cost
will be reduced.

The present situation at Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital is that at least 15 new nurses are
employed each week and each new nurse is
provided with a uniform and undergoes
orientation training for a week. Naturally, this
increases the cost, and it could be reduced if we
provided an incentive for nurses to stay in the
profession.

Unfortunately I have run out of time, as
there are other areas of concern. The package
introduced by the Minister last Monday will
certainly not provide any benefits to this State.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for
Health) [4.43 p.m.]: It is difficult to reply to a
grievance which is all over the place like a dog's
breakfast, which has no substance to it, and
which does not contain anything in the form of
constructive criticism to which I would be pre-
pared to listen. Nevertheless, I will do what I
think is best and try to reply to the member for
Murray-Wellington's grievance.

Firstly, the member for Murray-Wellington
places himself in the category as being one of
the "dries" in the Liberal Party. In other words
he is calling all the time for Government
spending to be reduced and for a reduction in
the number of people employed by the Govern-
ment. I suppose that he has as much in com-
mon with the "dries" of the Liberal Party as he

has with a wet sponge-when it is squeezed, it
turns to water.

The offer made by the Government to the
Western Australian nurses, will cost the tax-
payers of Western Australia in the vicinity of
$70 million over the course of this Budget and
the next two Budgets. The Government be-
lieves that the case put to it by the nurses is
reasonable and that is the reason it has decided
to address the issue in such a positive way. In
fact, the sum of money the Government has set
aside is the largest amount to be set aside by
any State Government in the history of this
State in an effort to resolve an industrial prob-
lem. I do not put the Problem involving the
nurses in the category of an industrial dispute
at this stage.

What the Government has done is to offer
the nurses of Western Australia rates of pay
that are equal to, in some cases better than, and
in other cases slightly below, the rates of pay
offered to and accepted by nurses in New South
Wales and South Australia. It is certainly better
than the rates of pay offered to nurses by the
Victorian Government.

I refer now to the rates of pay which have
been offered to Western Australian nurses. The
proposal is for a weekly base rate of pay of
$329.90 for a third-year enrolled nurse. The
rates in other States are as follows-

New South Wales
Victoria
Queensland
South Australia
Tasmania

$314
$311
$286
$299
$340

The base rate per week paid to an enrolled
nurse in Western Australia is higher than that
offered to nurses in other States of Australia
except for Tasmania. It is certainly better than
the rate in Queensland.

A fifth-year registered nurse in Western
Australia will, under this proposal, receive
$424."40 per week. The rates in other States are
as follows-

New South Wales
South Australia
Victoria

$427
$417
$409

The rate in New South Wales is about $2.50 in
front of Western Australia.

Since this Government took office in 1983 a
number of matters have been drawn to its at-
tention by the nurses, and they have been
resolved. Firstly, there was the provision of a
10-hour break between shifts and the Govern-
ment agreed to it. Secondly, there was the 38-
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hour week with a uniform allowance, and the
Government agreed to that. Thirdly, there was
the issue of non-nursing duties, and we agreed
to that over three phases. Fourthly, there was
the employment of additional nurses and a
campaign to recruit nurses not only from
throughout Australia, but also from overseas,
and the Government did that. Fifthly, there
was the tertiary training of nurses, and the
Government agreed to that. The Government
has agreed also to the implementation of a
decision that will allow it to spend in the order
of $70 million to overcome the current case
which the nurses want pursued.

Taking the recent package into account, the
Government has, over the last three years,
spent well over $100 million to satisfy the
claims made by the nurses of Western
Australia.

On the day I became Minister for Health I
said that the case put forward by the nurses was
reasonable. It was for that reason that the State
Government agreed to set aside $70 million to
allow the nurses' case to be pursued.

The offer is fair and reasonable and I hope
that the majority of nurses in Western
Australia will consider it and agree to it. I hope
they will advise the State Council of the Royal
Australian Nursing Federation that it is a fair
package. Today I wrote to every nurse in West-
emn Australia giving details of the Govern-
ment's offer and suggesting to them that they
get in touch with the federation advising that
they believe it is a fair offer. I also received
today a letter from the nursing federation
suggesting that the Premier and I should meet
with it. When the Premier and I met with the
federation last Monday we advised that we
would be prepared to attend its council meet-
ing, which was held last night, to discuss the
case. We were not invited to that meeting.
However, the federation has written to me
today inviting the Premier and me to discuss
the matter with it. Of course, we will take up
the invitation. We are not about to say that we
are refusing to talk to anyone about these
issues.

The Premier and I will meet with the feder-
ation at the beginning of next week to discuss
the package. I have said to nurses throughout
the State that we in Western Australia could set
an example to the rest of Australia. We in
Western Australia will not go down the same
track as Victoria; what has occurred in relation
to the psychiatric nurses of New South Wales;
or to the action being taken by the nurses in
South Australia.

The majority of nurses in Western Australia
do not want to go down that track. It is for that
reason that we have made this offer to them.

In the editorial in The West Australian this
morning it was said that the deal does not go all
the way. The facts are that in relation to most
industrial packages some element of compro-
mise is accepted by both parties. We have en-
deavoured to compromise in this matter, and I
ask the nurses to realise that as a Government
we do not have bundles of money to spend; we
cannot do everything they want us to do. Over
the last three-and-a-half years we have done
what they have asked of us. Most nurses recog-
nise that; certainly some of the leaders of the
Nurses Federation do.

The editorial mentioned that the Govern-
ment's package does not go all the way, but the
wrongs of past years-certainly the wrongs of
nine years of Liberal activity--cannot be
righted overnight, and the nurses should not
feel tempted to seek by industrial action any
more then they can reasonably hope to achieve
by more peaceful means.

We are offering to the nurses of Western
Australia the opportunity to achieve by peace-
ful means many of the ends which they seek. I
hope that as a result of discussions which the
Premier and I will have with the nurses early
next week we will be able to resolve any prob-
lems by peaceful means. I am certain the ma-
jority of nurses in Western Australia do not
want to resolve this dispute in the industrial
battleground. They would prefer that their fed-
eration resolve this dispute by sitting down
across the table with the Premier and me, or
whoever else may be involved, negotiating,
rather than as a result of confrontation.

GATSBY COURT BALLROOM
Zoning: Grievance

MR THONIAS (Welshpool) [4.52 p.m.]: I
wish to raise a matter which concerns the City
of Canning. I believe the City of Canning is
hiding behind legal technicalities and imposing
a very unfair burden upon a couple of small
business people who are seeking, in good faith,
to ply their trade by operating a dance studio in
Mallard Way, Canningron. I refer to the busi-
ness of Mr and Mrs Clarke, who are trading as
the Gatsby Court Ballroom in Mallard Way
and have run into a zoning problem with the
City of Canning.

The people who operate the Gatsby Court
Ballroom used to operate a dance studio in the
Queens Park Primary School hall, but had to
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move from that hail because the premises were
unsatisfactory. The condition of the floor was
such that it could not be used for dance pur-
poses. The owners were not prepared to up-
grade it because the building had a limited life.
The proprietors had difficulty finding suitable
premises in the area, but ultimately they were
able to secure some premises at 10 Mallard
Way, Cannington. In the normal course of
events this property would be described as a
showroom. It had some sort of commercial
zoning.

When they signed the lease with their agents
they were told that the zoning on that site was
such as would allow them to operate a dance
studio. As it happened, the zoning does not
pernit the premises to be used as a dance stu-
dio, hence they have run into problems with
the local authority, the City of Canning.

I am not sure of the words used in the zoning
attached to that property, but I know that, for
example, it is in order for the premises to be
used as a mechanical workshop for tuning cars
and that sort of thing. Apparently the form of
words used do not permit the use of those
premises as a dance studio.

As a consequence of that the proprietors-by
now the lessees of the property under a fairly
tight lease-applied to the City of Canning to
have the property rezoned in order to operate a
dance studio. Initially the application
progressed quite well. Ultimately it went to the
Minister; it was advertised and everything
seemed to be going well.

However, at one stage a number of
objections were sent to the local authority, the
City of Canning, from people who owned
premises in Mallard Way near the premises to
be used as a ballroom.

Mr MacKinnon: How many objections?
Mr THOMAS: About half a dozen, I believe.

It was suggested-I do not know the truth of
this-that they had been solicited by someone
with an objection to the business operating. As
events turned out, those objections were with-
drawn. I have a statutory declaration from one
of the former objectors indicating that the
objection was withdrawn. The premises were
operating as a ballroom, and although the com-
plaints had been about noise and the like, there
was now no real reason why the premi ses
should not continue to be used as a dance stu-
dio.

However, I do not want to go into that at the
moment. I want to go into how this matter has
been handled by the City of Canning. These

people leased these premises in good faith.
They found themselves in a position beyond
the point of no return with their investment in
the premises. They were stuck with a lease
which was very difficult to get out of. Alterna-
tive premises are very difficult to find in the
vicinity. In addition they had invested a fairly
significant sum of money in painting the prem-
ises and altering them so that they would be
suitable for use as a dance studio.

Until the late stages of that zoning appli-
cation were reached, no-one had suggested any-
thing critical about the fact that people were
continuing to use the premises as a dance stu-
dio. However, the City of Canning then said it
was no longer prepared to process the appli-
cation for rezoning because the premises were
being used illegally. That is the nub of the prob-
lem I want to go to in this debate.

If the City of Canning believed that the
premises were being used illegally, it had the
option to prosecute the occupiers of those
premises for a breach of the town planning
scheme. In fact the City of Canning is now
doing so. But that is no reason it should not
entertain an application for rezoning. What the
City of Canning has said to these people is that
it will not further process the application for
rezoning-which was I think amendment No.
373 to the City of Canning town planning
scheme-while the premises are occupied and
being used as a dance studio. The City of Can-
ning requires the occupiers of those premises to
vacate them and then commence a new appli-
cation.

Anyone with any experience of planning
matters would know that even if matters were
fast-tracked, that would involve a time lapse of
perhaps six months while the various
formalities were undertaken. These people
would be put into a position where they would
have to pay double rent, because they would
presumably have to obtain new premises in the
area from which to draw clientele. This would
involve them in costs of disruption, vacating
the premises, relocating the premises, and vari-
ous improvements which they have located in
10 Mallard Way, and it would result in an air
of uncertainty as to the future of their
position.

That is a grossly unfair and unfortunate way
in which to administer town planning legis-
lation. As I read the Town Planning and De-
velopment Act, the City of Canning is quite
right in a legal sense in acting in the way it has.
It is quite open to it to do what it is seeking to
do. What I am suggesting is that it is an unfair
and onerous way of exercising the discretion
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which the City of Canning has under the Town
Planning and Development Act. If the City of
Canning wants to prosecute people for a breach
of the Act it can do so, but there is no reason to
place almost insuperable burdens on these
people who are seeking only to go about their
trade, and that is to operate a dance studio.

I have taken the trouble to visit the premises
during the day and in the evening. One ques-
tion raised has been the presence of vehicles at
night in the street where the premises are
located. This is a very benign form of business
to have operating in the street. I expect it
would be less disruptive to residents than a car
tuning business, that which the premises are
currently zoned for, and it does not seem there
is any real, substantive reason the application
should not be able to be approved.

Even without going to that substantive ques-
tion, the way in which this application has been
administered by the City of Canning has
imposed a great cost and disruptive element on
the business.

Mr MacKinnon: Have you taken it up with
the City of Canning yourself?

Mr THOMAS: Yes, I have taken it up, but
without a great deal of success. As a matter of
fact, on 10 November, which was last Monday,
the council resolved not to proceed any further
with the matter until the question of pros-
ecution against the people had been dealt with
and they had vacated the premises.

As I understand it, and obviously I do not
know the details of Mr and Mrs Clarke's
finances, that decision may have the practical
effect of their being made bankrupt, and that is
an unfair and inhumane way to act. Mr and
Mrs Clarke are well known in the area. I have
had a number of telephone calls from constitu-
ents in the area who are parents of school chil-
dren undertaking dancing lessons on the prem-
ises. They are appreciative of the facility be-
cause there is not another like it in the area.

Ironically, the City of Canning, which has
been so harsh in its treatment of Mr and Mrs
Clarke, previously honoured them with a civic
reception in 1980 when the Australian Ball-
room Dancing Championships were held in
Perth. Mr and Mrs Clarke participated in those
championships and won a number of awards.
They were responsible for involving a number
of people from the City of Canning in the
championships. The City of Canning honoured
Mr and Mrs Clarke with a civic reception in
appreciation of their activities. They have pre-

viously been run in a local primary school hallI
for some years.

Local authorities do have powers under the
Town Planning and Development Act, but
within those powers there is a great deal of
leeway for exercise of discretion. I suggest that
when a local authority exercises its discretion
in this way so as to impede people who are
providing valuable and appreciated com-
munity services, are simply trying to go about
their business, and are in a situation where they
are able to employ a number of people, it is a
gross misuse of that discretion and one which
we should condemn.

MR ]PEARCE (Arinadale-Minister for
Planning) [5.02 p.mn.]: I appreciate all the
points made by the member for Welshpool, and
his advocacy for his constituents. It emerged
during the second reading speech on the Town
Planning and Development Modification Bill
in relation to the Bassendean situation that one
of the inequities in the planning system at the
moment is that local government authorities
have an absolute mortgage on the rezoning pro-
cess, in that they have the capacity to initiate or
not initiate a rezoning to suit themselves. It is
the only part of the planning process which is
not su bj ect to appeal, and re-
grettably a number of local authorities-
although not all of them by any means-misuse
this monopoly. Most local authorities are very
responsible in the planning area, but others use
their unique capacity to initiate a rezoning to
blackmail developers in one way or another,
and others use it in a capricious way, bouncing
this way or that according to what they believe
their constituents are saying at the time.

I am not able to make a judgment-and it
would not be appropriate for me to do so-on
the merits of the case made by the member for
Welshpool. All I can do is advise him that I am
not able to assist, on the basis that if the City of
Canning refuses to initiate a rezoning there is
nothing anyone can do apart from lobbying the
council to seek to have it initiate that rezoning.
It is a matter which concerns me, and is the
subject of consideration by the working parties
which are currently drawing up the new plan-
ning legislation.

Mr Cowan: What about the rezoning of live-
stock selling complexes, and those reserves,
and things like that? You had no trouble doing
that.

Mr PEARCE: Rezonings are a prerogative of
local governiment.

Mr Cowan: I know they are.

4114



(Wednesday, 12 November 19861 41

Mr PEARCE: Is the member for Merredin
suggesting I could move in some way to rezone
this dance ball?

Mr Cowan: I am suggesting there will be no
obstacle to the rezoning of the reserve at the
saleyard.

Mr PEARCE: Obviously, good projects do
not have any difficulty, except where one has
an obdurate local council. That is the problem
the member for Welshpaol faces. It may be
compounded by the very considerable internal
dissension in that council at the present time,
which I know is a matter of concern to many
members. I hope that will shortly be resolved.

In conclusion, I regret to advise the member
for Welshpool that I am not able to assist him
in this matter, but I appreciate the way in
which he has taken up his constituents' case.

MOSMAN PARK TEAROOMS
Government Role: Grievance

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the
Opposition) [5.04 p.m.]: My grievance is
directed to the Minister for Planning, although
it necessarily involves the Minister for
Transport, and perhaps also the Minister for
Environment. I want to take the few minutes
available in grievance time, in my rote as a
local member, to try to bring some sense to the
issue of the Mosman Park tearooms and the
Government's role in it.

I want to make it clear at the outset that I
have said very clearly to my constituents, some
of whom have made such requests as that there
be absolutely no development on the Mosman
Park tearooms site, that that is a private lease-
hold and there will be some development on it;
that the only alternative to some development
is resumption of the leasehold; and that if it is
resumed, it will require the payment of
substantial compensation which will either in-
crease their general taxes or increase, perhaps
significantly, the rates payable by the rate-
payers of Mosman Park. I have also said that
people in Mosman Park would be the first to
uphold the right of individuals who have pur-
chased a piece of land in that municipality to
build a house or other approved structure on
that land. My position has never been that
there will not be any development on the
Mosman Park tearooms site.

However, after much study of the matter and
after many questions and examination of the
issue, it seems to me that it comes down funda-
mentally to this: In March, approval was given
for the construction of a building on the lease

held in Mosman Bay. That approval was sub-
ject to three conditions, and the fact that those
conditions were imposed is not in dispute.
That approval was given with the conjoint ap-
proval of the Swan River Management Auth-
ority, the Mosman Park Town Council, the
Marine and Harbours Department, and per-
haps also-although I am not sure about this-
the Environmental Protection Authority. The
point is that the March approval, subject to
three conditions, was by consensus, one that
everyone supported.

It is also a fact, and not contested, that the
conditions imposed under the March approval
for the development of the Nfosman Park tea-
rooms were subsequently met.

I do think the Minister for Planning should
listen, because I am making a very specific
point. I know he is trying to deal with a prob-
lem.

Mr Pearce: I am sorry, I am much in demand
by members.

Mr HASSELL: I can well understand that.
The point is that there was a conditional ap-

proval in March. There were three conditions,
and it is not in dispute that those conditions
were met. What is in dispute is whether the
development approved in March subject to
those conditions is the development that is now
taking place. As the Minister for Planning
acknowledged in answer to a question without
notice the week before last, there was quite a
significant change made between that which
was approved in March and that which is now
under construction. Indeed, the Minister
acknowledged that he had agreed to that sig-
nificant change. As far as I can see, that is the
nub of the issue that remains.

What was this change? The change was that
the approval to which everyone had consented
in March was for a jetty, together with a small
tearoom with about 20 seats and a largish shed
in which boat repairs and renovations could be
undertaken. What is under construction now is
materially different from that. The difference is
this: The boat repair shed, as the Minister told
the House, has been eliminated and in its place
the tearoom has grown from a place with seat-
ing for 20 people to a place with seating for
about, as I understand it, 120 people. In ad-
dition to that, there is a large open area of
decking which could be used for further out-
door seating that, if used to its maximum ex-
tent, could bring the total seating of the tea-
room up to 200. 1 believe this is to be a tea-
room operation. I accept the answers which
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have been given by the Minister to the numer-
Gus questions I have asked, and I accept the
personal assurances which I have been given by
the developers. I might add that the answers
were not detailed or clearcut, but I accept them
nonetheless.

I do not understand why the Minister has
sought to avoid giving those clearcut answers,
but the tearoom could seat up to 200, if it is
used to its maximum extent. That makes it a
big operation. The question is-anid it has legal
consequences-whether the conditional ap-
proval to a development granted in March and
the approval of the development taking place
now are one and the same. The view of the
local people-and I believe it is a well-founded
legal view-is that the two developments are
not the same. Of course a tearoom with 20
seats, a boat shed, and a boat operation is an
entirely different matter from a tearoom with
the potential to seat 120 people and a further
potential to seat even more people on the open
decking area.

The significance of that is twofold: Firstly, it
is a completely different concept which is
upsetting people in a way that it did not upset
them in March. The council accepted it in
March, as did the Swan River Management
Authority and even the EPA. The State Plan-
ning Commission also accepted the approval in
March, as did the Department of Marine and
Harbours. However, now people are not
accepting it because the total character of the
development changed between March and
September or October when the development
actually got under way.

As I said, the consequences of that change
are twofold: Firstly, a whole group of people
are now upset, whereas they were not upset
before. The Premier has been sent a petition
with some 7 000 signatures on it, and I have
received a copy of that petition today. Not just
a handful of people but many people are upset
about this. The second consequence is a legal
one. I have challenged the Government about
this aspect of the matter and I have
suggested-and I might say not precisely as
reported in the paper because I took pains to
point out to The West Australian that its report
was not accurate in respect of what I said at the
meeting on the foreshore on Sunday-that the
legal processes were not followed. If the devel-
opment was different, there was a legal require-
ment for the second set of plans to be submit-
ted to the Mosman Park Town Council and to
the Swan River Management Authority. That
was not done.

The Swan River Management Authority was
not shown the second set of plans; it had to
scrabble around and get them from the EPA. It
did not get them from the SPC. From my in-
vestigations, I believe that the development
taking place is one which, although taking place
under a set of approvals ranted, may have
seen the Government and its departments act-
ing illegally in the way in which they dealt with
this matter, and in the way in which they did
not follow the statutory procedures laid down,
because the development in October differs
from the development approved in March.

MR PEARCE .(Armadale-Minister for
Planning) [5.15 p.m.]: In many respects I think
the summation of the situation made by the
Leader of the Opposition is a perfectly admir-
able, succinct, and accurate one. I do not dis-
agree with his retelling of the facts.

However, I disagree with the judgment he
made about those facts in the end. The facts of
the matter are as outlined. There was a devel-
opment application, the last of many, and it
was successful where others had failed because
of a significant change in circumstances. That
is, in the past the authorities which would have
had to give the development approval were
faced with a proposition of either retaining
Smith's boat shed and tearooms as they were or
allowing a new development. The authorities
always took the view that they would prefer to
retain the old Smith's boat shed and tearooms.

However, when these burned down there was
a question as to what had to be done about
tidying up the situation. Finally, a set of devel-
opment approvals was given. All of the relevant
bodies were consulted and approval was given
in March this year for a development with
three conditions, to which the Leader of the
Opposition has referred. I would say something
about that development approval which was
given in March: It was not a committee ap-
proval; it was an approval which legally was the
right of the SPC to give, but in fact that depart-
ment consulted with a range of other bodies,
including the Mosman Park Town Council, be-
fore giving that approval.

Mr Hassell: The conservation Act says that
they have to consult.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, but the SPC did not have
to consult with the Mosman Park Town Coun-
cil because the council in fact, as Justice Olney
pointed out in a very telling judgment in the
legal action, was seeking to use its reserves to
influence a development application over
which it had no legal rights, and which took

4116



[Wednesday, 12 November 1 9861 11

place outside the boundaries of its munici-
pality. That is what Justice Olney said on that
particular case, and it is very accurate.

When the revised plans came back to me
with the three conditions, one other change was
made. I made no secret of that; in fact, I wa,.
the person who first pointed it out in this place.
That is to say, the boat shed side of the busi-
ness, the boat workshop area, was considerably
diminished while the tearoom side was con-
siderably expanded. That means that the total
programme is to some extent different from the
one for which an application was originally
sought.

I might say that that is not at all unusual in
the planning process and those people in this
House who have been Ministers for Planning
before me will be well aware that when devel-
opment approvals come up and conditions are
put, often there is to-ing and fro-ing for some
time before a final approval is given. Often in
the end the final approval seemingly does not
bear much relation to the initial application.

Mr Rushton: The Planning Commission is
not the absolute power.

Mr PEARCE: I understand that, but the only
question which the Leader of the Opposition
raised is whether the approval which was given
in October was for the same development as
the application that was made and approved in
principle in March.

Mr Rushiton: It wasn't.
Mr PEARCE: That is a question that the

Leader of the Opposition raised. It has nothing
to do with the jetty.

Mr Rushton: It has a lot to do with the jetty
because it will be built on a jetty.

Mr PEARCE: It also has a lot to do with rain
because if rain did not fall from the sky and run
off the ground and into the river and out to the
sea, there would not be a river to build a jetty
on. That is a remarkably foolish interjection.
The jetty application is quite a separate matter
from this particular development approval,
and bears no relation to anything that we are
discussing here because the SPC, apart from
anything else, has no rights overjetties.

The point that the Leader of the Opposition
raised was in respect of whether the change that
had been made to increase or decrease the size
of the tearooms and the boat workshop facility
was enough to mean that it ought to be
regarded as a whole new development appli-
cation. My answer to that is twofold: Firstly, I
do not believe that it is because in the course of

events in planning, greater changes than that
are made as a matter of course in applications,
and no-one ever makes a whole new appli-
cation under those circumstances. One could
consider it a variation to a development appli-
cation which is already in train.

Mr Rushton: When the development runs
out of date, you have to start again.

Mr PEARCE: I said recently, when the mem-
ber for Dale was speaking at interminable
length on the environmental Bill, that it is good
to have the experience of older and wiser mem-
bers of the House, but the line has to be drawn
somewhere even with regard to that. I really
would appreciate it if we were not given a run-
down on extraneous and irrelevant matters that
may have some relationship to the planning
process but do not bear on the point we are
discussing.

Some time when I have a couple of days to
spare , I will be happy to sit down and run
through the member for Dale's experiences in
the planning portfolio.

Mr Brian Burke: Tell us the truth. You would
not be Prepared to do that.

Mr PEARCE: I would be prepared if I had a
couple of days to spare.

The point is that these development ap-
provals are not reconsidered every time some-
body wants to make a change. It is not accurate
for the Leader of the Opposition to say that I
agreed to that change if he sought to imply that
I had given my approval in a formal sense to
make the development application legal. I did
not, because it is not necessary for an appli-
cation of that kind to come before the Minister
in the normal course of events. The Minister
has an overriding power under State Planning
Commission legislation. H-e can call in a de-
cision like that.

Mr Hassell: You said you did.
Mr PEARCE: I said I did, but the approval

had been given. I called it in and had a look at
the papers, and it seemed that the right de-
cision had been made. If that means that I
agreed with the approval which the Planning
Commission had given, I am happy to say that.
However, that does not mean that I gave the
approval because I did not. I support the ap-
proval that was given. I know there is a techni-
cal difference in terms of the legalities of the
way it was given.

The reason I did not seek to dissent from
the Planning Commission's decision-and
probably it was the basis for the decision it
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made in the first place-was that the tearooms
in the new arrangement are not much bigger
than the tearooms that have been there since
the turn of the century.

Mr Hassell: But they are a lot bigger than the
tearooms that were approved in March. They
are six times bigger.

Mr PEARCE: They are larger than the tea-
rooms approved in March, yes.

Mr Brian Burke: I spoke to the mayor, who is
a nice chap. I said that a lot of people would
complain if a boat shed were there repairing
boats in the middle of the night or something of
that nature. You cannot please everyone.

Mr Hassell: The point is that everyone
agreed to the March development.

Mr PEARCE: I dispute that interpretation.
The Leader of the Opposition, in suggesting the
reason for everyone suddenly objecting to the
tearooms development, said that they had sud-
denly got bigger. That is not so. The reason
they objected is that construction of the tea-
rooms started in October and did not start in
March. All of those groups that bad given their
approval, either overtly or through the con-
sultative process, did not have to face the
people of Mosman Park until the development
began to proceed, and they then realised that
the development was beginning to go ahead.
Only then did they ring the council and the
Swan River N4±nagement Authority and start
objecting. Those groups which had previously
agreed to the development suddenly got cold
feet and decided to withdraw from the agree-
mernt.

Mr Hassell: That is quite wrong. They sought
to withdraw approval for a different develop-
ment, not the one they had agreed to.

Mr PEARCE: Ilam sorry; it is right.
Mr Brian Burke: The mayor told me that a

motion without notice was approved by coun-
cil. That motion was to oppose the develop-
ment on the basis that it was not the one agreed
to.

Mr PEARCE: I received a letter requesti ng
me to retract any approval to any develop-
ments which included the March approval.

Mr Hassell: It is a different development.
Mr PEARCE: I put that to the mayor. I asked

him whether that meant that if we went back to
the March approval and made the workshop
bigger and the tearoom smaller, would the
council agree. He said it would and the clerk
said it would not. The mayor said that the
council had passed a motion stating it was

opposed to any development. His explanation
was that he was caught by surprise because it
was moved without notice and was whipped
through council. That happens to mayors every
now and then. However, the council's decision
iL that it wants no development.

The legalities of the process have been fol-
lowed. There are places for resolving these
issues and the Parliament is not one of them.
They should be resolved in the courts.

Mr Hassell: Who can take these matters to
protect public rights to the courts?

Mr PEARCE: If people think that somebody
has acted illegally, they have redress through
the courts.

Mr Hassell: But they would have to have
some standing.

Mr Brian Burke: Any of the residents affec-
ted would have that standing.

Mr PEARCE: There has already been some
legal action on this matter, and the judge's
comments were quite condemnatory of the
Mosman council and the people who support
it.

[Questions taken.I
Sitting suspended from 6. 00 to 7.15 p.m.

SMALL BUSINESS
Rural: Grievance

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [7.15 p.m.]:
My grievance is la-the Minister for Small Busi-
ness on behalf of rural businessmen in my elec-
torate and their employees.

In April 1 led a deputation of rural
businessmen to meet the Minister. He received
us and listened to what those people had to say.
After that meeting, he set up a task force to
investigate the problems facing rural business
in the country. I acknowledge that was a very
positive step on his behalf. He promised us that
that task force would report at the end of May
and he would have some recommendations on
which to act. Anyone who has studied the ques-
tions I asked in the last session and beginning
of this session would know that the Minister
has repeatedly said in answer to my questions
that he will eventually do something for rural
business; but to date nothing has been done.

In reply to a question I asked the Minister
last session he said he would table a report into
rural and small business. That report has yet to
be tabled. I refer to page 2590 of Hansard
where!I pointed out to the Minister some of the
problems facing rural business in my elector-
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ate. I stress to the Minister that it is not just the
principals of those businesses who concern me,
it is also their employees. Many of those people
were born and bred in those towns and are now
out of a job because businesses have collapsed.
They own their homes and want to live there. If
they cannot find a job they will not be able to
sell their homes to anyone else. Since that
time-nearly two months ago-there has been
quite a large increase in the number of rural
businesses that are in trouble. More and more
people have had to close their doors and their
employees have gone on the dole.

While I acknowledge the Government has
done some things, and I pay tribute to it, I do
not think it has done enough. It does not under-
stand the magnitude of the problem in some of
those rural towns. Most certainly, much of the
relief has been directed towards the farmers. I
acknowledge that.

The Minister in reply to my last question
about what he would do for rural business said
he was preparing a comprehensive reply. About
a fortnight later I received that comprehensive
reply. I will not read it to the House, but the
Minister gave me a list of those people who had
been helped in rural business in the country.
He referred to the country bus service, the De-
partment of Transport officers-one in
Bunbury and one in Port Hedland-and the
country taxi operators. I can assure the Minis-
ter there are no taxis in my pant of the world.
That is not the help we were looking for. Listed
are tour bus operators and competitive air ser-
vices. We do not have any air service, let alone
a competitive one.

Mr Troy: Was your question about country
business?

Mr HOUSE: Rural country business. I ac-
knowledge there are some things the Govern-
ment has done. I am saying it has not gone far
enough. I wish to make a couple of suggestions
to the Minister about what I think should be
done. I believe the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation should be allowed to lend
to rural business. There is still a large sum of
money left of the $40 million promised by the
Government to farmers which has not been
lent at this stage. I ask the Minister to allow the
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation to
redirect some of that money into rural busi-
ness.

Secondly, I think he ought to give some
thought to subsidisation of the wages of em-
ployees in the mechanical oriented businesses.
At the moment, when a business closes its

doors, its employees go on the dole, so they are
a direct cost to the Government. If they could
have their wages subsidised over a period they
could ride out the hump.

Thirdly, the Government could subsidise the
interest rate of floor plan machinery. Many
dealers have been hard hit by the rural re-
cession, are they are now holding expensive
machines on which they simply cannot meet
the finance payments.

To follow that up, surely there could be
something the Government could do to press-
ure the machinery suppliers, the companies
that make the machines, because a lot of them
are really giving their dealers a hard time. They
are demanding payments on machines which
the dealers simply do not have a hope of selling
while things remain the way they are in the
rural industry.

Lastly I think that the Government could
waive some of the charges directed at rural
businesses, particularly in the short term. As a
short-term measure, this would help. in some
instances the Government has leased land that
may be owned by Government departments
such as Westrail to private enterprise. I have
mentioned a lot of small things, but I think my
suggestions have been positive. I hope that the
Minister might see his way clear to act on some
of them.

MR TROY (Mundaring-Minister for Small
Business) [7.25 p.m.]: I wonder whether the
member is at all serious with his grievance
tonight. I have had no doubt whatsoever about
his attitude over the last few months, but that
has changed tonight.

In fact, I wonder whether he is not simply
posturing to his electorate on this particular
question. I have known full well for the last two
weeks at least that the member would raise a
grievance with me. I certainly did not have a
clue what that question would be, and I wonder
whether he is sincere about this, What would
have been wrong with him giving me the op-
portunity to fully bring him up-to-date on cur-
rent events? I could assure the member, as I
have done on every other occasion he has asked
me a quest ion on this matter, that I will at-
tempt to bring him up-to-date in respect of the
process.

Tonight, in responding to the member, I will
take the opportunity to refer him to some con-
sultations that the Government has had with
financial institutions. I do not think one mem-
ber of this House would move away from the
belief that if the question of rural non-farm
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business is to be addressed, it must be
addressed with the support of the financial in-
stitutions. Surely the member is not suggesting
that the Government should step in and pick
up an area of responsibility to the exclusion or
evasion of the financial institutions. I do not
think for a moment that he would think along
those lines.

One key factor comes out in this particular
problem of rural non-farm business and it must
be highlighted. This factor makes the interpret-
ation of a particular problem today so much
harder to recognise. Quite clearly, the current
conditions have accelerated what was pre-
viously a general decline in services and
businesses in a number of small towns, includ-
ing Gnowangerup. That is the fact of the mat-
ter. However, the member is seeking an identi-
fication of those particular businesses which
have been severely handicapped by the present
circumstances. That is not an easy thing to es-
tablish.

There is a common thread running through
the problem and this has emerged from pre-
liminary responses from the financial insti-
tutions which clearly confirm that there is, and
has long been, a lack of spending by farmers. I
can understand that, because it comes down to
a question of confidence in their future and
that has a big bearing on how much they will
spend. Other factors emerge; for example, there
is no above normal interest loading on the
higher risk rural businesses being pursued by
two of those major financial institutions. So it
is quite wrong to argue that people are being
penalised in that sense. In that particular area
the Government pursued the possibility of a
portfolio of debt restructuring with those
financial institutions. A scheme similar to the
small business loans guarantee was suggested to
provide some basis to the financial institution
to pull those interest rates down right across
the board. Perhaps in the case of some of the
bigger businesses a $400 000 refinancing ar-
rangement may have been needed.

I suppose one could go upwards or down-
wards from that particular $400 000 figure.
The net result, according to the analysis that
the Government has done so far, shows that the
Government will not be able to improve the
position of too many businesses by that sort of
offer.

Mr House: Will you table that report into
rural business?

Mr TROY: I will answer the member's ques-
tion about that in a moment. Extension of the
small business loan guarantee scheme simply
will not provide the solution, the handout that
the member for Katanning-Roe is obviously
seeking. I return to the point: The flow-on of
the impact from the rural sector's tightening of
its belt has been brought about by two things
essentially. Firstly, there has been a significant
level of overspending on high priced land,
which has now suddenly lost value, and the
financial institutions are moving to secure their
higher risks. Secondly, there has been an
overpurchasing of capital equipment of a very
significant proportion.

I will move shortly to the particular item that
the member raised in respect of the situation
on machinery dealers. However, first let me put
the question: Is the member for Katanning-Roe
suggesting that the Government should pick up
those rural small businesses that are part of the
general decline to which I referred earlier and
which may in time suffer difficulties because of
the natural progression and decay of those
businesses? Or is the member simply asking a
question about those who have a long-term sur-
vival chance?

Mr House: I am suggesting that you should
give them some assistance, as you said you
would. I have suggested that you do it fairly
quickly and I have given you some rather
positive ways of doing it.

Mr TROY: I believe that this matter is not
best considered without close consultation with
the financial institutions. I made that point
earlier and I do not think that too many people
here would disagree with it. The Government
is pursuing that path and it will continue to do
SO.

I refer now to the question of machinery
sales' companies. In that particular area, there
is unquestionably a servicing need which is
required in the local rural communities. Those
companies provide a very effective servicing
facility to rural communities. There is also the
loss of skill and the personal suffering to which
the member referred. I acknowledge that, but I
point out that in 1984, with the benefit of an
investment allowance, almost all of those ma-
chinery dealers had a record year.

Within 12 to I8 months they are coming
back to us and asking the Government to bail
them out of this particular problem. In all fair-
ness, can the Government be expected to fill
that breach? I refer now to the floor plan. Again
the member referred to the Government's pick-
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ins up the situation. Why do not the suppliers
do something about the floor plan? It is their
agents who are involved.

Mr House: I asked you the question.
Mr TROY: I heard it, but the suppliers have

been sitting for 15 months and doing nothing.
They are under an obligation to these country
towns as much as anyone. The Government
will not walk away from the problem, but it is
not going to get caught in a bind where it is
asked to provide everything.

We have gone to the financial institutions,
and negotiations are still being pursued and
will continue. In due course I will report back
to Cabinet as I have been asked to do.

Mr Court: You have been saying that for
eight months.

Mr TROY: Is the member suggesting the
Government should prop this up? I can just see
the Opposition doing it. Where is the member's
spirit of deregulation? He would not do that for
one moment. The Liberal Party would not con-
fuse country people on that question!

Mr Court: You have been stringing them
along.

Mr TROY: There are a number of elements
in the report apart from the financial aspect
which we have considered, for example, the
element of communications cost for rural busi-
ness. We are prepared to act on this, and have
already done so through a State advisory com-
mittee which has vigorously and successfully
pursued the matter. This can be seen in
Telecom's recent announcement in the 095
area. That was a result of the State Govern-
ment's efforts, and it will flow to the wider
rural sector.

I refer to the question of income averaging in
rural business. There is a fair argument to be
put there, and I am sure the State will be pre-
pared to do that in the Federal scene, but it will
not help this particular situation in the im-
mediate future.

I want to draw one other element to the
member's attention. I stressed in an answer to
question 1033 which he asked, that the working
party's report is a preliminary working docu-
ment commissioned by me and is not necess-
arily one which needs to be tabled. He chooses
not to recognise that. The rural non-farm
business working party has collected a range of
data which has been of enormous value to our
ongoing discussions and in time the report and
subsequent investigations we will make will be
appropriately addressed.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

VALUATION OF LAND AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council; and, on mo-

tion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), read a
f irst time.

WILDLIFE CONSERVATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR GRAYDEN (South Perth) [7.35 p.m.j: I

move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

In Australia many species of fauna are cur-
rently regarded as rare and endangered. Most
Western Australians are probably unaware and
would be shocked to know that of these, no
fewer than 106 occur, or are known to have
recently occurred, in Western Australia. This
number comprises 44 mammals, 40 birds, 21
reptiles, and one amphibian.

Some of the species to which I refer are rela-
tively well-known. Others are equally rare and
significant, but they are possibly less well-
known.

Be that as it may, they include such animals
as the dalgyte, bush-tailed rat kangaroo, pig-
footed bandicoot, barred bandicoot, crescent
nail-tailed wallaby, banded hare wallaby, and
the western hare wallaby. A full list of the 106
species can be found in Government Gazelte
No. 116 of 22 November 1985.

The position in regard to flora is much the
same as that which applies to fauna-l 32
species in Western Australia are rare and
endangered. A list of these can be found in the
same Government Gazette to which I referred
earlier.

Over the years several Acts relating to fauna
and flora have been passed by this Parliament.
A Game Act was introduced in 1874. It was
replaced by the Game Act of 1892 and that one
in turn by the Game Act of 1912. The emphasis
of these Acts was on the conservation of in-
digenous and imported fauna for game pur-
poses.

The Fauna Protection Act 1950 was the first
comprehensive legislation introduced to pro-
vide for the conservation and protection Of OUr
fauna. This has been amended on several oc-
casions and is now titled the Wildlife Conser-
vation Act 1950. It now also covers both fauna
and flora.
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Notwithstanding this Act there still remains
an immense void or gap in our flora and fauna
legislation. That gap exists because, even
though our legislation is comprehensive and
contains heavy penalties of the order of
$10000 for serious offences against its pro-
visions, the indigenous section of our popu-
lation is for the most part completely exempted
from those Provisions.

The 1981 census figures collated by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics are the latest
official figures available in respect of the popu-
lation of western Australia.

Of course, there have been estimates since
then and one was as late as today.

According to the figures as at 30 June of that
year there were 1 299 100 persons in Western
Australia. Of those 31 351 were Aboriginal
although under the heading "Aboriginal Popu-
lation" in the 1984-85 Annual Report of the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority it is
noted that-

It is the general opinion of both State
and Commonwealth agencies involved in
Aboriginal affairs that these figures are an
under enumeration of the Aboriginal
population, which is estimated to be
approximately 40 000.

Accepting the latter figure, it is apparent that
Aborigines represent a significant proportion of
our multi-racial population. However, with few
exceptions, such as in respect of nature re-
serves, wildlife sanctuaries, State forests, and
national parks, our flora and fauna conser-
vation laws do not apply to persons of Aborigi-
nal descent.

Section 23 of the Wildlife Conservation Act
specifically exempts persons of Aboriginal de-
scent from most of the provisions of the Act.
The relevant portion of the section reads as
follows-

Notwithstanding any other provisions of
this Act, a person-

who is "a person of Aboriginal de-
scent" as that term is defined in sec-
tion 4 of the Aboriginal Affairs Plan-
ning Authority Act 1972,

may take fauna or flora-

upon Crown land or upon any other
land, not being a nature reserve or
wildlife sanctuary, but where occu-
pied, with the consent of the occupier
of that land,

Sufficient only for food for himself and his
family, but not for sale-

Under the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Auth-
ority Act 1972, a "person of Aboriginal de-
scent" is defined as "any person living in West-
ern Australia wholly or partly descended from
the original inhabitants of Australia who claims
to be an Aboriginal and who is accepted as such
in the community in which he lives." These
sections of the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950,
and the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority
Act 1972, mean that no matter how rare our
flora and fauna or how endangered the species
40 000 persons in this State can, in the absence
of specific regulations to the contrary, and
there are none, take such flora and fauna, at
will, for food purposes.

An alternative to this situation would be for
the Governor to issue regulations, as he is
empowered to do, excluding rare and
endangered species from the exemptions
provided in the Act. This, however, would still
allow all fauna not specifically covered by such
regulations to be taken indiscriminately for
food purposes by persons of Aboriginal descent
and that could not in this day and age be
regarded as acceptable.

The dodo is not known to have lived in
Western Australia. It was indigenous to the
island of Mauritius. It is now extinct. If,
unexpectedly, a small colony were found to
have survived, could anyone in their right
mind imagine 40 000 persons being permitted
to take them for table purposes? That, however,
is the position that obtains at present in respect
of endangered flora and fauna in Western
Australia.

The exemption in its present form is
antiquated and no longer relevant. It is a pro-
vision that was included in the colony's first
Game Act in 1874. It was omitted in the Game
Act of 1892 which repealed and replaced the
former one. It was also omitted in the Game
Act of 1912 which in turn repealed and
replaced the 1892 Act. Fifty-eight years after its
rescission in 1892 the provision was
resurrected and appeared in the Fauna Protec-
tion Act of 1950.

Even in 1950, the position of the indigenous
people of our State was vastly different from
that which exists today. In 1950 there were
1 100 or more Aborigines living a nomadic,
tribal existence in the central region of
Australia between Laverton and the South
Australian border. There were also large num-
bers in the Canning Stock Route area, the
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Kimberley, and in the country north of the
Rawlinson Range. Another group occupied the
country on the edge of the Nullarbor Plain, east
of Cundalee.

At that time all Aborigines in Western
Australia living a traditional, tribal way of life
were dependent on the flora and fauna of their
tribal area for subsistence and it was therefore
essential that the Fauna Protection Act 1950
contained a section exempting Aborigines from
the provisions of that Act. In the 36 years that
have elapsed since 1950, the lifestyle of our
indigenous people has changed dramatically.

In June of this year I asked the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs the following question-

Are there any Aborigines in Western
Australia living a nomadic way of life and
subsisting on available flora and fauna,
and if so, approximately how many?

He replied-
I am not aware of any Aborigines in

Western Australia subsisting entirely on
available flora and fauna.

The replacement of traditional methods of ac-
quiring game with more modemn methods has
been an inevitable corollary to the change in
the lifestyle of our indigenous population. Fire-
arms, four-wheel drive vehicles, spotlights, and
two-way radios are now extensively used for
hunting. These developments have greatly
increased the effectiveness of such forays.

The hunting of dugong or turtles with mod-
em rifles and aluminium dingtys fitted with
outboard motors is a graphic example of such
practices and contrasts sharply with the tra-
ditional method of using a raft Or canoe with a
harpoon or spear.

In the central areas, shooting parties can
travel by four-wheel drive vehicles to distant
ranges or rocky outcrops. By strategically
placing shooters at intervals around such
topographical features and driving the game to
within the range of individual shooters, entire
colonies of rare and endangered wallabies or
other marsupials can be shot out. The effective-
ness of using the combination of firearms, ve-
hicles, and spotlights for hunting fauna needs
no elaboration and will be obvious to all.

One facet of the noticeable decline in the
number and distribution of our fauna which
has taken place at an accelerated pace during
latter years is succinctly summed up by the
recent comments of a well-known Kimberley
born Aboriginal conservationist, Reginald

Birch. He observed-his remarks have been
published-that "in the Wyndham area alone,
I have, over 45 years, experienced and
observed such a devasting loss to the environ-
ment that it shocks me to know that I have only
a memory to pass on to my children. I cannot
show or teach, material things have changed,
the wild creatures are not as they were when I
remember". He then went on to list the species
of flora and fauna that had declined or disap-
peared in the Erskine area of the Kimberley
during his lifetime.

1 have already explained the way in which
the Wildlife Conservation Act, 1950, exempts
persons of Aboriginal descent from many of its
provisions.

The Bill which I have before the House and
for which I seek the support of members, will
repeal section 23 of the Wildlife Conservation
Act 1950, and replace it with an amended
section.

The amended section will provide exemption
for persons of Aboriginal descent in respect of
euros, and western grey and red kangaroos, and
permit a person in this category to take suf-
ficient for food for himself and his family. The
amended section will also permit persons of
Aboriginal descent, living a tribal, nomadic
way of life, and being wholly dependent on
fauna and flora for subsistence, to take any
flora and fauna. Both these provisions will ap-
ply upon Crown Land or upon any other land
not being a nature resere, wildlife sanctuary,
State forest or national park, but, where occu-
pied, with the consent of the owner.

Then there will be a provision in the new
section for the Executive Director of the De-
partment of Conservation and Land Manage-
ment to issue, in appropriate circumstances, a
certificate to a person of Aboriginal descent
authorising him to take additional species of
flora and fauna, either for the person himself
and his family, or for an Aboriginal com-
munity.

If this Bill becomes law, persons of Aborigi-
nal descent will be able to take fauna and flora
as provided for in this Bill. In addition they
will be able to take birds and animals for which
open seasons are declared, such as ducks and
quail, and many more. They will also be able to
take those birds and animals, indigenous or
exotic, which are regarded as pests and which
are declared as such under the Agriculture and
Related Resources Protection Act 1976-1983.
Rabbits, feral donkeys, feral goats, and feral
pigs are common examples of these.
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The new section will also have the flexibility
necessary to provide for the special needs of
individual persons of Aboriginal descent or Ab-
original communities. For instance, at One
Arm Point in the Kimberley, where dugong and
turtles are traditional foods of the Aborigines
in the area, permission could be given by the
Executive Director of Conservation and Land
Management for the community to continue to
take a controlled number of these fauna, if that
is warranted.

Similar permission could be given to individ-
ual persons of Aboriginal descent or Aboriginal
communities in other situations and localities
to take specified flora and fauna should such
permission be warranted.

The homeland or outstation movement,
which encourages Aboriginal communities to
return to a semi-tribal way of life, is gaining
momentum in many pants of the State. The
flexibility inherent in this section would enable
groups of that kind to obtain special per-
mission to take species of flora and fauna
which might otherwise be protected, yet be
species which they required for subsistence.

The relevant authorities are not aware of any
Aborigines in Western Australia subsisting en-
tirely on available flora and fauna, and as a
result subclause (1) (c), which provides special
exemptions for persons of Aboriginal descent
who are living a tribal, nomadic way of life and
who are wholly dependent on fauna and flora
for subsistence, is not likely to be applicable to
any such persons or to Aboriginal communi-
ties- The subclause is included, however, to
cover an eventuality of this kind, should it
anse.

Members may query why, under this Bill,
persons of Aboriginal descent generally should
continue to be permitted to take, subject to the
constraints specified, euros and western grey or
red kangaroos when other members of the com-
munity are not permitted to do so. This exemp-
tion has been included in the Bill because tra-
ditionally kangaroos are a prized ankile of Ab-
original diet, and in many individual situations
and communities this continues to be the case.

In addition, the Western Australian kanga-
roo management programme administered by
the Department of Conservation and Land
Management currently allows these three
species to be taken by licensed professional
shooters.

The Slate's kangaroo quota under this pro-
gramme for the year ending 31 December 1986
is for 180 000 red kangaroos, 10 000 euros, and

50 000 western greys. The aim of the manage-
ment programme is to conserve and manage
kangaroo populations in their natural range
and to contain any damage they might do to
the pastoral and agricultural industries. The
products of these three species are also
exported from Australia in accordance with the
Commonwealth Wildlife Protection Act 1982.

The agile wallaby, which occurs in large
numbers in some pants of the Kimberley, has
not been included on the list with the euros,
western grey and red kangaroos, even though it
is subject to open seasons, as persons of Abor-
iginal descent and Aboriginal communities
could seek special permission to take it, where
warranted, under subclause (1) (b) of the Bill.

In conclusion may I say that the Aborigines'
affinity with the land is universally
acknowledged. It is clearly in the interests of
Aborigines themselves, just as it is in the
interests of the general community, that our
flora and fauna should be preserved; that it
should be protected from unnecessary de-
pletion; that rare and endangered species
should be presereved from extinction.

I therefore hope and expect that this Bill will
have the support of every person of Aboriginal
descent and every Aboriginal community in
our State, just as I hope and expect that it will
have the support of every other person in this
State.

The decision as to whether this Bill will gain
the approval of this House will rest with the
Government, because it has the numbers to
approve or defeat it. I am not one who has been
a critic of the Labor Party as far as conser-
vation and protection of the environment is
concerned. I have always respected and
applauded the general attitude that most mem-
bers of the Labor Party appear to have in re-
spect of these and related issues. I have an
equal respect for Aborigines and their values.

In view of this, and as this is an issue in
which party politics should play no part, I ask
the Government as well as the Opposition par-
ties in this House to support the Bill in the
interests of protecting our flora and fauna.

I comnmend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hodge
(Minister for Conservation and Land Manage-
ment).
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ACTS AMENDMENT (POLICE AND
CHILD WELFARE) BILL

Second Reading
MR LAUJRANCE (Gascoyne) 18.00 p.m.]: I

move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Vandalism has reached crisis proportions in
the town of Carnarvon during the past twelve
months. The local community has become fed
up and has called for decisive action. This Bill
is a sincere attempt to deal with the legal as-
pects of the problem. It is a positive initiative,
and I urge the Parliament to approach it in this
light.

I wish to thank my colleagues, the member
for Mt Lawley in his capacity as shadow Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services and the
member for Murray-Wellington in his capacity
as shadow Minister for Community Services,
for their co-operation and assistance in bring-
ing this measure before the House.

To set the scene for this Bill, let me give
some of the vandalism statistics that led to its
introduction. From I July 19B5 to t0
November 1986 there were 883 charges in the
Children's Court at Carnarvon and an ad-
ditional 70 dealt with by the Children's Sus-
pended Proceedings Panel for first offenders
under the age of 16 years. During this period
there were 275 charges of breaking and
entering, and 80 charges of damage, including
five charges that totalled a damage bill of
$512 500.

The most serious crimes during this period
involved a series of fires. For instance, at the
Camnarvon Senior High School there were two
fires, resulting in $12 000 and 172 000 worth of
damage. During the same period the
Carnarvon Transport Co-operative Ltd
terminal was totally destroyed by fire, with a
damage bill of $400 000. A brand new vehicle
was removed from a dealer's yard and totally
destroyed, then set on fire, resulting in a dam-
age bill of $26 000. A local restaurant suffered
a fire which caused damage valued at $2 500.

All of these offences were committed by juv-
eniles. Most offenders are children between 13
and 15 years of age, although children as young
as eight years old have been involved. Girls and
boys are equally involved in the offences, and
the offenders are primarily, but not exclusively,
Aboriginal. The number of offences and the
degree of re-offending led to outrage in the
community. The business community in par-
ticular, and residents in general, wanted action.
They were extremely critical of Government

agencies and the legal system. There was a great
deal of anger and emotion, even to the point of
setting up vigilante groups to patrol the streets
at night. Fortunately no-one was injured when
these vigiantes virtually took the law into their
own hands.

I am very appreciative of the efforts of the
Carnarvon Rotary Club, which took a respon-
sible attitude and organised two public meet-
ings to study the problem. The second of these
meetings took the form of a seminar organised
by the Senior Regional Consultant, Gascoyne
Region, with the Department for Sport and
Recreation, Mr Ray Smith. Mr Smith is to be
commended for his professional handling of
the seminar and the report that resulted. I am
also grateful to him for his assistance in the
preparation of this Bill.

The seminar outlined the community con-
cerns and I wish to give the Parliament an
outline of these concerns because I believe they
may be typical of those of many towns in West-
ern Australia.

Stage 1 of the seminar dealt with the com-
munity's concerns about vandalism, and they
were summarised as follows-

Damage to property and the cost to the
community;
purposelessness of the damage;
lack of parental concern and responsibility
for their children;
absence of long-term strategies for preven-
tion;
the age of the offenders;
vindictiveness and destruction of the van-
dalism;
insufficient deterrents to adequately penal-
ise offenders;
no repect for the law or people.

This next point is an interesting one for mem-
hers-

Politicians unwilling to make hard de-
cisions;

- breakdown of the family unit;
lack of police surveillance.

They were the concerns of the community
about vandalism.

Stage 2 of the seminar asked the question,
"How would you like our community to appear
and function?", and the answers were
summarised as follows-

An increase in the number of volunteers
working with youth;
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family activities and stronger family units;

accountability for our own actions through
stronger penalties and parental responsi-
bility for their children;

24-hour street lighting and police patrols;

prevention of under-age consumption of
alcoholic drinks;

an increase in the number of low-cost rec-
reation activities;
parents to be involved in the sport and
activities of their children;
police as friends;

respect for property and people;

availability of family counselling.
Stage 3 of the seminar identified the issues
from the first two stages that I have briefly
outlined. Those issues were summarised as fol-
lows-

Lack of restitution;
family breakdown;

under-age drinking, and drinking in gen-
eral;

shift responsibility back to parents; includ-
ing the need to--

keep children well supervised,

escort children to and from events,

parents to be responsible for their chil-
dren's misdemeanours, and

provide something for their children
to do at night;

parents need support, guidance, and
counselling;

Aboriginal justices of the peace;

identify offending ringleaders and remove
them from the system for longer than just
two weeks;

penalties are not severe enough;
parents to be responsible for financial res-
titution for the damage their children
cause.

I have outlined the three stages of the seminar
because a common thread runs through
them-they identified and documented the
concerns expressed by the community. Those
concerns were outlined in a report which also
contained a number of recommendations, with
which I will deal briefly because they form a
significant basis for this Bill. The first

recommendation surrounds parenting and in-
cludes the following points-

(a) The Child Welfare Act be
strengthened to require parents and/or
guardians of child offenders to be in
attendance at court with the child for
the court case to proceed.

(b) The Child Welfare Act be
strengthened to include the parents
and/or guardians of a child offender in
the penalties handed out by the courts;
for example, in the payment of resti-
tution.

(c) The Child Welfare Act should define
the person responsible for a child as
his or her parent or guardian to be the
person or persons collecting Family
Allowance and welfare benefits for the
child.

In addition to these there are several other
recommendations that relate to the
responsi biities of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and the Minister for Com-
munity Services and I recommend that both
these Ministers and their departments study
this report and take notice of these particular
recommendations.

The second series of recommendations deal
with education, and I have listed some of them
as follows-

(a) The Education Department, in liaison
with other education systems, develop
and make available in Carnarvon
curricula and course requirements for
all students in primary and secondary
schools in the areas of:

(i) Lifeskills, and
(ii) parenting skills.

(b) Carnarvon schools review their prac-
tices in disciplining students and to
develop methods which train children
in self-discipline.

(c) Carnarvon schools provide stronger
discipline in school and on school ac-
tivities.

(d) Legislation be enacted to grant schools
and teachers wider powers of
disciplining action in controlling chil-
dren.

(e) That incorrigible and disruptive
students receive schooling from
teachers specially skilled to work with
these students.
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The third lot of recommendations deals with
the legal aspects. The penalties the courts can
apply in the case of youth offending are inad-
equate, inappropriate, lack meaning for chil-
dren, often are not enforceable and are not a
sufficient deterrent. It was considered import-
ant that communities under stress should be
involved in devising penalties that are appro-
priate, practical, and enforceable. Community
participation should include the police and
courts in discussions.

The seminar recommended to the Minister
for Community Services that the penalties ap-
plicable in cases of youth offending be
reviewed to ensure that the penalties act as a
deterrent, are appropriate to offences, are prac-
tical, are enforceable, and allow for creativity
in devising penalties in response to circum-
stances.

In addition to these three major areas there
were other recommendations in the report that
I recommend to the various Government
agencies involved. I repeat that this report is a
very fine document and really is a considered
response to the problem rather than the
emotions that tended to influence much of the
debate. I know that some members opposite,
particularly the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs,
have been involved in this issue. The Minister
happened to visit the community while this
debate was raging.

Mr Bridge: The Carnarvon Shire Council
had discussions with me.

Mr LAURANCE: In fact the Minister has
just highlighted the point that although the
seminar was held under the auspices of the
Carnarvon Rotary Club and the report put
together by a Government officer, that seminar
had the support of the wider community. That
is what gives it its value.

Mr Wilson: flat Government officer made a
valuable contribution.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, and I commend the
officer for the job he did- Not only was the
seminar well conducted, but the report is a very
professional one. It is a credit to all the people
involved, not merely the chap who wrote it, but
also the people who assisted him in organising
that seminar.

I emphasise that this Bill is not meant to try
to blame anyone. I am aware that there has
been a degree of anxiety about this measure
within the Department for Community Ser-
vices. This department did come in for its
share of criticism from the community and I

think the officers were overly sensitive in their
reactions-but they are not to blame.

However, there is a general feeling that this
department should concentrate more on pre-
vention; but to be fair, I think the community
expectations for this department are, quite
franly, too high. I am aware that a vandalism
unit has recently been established within this
department and I trust that it has some success.
I would like the Minister to keep members of
the Parliament informed on the progress of this
unit.

There are those in the community who say
that my Bill does not go far enough. There has
been a call within the Carnarvon community to
reintroduce corporal punishment for young
offenders. I want this Bill to be taken seriously
and therefore I rejected this hard line, but I
warn the Government that this 'mood is cer-
tainly abroad in the general community.

I now turn to the specific provisions of the
Bill. Amendments to the Police Act relate to
the upgrading of various penalties to bring
them into line with present day values. I do not
believe that penalties alone will solve the prob-
lem; however, I believe it is appropriate that
the penalties under the Police Act should be
regularly reviewed.

The amendments to the Child Welfare Act
relate principally to making it compulsory for a
Children's Court to order that the parents or
guardians of a child being dealt with by the
court must be in attendance. Presently, section
25 of the parent Act says that the court may
require the parents to attend and my amend-
ments would change the word "may" to "shall"
and thus make it mandatory, except in excep-
tional circumstances where it is not practicable,
in the view of the court, for the parents or
guardians to be in attendance.

Section 26 of the principal Act is also
amended to provide that the court may refrain
from imposing any punishment "except where
the child has on any previous occasion been
found to have committed an offence".

Section 3 1 A is also amended to extend the
definition of parent or guardian to include a
person "who receives any pension, benefit or
allowance for or in respect of a child".

Section 34E is amended by repealing
subsection (1) and substituting a new
subsection that would require the court to or-
der that in respect of restitution in default of
payment by the child the final damages or costs
of restitution shall be paid by the parent or
guardian of the child.
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Further, in subsection (2), the word "shall"
replaces the word "may" wherever it appears.
The effect of this would be that the court in
future shall, and I emphasise that, order the
parent of the child to give security for the good
behaviour of the child and such order shall be
made by the court in addition to any order
made in respect of the child.

Mr Speaker, this measure is a genuine at-
tempt to deal effectively with a major problem
in our society.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Wilson

(Minister for Housing)

ACT AMENDMENT (TAXI-CARS) DILL
Second Reading

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) (8. 15 p.m.J: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill sets out to protect the taxi industry,
and it is a very firm measure of the Oppo-
sition's support for that particular industry.

The taxi industry is one which is under stress
at the moment. It is an industry which has had
to cope with a tremendous increase in demand,
and this demand is not spread evenly through-
out the week, It is a demand that comes at any
time and, of course, that demand is now build-
ing up as we enter the final period of the
America's Cup races. The industry now, more
than at any other time, requires sensitive hand-
ling.

The Opposition offers the industry all its
support and it wants to do so in a practical way
by bringing forward this Bill as an indication of
that support. I am sure that we can promote
other measures as well. This will not be the
final measure that the Opposition intends to
introduce in order to assist the taxi industry.
However, I think it is most appropriate that the
Parliament have a look at this matter quickly,
and that is the reason that this Bill has been
brought forward at this time.

This matter should be dealt with quickly be-
cause the Opposition has received indications
from the industry that the incidence of people
refusing to pay fares is increasing. I think that
is an extension of the problems raised in the
Parliament by my colleague, the shadow Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services, the
member for Mt Lawley, when he introduced
crime statistics which indicate that the inci-
dence of crime in our State is increasing very
rapidly. That means that any industry affected

by crime must now be under greater stress. I
think that increase would particularly affect the
taxi industry.

We have been told about taxi drivers losing
two or three fares amounting to approximately
$20 every week. Other drivers have told us that
they could lose as much as $ 50 a week, but they
seem to be fairly isolated cases. It has always
been a problem, but it seems to be increasing.
That has not only been confirmed by the
drivers who have approached the Opposition,
but it is also highlighted in a recent industry
news bulletin put out by the Taxi Control
Board. The latest edition dated May-August
1986, under the heading "Unpaid taxi fares"
states-

It is becoming apparent that the inci-
dents of unpaid taxi fares is increasing.
The Board is aware of the probems faced
by taxi operators in this matter and an
approach has been made to the Police De-
partment for its assistance.

The new Taxi Car Control Act allows for
the board to "recover fares and other
charges for taxi car services".

The difficulty arises, however, in
identifying the person evading the taxi
fare. To assist in overcoming the problem,
a criteria will be established by the board
to be followed in these circumstances. The
Board will then pursue the payment of the
unpaid fare through the court system.

This Bill seeks to amend the Taxi-car Control
Act 1985 by removing the section relating to
the Taxi Control Board's power over people
who do not pay fares. It appears that the board
is not an effective body to deal with the matter.
If drivers complain, the official answer they
receive is that they should have the matter
dealt with through civil action. If a fare is
evaded in the middle of the night, it is hardly
practical for a driver to seek civil action to
redress the problem. If a driver approaches the
police he is told that there is nothing they can
do because it is not an offence.

We believe that the Parliament should accept
this Bill.

The Bill also seeks to amend section 65 of the
Police Act 1892 by inserting the following
words-

Every person evading or attempting to
evade the payment of fares for taxi car
services ..
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The police would then have the power to inves-
tigate offences in the normal manner because
the offence would be included in the Police
Act. This problem has also been raised in an
industry news bulletin.

Mr Troy: Have you checked the regulation
amendments recently?

Mr LAURANCE: Is the Minister referring to
the regulations under the Taxi-car Control Act?
They do not empower the police to take any
action.

Mr Tray: I am talking about the Taxi Control
Board regulations. I can see you have not
checked them.

Mr LAURANCE: If the Minister is trying to
tell me this is now an offence under the Police
Act, then I am happy to know about it. I am
trying to give a second reading to a Bill which
seeks to achieve that. I see by the way the Min-
ister is nodding his head that he will give this
Bill his support and I take great heart from
that. I thank the Minister for being cooperat-
iye.

It is a simple measure. It may have been a
mistake when this sort of provision was
excluded from the Act when it was before the
Parliament in 1985. However, now this pro-
vision is before the House, I commend it to all
members.

In indicating our support for the taxi-car in-
dustry, I wish also to point out that more needs
to be done to protect drivers in that industry. I
believe we should investigate whether it should
be voluntary for drivers to wear seat belts. Taxi
drivens consider themselves professional
drivers and because they run the risk of being
attacked at any time, they should be able to get
out of their taxis quickly without being
hampered by seat belts. Drivers have also
raised the matter of protective shields being
placed between drivers and passengers. It
would be a Sorry day for us if that were
introduced. However, it is not uncommon
overseas.

The industry deserves more support than it is
getting at the moment and I trust it will get that
support.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Troy
(Minister for Transport).
1130)

COUNTRY AREAS WATER SUPPLY
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR SCHELL (Mt Marshall) [8.30 p.m.]: I

move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Mr Speaker, the purpose of this Bill is to clear
up an anomaly that arises from the interpret-
ation of the principal Act,

At present, where a farm consists of two or
more separate parcels of land but is farmed as a
single unit, the farmer pays a water rate for
each parcel of land and yet is given only one
water allowance. As a result, farmers in this
situation generally run up considerable excess
water bills. The inequity of the situation is
most evident where there are two or more
houses on one property and no houses on the
other properties. Those two or more houses
must share a water allowance, even though the
farming unit pays two or more water rates.

The spirit of the Act is that each water rate
should entitle the ratepayer to a water allow-
ance. This Bill provides that there shall be a
water allowance for each property on which
water rates are paid. In recognition of the re-
ality that many farms comprise more than one
property, and that, in many cases, the families
who work those farms live on the one property,
the Bill also enables the water allowances of the
various properties to be aggregated and be
treated as a water allowance for the whole
farm.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bridge

(Minister for Water Resources).

MIDLAND SALEYARD: SALE
Alternative Offer: Motion

MR COWAN (Merredin.-Lcader of the
National Party) [8.32 p.m.J: I move-

That this House calls upon the Govern-
ment to immediately accept the offer of
$600 000 for the purchase of the Midland
Saleyard facilities made by the Livestock
Transporters Association.

My purpose in moving this motion is to bring
to the attention of the Government and to raise
in debate an issue relating to the Midland
saleyard and abattoir complex that has not per-
haps been the focus of attention that it should
have been. I refer to the actual use and security
of tenure over the saleyard area itself. In the
debate that has taken place over the proposed
Sale of the complex, most of the attention has
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focused on either the sale price of $450 000 or
on the the alternative use to which the abattoir
will be put-in other words, a brickworks.

People in primary industry are concerned
about the possibility of the loss of the Midland
saleyard. There is no doubt that we have a six-
year lease in the offer and acceptance that was
settled, as I understand it, last Monday. The
Minister was able to secure use of the saleyard
for a period of something like six years, but
after that time, if the brickworks succee and
the owner of the land wants to, he can advise or
notify the Government that the land on which
the saleyard exists will be needed for the brick-
works. The saleyards will then have to be re-
moved.

No action has been taken by the Government
to examine the feasibility of relocating those
saleyards. No action has been taken by the
Government to secure land for the purpose of
building a new saleyards complex. The Govern-
ment has made no decision as to who would
bear the cost of providing new saleyards in six
years' time. All of us here recognise that time
travels very quickly and although we have six
years to consider this problem, it is very serious
inasmuch as saleyards which handle much less
stock than Midland and which have been built
in the last 12 to 18 months in the Eastern
States, have cost well in excess of $10 million. I
refer specifically to the Wagga Wagga saleyards
in New South Wales.

It is quite clear that the Government has
been a little precipitate in selling a piece of land
which contains the saleyard complex without
first making certain that it had an alternative
proposal for the establishment of a facility for
the sale of livestock should the new landowner
exercise his option to utilise the land upon
which the current saleyard exists. In an effort
to try to obtain some guarantee of the sale of
the complex for livestock producers in Western
Australia for a period longer than six years, the
Livestock Transporters Association offered to
purchase the area of land on which the saleyard
is situated for $600 000.

Mr Hassell: That is just for the saleyard, not
the whole site?

Mr COWAN: It is just for the saleyard itself.
Mr Hassell: Did it make an assessment of the

value of that area?
Mr COWAN: No, it did not make an assess-

ment of the value, and that is a matter of con-
tention. If we look at the replacement value of
the fixed assets that are on the land, knowing
full well that the replacement value could be in

excess of $ 10 million, we can see that it would
be very difficult to place a valuation on the
land concerned.

Mr Lewis: Those are 1982 figures?
Mr COWAN: Yes.
I have been told that there would be a fairly

high valuation placed on the saleyard area be-
cause the rest of the complex-the abattoirs,
the cool stores, and other parts of the site-had
a quite negative valuation placed on it.

The real issue that I wish to raise is that
livestock producers in Western Australia de-
serve better from this Government. They de-
serve to have a guaranteed security of tenure
over a livestock selling complex in or near the
metropolitan area. No alternative proposal has
been put forward by the Government. There
are no alternative saleyards north of Perth. The
saleyards which do exist south of the metro-
politan area in the South-West Land Div-
ision-such as Katanning and Albany and
smaller country centres-are all fully used at
the moment. I question whether they could be
utilised any more than they are being utilised at
present.

Quite clearly, if the saleyard complex is lost
to primary producers, there needs to be an
alternative selling complex. Although there has
been some comment about sales being based on
perhaps weight and grade, or computer selling,
I assure the House that in six years' time the
facility that is provided by the Midland
saleyards will certainly be required. Unless an
alternative is put forward or the existing
saleyards is secured for a period of at least 20
to 25 years, this Government will have sold
short primary producers in Western Australia.

I think it would be appropriate to ask some
other questions for the Minister to answer.
When the particular parcel of land was listed in
the offer and acceptance and a plan was
provided, approximately a third of the saleyard
was situated on an area of reserve just adjacent
to Clayton Road. I think the reserve number is
7955. That particular land is reserved for the
purpose of saleyards. I understand that the
zoning of that portion of land will have to be
changed.

I expect many primary producers to strongly
object to any rezoning of the land and the pur-
poses to which it can be put.

It also raises the question of whether clause
7 of the offer and acceptance has been fulfilled,
inasmuch as the clause states that the sale is
subject to the approval of all relevant
authorities within 270 days of acceptance of
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the offer. Does that mean that all the various
rezoning and other matters of importance, in
relation to the issue of title of land, have been
satisfied in the preparation of the sale of the
land? If they have and the sale is quite legal,
which has been questioned by many people,
other questions arise.

With regard to the lease which is to continue
for six years, who is responsible for the main-
tenance of the saleyard? Will it be the responsi-
bility of the owner, the Government, or the
livestock selling association?

I have already raised the question about an
alternative site and whether the Government is
prepared to make any commitment that it, and
not the industry, will bear any relocation costs.
Of course, the saleyard in that complex is effec-
tive only if it retains the washing-down facili-
ties and the effluent ponds; neither of those
facilities can be separated from the total site.
The water for the washing-down facilities is
drawn from bores close to the river and the
effluent ponds are in another area altogether.
Will there be a guarantee that the water from
those bores and the effluent ponds, into which
the effuent from the washing-down facilities is
taken, will be made available? I understand
that in a letter to the Minister for Agriculture
the director of Prestige Bricks stated that that
would be the case. However, I would like an
assurance from the Minister that it will be.

No answers have been given about the comn-
mercial value of the lease of that saleyard.
What annual rental will the livestock selling
agents pay the Government and, if it is in ex-
cess of the $1 that the Government will pay the
new owner of the saieyard, where will that
money go? Will it go towards the maintenance
of the saleyard?

Another question deserving a reply relates
to the quarantine yards. I understand the
brickmaker will use that area for the storage of
clay. If any area will be under threat before the
six years is Up, it will be that area. One can
imagine the future congestion in that area with
clay trucks and livestock trucks moving in and
out of the same area. Will these two industries
be compatible? That is a serious question- I can
envisage enormous problems with traffic con-
gestion which suggests to me and many people
in the livestock industry that the industry is
incompatible with the proposed brickworks.

I urge the Government to look very closely at
this motion and to take action either to acquire
the saleyard area and make it available on a
long term lease to the association of livestock

selling agents or the Livestock Transport As-
sociation, or to maintain it as a reserve for the
purpose of a livestock selling complex.

The Government should excise that land and
make it available for $600 000 to the Livestock
Transport Association or, alternatively, create
a new reserve and allow the saleyard to remain.
The Government should look closely at giving
Prestige Bricks an alternative area of land.

There is no question but that primary pro-
ducers in Western Australia deserve to retain
that complex and to have security of tenure
over the complex for much longer than six
years. Unfortunately, the action of this
Government has been to provide only six years
for the retention of the site. The alternative is
to construct a new complex, at a cost of some-
thing like $1 5 million or more. Nobody, cer-
tainly not the industry, can afford that amount
and I do not think this Government would be
prepared to pay it.

The Government should obtain secure ten-
ure over the complex for much longer than the
six years presently obtained and it should give
livestock producers in Western Australia some
indication that those saleyards will be available
for as long as an auction selling system remains
in Western Australia, and that the Midland
saleyard complex will remain the hub of that
system.

A great deal more could be said about this
issue. Members are aware of the two Select
Committees inquiring into the complex and
many of the reports made are very long. Sev-
eral inquiries have been made and the Minister
has tabled a great deal of information which
could be dealt with in much greater detail.
However, an agreement has been made to deal
with this motion in a limited time and to give
other members an opportunity to speak.

I hope the Minister has taken my comments
on board and that he is prepared to say that he
will not sell the complex or give some guaran-
tee to livestock producers that they will have
secure tenure over the complex for as long as
they wish to use it.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [8.49 p.m.]: I sec-
ond the motion and in doing so I congratulate
the Leader of the National Party for the man-
ner in which he presented the case. He spoke
specifically to the issue and did not roam
around the whole industry and canvass other
issues. He kept in line with the agreement
reached. If more members spoke specifically to
the subject matter before the Chair, more prog-
ress would be made on a number of issues.
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When the National Party tried to suspend
Standing Orders yesterday to debate ibis sub-
ject, Government members, by way of interjec-
lion, indicated that the sale had been
completed. If that is correct, it indicates that
the Government has treated this Parliament
with contempt. It is a sad day for the State of
Western Australia.

Two inquiries have been held; one is
finalised and the other is still in progress and
has yet to report. Notwithstanding that, the
Government has seen fit to complete the sale.
It clearly indicates a situation in which the
Executive dictates to Parliament rather than
the other way around. The Executive should be
responsible to this Parliament. Over the years
there has been a deviation from the principle
that the Executive should be responsible to
Government. That principle has been
flagrantly breached by this Government.

It is my understanding that the Government
could have taken note of that mistake it made
and been big enough to correct that mistake,
because the original offer and acceptance was
void.

Mr Grill: On what ground was it void?

Mr STEPHENS: The Government originally
offered land other than the land now the sub-
ject of the sale. Only the other day the Govern-
ment gazetted the change of the land involved.
Therefore it is obvious that the Government
could have renegotiated the whole deal without
being liable for any damages. Quite obviously
the Government did make a mistake and it
should have taken the opportunity presented to
it to renegotiate the whole deal.

Specifically the Minister has made a great
deal about the Government's power to lease the
salcyards. When I first asked about the lease
last session the Minister said that there was
nothing to worry about because the Govern-
ment had the right to lease the land ad infi-
nitum. However, when the papers were tabled
in the House it was apparent to me that the
lease was for only six years and that thereafter
the owners had the right to terminate the lease
after having given two years' notice. Quite
clearly there is no indeterminate period for the
saleyards to be available.

Notwithstanding that, in a circular letter I
received from the Minister last week the fol-
lowing can be found-

Nonetheless, it is not contemplated that
there will ever be any need to shift the
siting of the yards.

If that is the case, what a glorious opportunity
the Government had to acknowledge its mis-
take and to excise the land which formed the
saleyards and keep it for the rural livestock
industry of WA. Even now the Government
could ask Mr Ellett what price he would accept
for the saleyards and the effluent facilities. If he
is not prepared to sell it is obvious that sooner
or later he will take over the saleyards area for
his own use. Where will the livestock industry
be then and what cost will it have to face?

I understand that the Government is looking
for further land in the near vicinity of the
saleyards. Is it true that it has in mind buying
land, and at what cost, in an endeavour to do a
swap with Ellett? If that is the case it shows that
the Government missed an opportunity to
renegotiate the whole deal. The Government
has treated the Parliament with contempt.

The Government seems to be hell-bent on
having another brickworks established in
Perth. I do not know or care whether that is
because of its conflict with Ric New. What con-
cerns me about this is that from inquiries I
have made with brick manufacturers in WA
there is already a capacity for oversupply. If the
Government establishes a new brickworks in
the metropolitan area there is no question but
that a price war will erupt. The first victims of
that price war will be the small country brick-
works. So much for the Government's call for
decentralisation.

Mvr Grill: Are you against competition?

Mr STEPHENS: No, but there is no point in
encouraging the establishment of a new brick-
works when we already have an overcapacity,
because in the end the purchasers of bricks will
have to meet the cost. I am here to represent
country people, a point I made earlier this
afternoon. Many of them operate in the brick
manufacturing industry in a small way; they do
not make a lot of money. They will be the
victims of a price war, the result of the estab-
lishment of another brickworks in Perth now.
There is a time for development when there is a
need for it, but at present we have an
overcapacity in this industry. Where will the
Government's much vaunted decentralisation
policy go when all the little country brickworks
fold up because of the Government's aiding
and abetting the introduction of a new brick-
works in the metropolitan area?

All this is made a damn sight worse when it
is at such a potential cost to the livestock in-
dustry of this State. It has been proved conclus-
ively that the Government initially made a
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mistake and has had the opportunity to correct
that mistake in the interests of the livestock
industry.

I have pleasure in seconding the motion.
MR CRANE (Moore) (8.56 p.m.]: 110 tosup-

port the motion moved by the Leader of the
National Party. It is a motion very important
in its representation of a very important indus-
try to WA-the livestock industry.

There can be no doubt that the rural industry
has the seat out of its pants. In no way can it
afford to sustain any further damage than it has
incurred over the last decade and perhaps even
longer.

There is plenty of evidence to show that the
livestock industry will increase because of
necessity. The fact that the grain markets are
under attack necessitates farmers diversifying
into stock. We will see a dramatic increase in
the number of sheep and cattle raised over the
next few years out of sheer necessity.

This means that these animals will, in the
main, need to be slaughtered. We cannot ex-
port them all live; we have sufficient problems
as it is with meat workers complaining about
the live sheep trade. Any expansion of that
trade to handle the additional livestock would
be met with a great deal of industrial strife
from that quarter. The Australasian Meat In-
dustry Employees Union has always claimed
that we should slaughter more livestock and
export the carcases and the cut up meat. If this
is to be the case we will need a saleyards for the
disposal of the stock as they come in from the
properties. Midland has proved itself to be a
very centrally-located saleyards, and now the
livestock producers are facing a lack of security
for their future operations.

As has been very ably pointed out by the
Leader of the National Party, the cost to re-
place these saleyards was estimated in 1981 to
be almost $10 million. That is in 1981 dollars,
so that figure would have grown considerably
since. I understand that that figure does not
take into account all the allied requirements
that go with the saleyards. When we consider
the purchase of new land, the need to put in
ponds and all the other facilities, I will not say
it would cost $15 miliion but more in the vicin-
ity of $25 million or $30 million.

The question has been asked tonight: Who is
going to pay that money? If it was a $ 15 million
marina at Hillarys for the America's Cup I
have no doubt the Government would pay, but
as it affects the poor old rural industry which
has been a milch cow of this State as far back as

any of us can remember, it simply cannot
afford to provide these facilities. The rural in-
dustry is almost destitute, and this would
cripple it completely.

There is nothing so terribly wrong in making
a mistake; we have all made them in our time,
and no doubt we will make many more as we
go on. The important thing is not to make the
same mistake twice. It could even be called an
experience rather than a mistake in the first
instance. I would say that over the last few
months this Government must have gained a
great deal of experience from its dealings in
relation to disposal of the Midland abattoir
site.

A report has been presented in another place
which handled many aspects of the sale of the
abattoir and saleyards, but there is one point
which does not appear to have been brought
out as strongly as it should have been-that is,
not only the illegality of the sale because there
was no title, but also the fact that this Govern-
ment can change its tune to suit its con-
venience. I will illustrate that point. How many
times have we heard this Labor Government or
the Federal Labor Government decrying those
people who they claim have been exploiting the
taxation system by bottom-of-the-harbour
deals? I for one find those kinds of deals repul-
sive. 1 support the argument that they must be
stopped. But what happened in this instance?
We find that not only was the sale illegal, but
also the site, as has been reported, was
notionally valued at $915 000 without im-
provements. We find that the Government has
fixed a price of $450 000, counting the differ-
ence which amounts to $465 000 as being in
lieu of rental for up to six years for the pre-
sumed use of the saleyards.

In other words, the Government deducted
that amount for rental which it would have to
pay to the purchaser for the use of those
saleyards. I come back to the question of tax
evasion. This enabled the purchaser to avoid
having to record as income the $465 000
effectively paid as rent. He would not have to
declare that, and he has effectively evaded tax.
As well as that, he has been aided and abetted
by the very Government which has decried the
activities of such people in both the State and
Federal spheres.

Mr Grill: Would you say that outside the
House? That is a very serious allegation you are
making--that a private citizen evaded tax.
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Mr CRANE: I am referring to a report which
I presume was taken from evidence presented
to a Select Committee in another place.

Mr Grill: Are you prepared to say it outside
the House?

Mr CRANE: I do not have to. It has already
been said; it is in the report of the Select Com-
mittee inquiring into the sale and resiting of
the Midland saleyards.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: I know the Hansard reporter

would have heard me above the rest because I
used to drive bullocks years ago. Members can
talk on every side-

Cannon to right of them
Cannon to left of them,
Cannon in front of them
Volley'd and thunder'd.
Into the valley of Death
Rode the six hundred.

Mr Wilson: You know what happened to the
Light Brigade, don't you?

Mr CRANE: I am quoting from something
which was taken in evidence, and I was
pointing out that if a Government is prepared
to condemn people for exploiting the tax laws it
should not aid and abet a purchaser to exploit
the laws. It is there on page six.

Mr 0613: Say it outside the House.
Mr CRANE: Do I need to say it outside? I

am prepared to say anything anywhere the
Minister likes, and I will look him fair in the
bloody eyes when I say it. That is how dinkumn
I am. I have never been afraid to say what I
think in this place or anywhere else.

Mr Grill: All fight. Let us get it clear: You are
prepared to say outside the House that Ellet
evaded tax.

Mr CRANE: Why is it not refuted? My argu-
ment is not with the Minister, but with the
Government that aided and abetted him to do
what has been done. The Minister could not
have done it himself-, he had to have an ac-
complice.

The situation now is that we have a six-year
tenure-a very dubious one-on the salcyards
at Midland. We are clear for three years, I
hope, but then the matter may be under con-
sideration for a further three years. What hap-
pens after six years? That is not very long in the
rural industry, which is the greatest industry in
Australia. In six years' time that industry will
have to face not being able to use a complex in
which to sell its stock and having to turn

around and buy another complex. It is no good
asking whether the Government will buy a new
complex at that time because this Government
will not be in office in six years' time. We will
have to purchase that saleyards, so it is most
appropriate now while we have the opportunity
that we take up this offer of $600 000 for the
saleyards.

There is another reason: There is no com-
patibility between a brickworks and a livestock
saleyards. It will not be long before it will be
shown by those who have purchased the abat-
toir site that they do not want the saleyards
there. Those words will be recorded in
Mansard, and the Government will be
reminded of them time and again. I have
pointed out the illegality of the sale, and I have
pointed out the attitude of this Government in
aiding and abetting somebody to do that which
it has condemned others for doing. Who are the
losers in this exercise? Initially it will be the
rural industry and the livestock producers, but
eventually the community of Western Australia
will have to pay the bill.

Mr Hassell: Everybody loses except the
Government's mates.

Mr CRANE: That is right.

It has been said tonight that the brickworks
will not affect other operators. I cannot believe
that. Sure, it will not hurt Ric New; he is big
enough to be able to handle the situation and
he will compete quite well. If there is a price
cut he will be the first person to do so. What
will happen to the brickworks at Byford?

The writing is on the wall for brickworks in
the rural areas, those decentralised brick-
works-presuming this new brickworks even
proceeds.

I strongly support this motion. I do not con-
demn the Government for making a mistake
because, as I said earlier, it is easy enough to
make good those mistakes. I have made plenty
and will probably make some more.

I do condemn the Government should it be
so stupid and idiotic as to not correct that mis-
take. It will not lose face. Sure, there will be the
odd person who might throw it at them, but I
will not do that if the Government changes its
mind and recognises its mistake. I would con-
demn anyone on this side of the House who
condemns the Government for correcting
something which is wrong. If the Government
is big enough to do that, and I think it is, then it
ought to be done.
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I implore the Government to reconsider
what it has done and for the Minister for
Transport to take that supercilious grin off his
face. This is a serious matter. The Government
does not have to recognise the mistake it has
made, because it knows that, but it does need
to go back on what has happened. It should be
commended for going back on what has
happened, and I will be the first person on this
side of the House to congratulate it. I support
the motion.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Agriculture) [9.12 p.m.]: The first thing I
want to say about the motion is that I am pre-
pared to acknowledge the concern of those
members who have spoken about this issue
tonight. I think the obvious mistakes they
made in respect of some of the questions relat-
ing to this matter-about the legality of the
price and so forth-were made in ignorance.
Their concern is legitimate. I am certainly not
going to hide from that. Let me say that
although that concern is genuine, it is ill-
founded. The saleyards in Midland are safe and
will be safe for as long as people want to
patronise that area.

The Government will use all its power, nego-
tiating ability, and clout, to ensure that the
spirit of the agreement we have entered into
with Prestige Bricks is in fact maintained.

Mr Lightfoot: Why was it excised from the
original area?

Mr GRILL: I will get to that in a minute.
This debate is an exercise in futility. The de-
bate was not brought up at the eleventh hour.
The debate was brought up well after the
eleventh hour. This properly has been sold,
settlement has been effected, and went through
on Monday.

Members opposite make all sorts of alle-
gations about illegality. I was going to bring
this question up later, but no member is pre-
pared to say in what respect the sale was illegal.
I have taken advice on this matter. There is no
doubt at all, in the minds of officers of the
Crown Law Department, about the legality of
this sale. It is completely legal and those who
say otherwise have been misled.

I know Ric New obtained an opinion fr om a
firm of solicitors, which at least he paid for,
and which has been used to some extent by the
Liberal Party and others who allege this sale
was illegal. That particular opinion was based
on the wrong premise and on inaccurate infor-
mation that the land was simply vested in the
Meat Commission for the meatworks only. The

fact that was not adverted to, and obviously the
givers of that opinion were not made aware of,
was that the previous Government actually de-
cided, as a Cabinet, that the property should be
transferred into the name of the Meat Com-
mission in fee simple. That wipes out and ne-
gates that opinion.

I have heard no other basis put forward for
the illegality of this contract. The contract
was legal. If members opposite want to argue
that the contract could have been avoided by
either party after it had been entered into, then
it could be arguing something else.

Mr Hassell: Exactly, and you know it. That is
why you would not table the opinion and spent
weeks on end trying to fix the detail and get the
technicalities put in place.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
was not prepared to table his opinion because
he knew as soon as he did it would be shot
down for the very reasons I put forward, lie
was challenged in this House and in fact agreed
to table his opinion.

Mr H-assell: You refuse to table your opinion
from the Crown Law Department because that
opinion showed your sale was avoidable at law
and you know it. Don't you give misleading
material to this House.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
agreed to table his opinion under pressure. He
subsequently refused to table that opinion after
he had given an undertaking to this House that
he would table it. He is hypocritical and dis-
honest. He gave an undertaking-a dishonest
undertaking-that he would table his opinion.
He never tabled it. He has never given an ex-
planation for that.

Mr Hassell: You have just admitted that the
contract you made was not binding.

Mr GRILL: That is not true. I have never
said such a thing. That is wishful thinking on
the Leader of the Opposition's pan. He is a
dishonest person who has already gone back on
an undertaking to this House to table an
opinion. We were all here and we heard him
give that undertaking plainly and clearly to the
Speaker at question time and to other people in
th is House, not just the people on this side but
to every other member. He is smirking at his
own dishonesty and his own hypocrisy. Only a
few minutes after he gave that undertaking he
came to me outside and said sheepishly that he
was only joking and he was not going to do it.
What a lie, what a dishonest person and hyp-
ocrite he is. He came out like a sheep and said
he would not table it.
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Mr Hassell: Where is your Crown Law
opinion which has never been tabled in this
House?

Mr GRILL: The Crown Law opinion never
at any stage indicated that the deal was illegal
and what the Leader of the Opposition and
some of his ilk are saying is that the deal was
illegal, is untrue and a lie.

Mr Hassell: It wasjust avoidable, was it?

Mr GRILL: Most contracts of sale are avoid-
able in certain circumstances. I am not sayi ng
that this one was, but if the Leader of the Op-
position wants to argue any question he might
be prepared to argue that question with some
honesty. The Leader of the Opposition has
been saying quite dishonestly that the deal was
illegal, knowing that it was entirely legal from
the beginning.

Mr Lightfoot: Was it avoidable? Answer the
question and be honest yourself.

Mr GRILL: I do not believe it was. Most
contracts of sale are subject to conditions and
can be avoided before the final settlement. If
members opposite wanted to argue that point
they would have a legitimate argument, but it is
not the argument. The argument that has been
put forward is that the transaction is illegal.
Members opposite are now saying, by impli-
cation, that it was in fact legal. If the Leader of
the Opposition wants to say anything different,
he may do so. I take it that by his silence he
now admits-

Mr Hassell: That contract did not bind the
Government. It is avoidable and in layman's
terms, which is what we use in this House be-
cause it is not a court of law, that deal was
illegal because it is not based on statutory auth-
ority. You know that very well. You spent
weeks on end with the Crown Law Department
fixing up that deal.

Mr GRILL: That is nonsense.

Mr Hassell: You have had to go to Executive
Council at least twice, haven't you?

Mr GRILL: We have had to go to Executive
Council because the deal had to be approved by
the Governor. That is the point members op-
posite have been making and it has not been
denied by anyone.

The contract was always legal and if anyone
wants to say that it was not let them do so
outside this House and we will see what hap-
pens.

Mr Hassell: It is a pity we cannot see what
happens inside this House by your producing a
document and the Crown Law Department's
opinion.

Mr GRILL: I suggest to the Leader of the
Opposition that he produce his document.

Mr Hassell: Let me tell you-
Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition is

not in this place to tell me anything. He is here
to abide by his undertaking and to listen to my
speech.

Mr Hassell: It is not unprecedented for you
to produce it because your colleague produced
information on the J. J. O'Connor case.

Mr GRILL: I am looking forward to reading
the opinion obtained by the Leader of the Op-
position.

This exercise is really one in futility because
the property has been settled. The deal was
completed on Monday and one would have
thought that the members of the Opposition
would support the Government in completing
the contract which it had entered into. Govern-
ments need to have integrity and contracts
entered into by the Government need to be
honoured.

What members opposite are inviting the
Government to do tonight, if it had the power
to do so-it does not have that power-is to go
back on a contract which was legitimately
entered into on behalf of the Government and
on behalf of a citizen of this State.

Dr Gallop: There is a precedent-the North-
em Territory Government.

Mr GRILL: Yes, but it is a coalition Govern-
men t.

The Opposition is asking the Government
and me to go back on a contract which was
lawfully entered into with a private citizen
without thought or care of his loss and without
thought or care of the other ancillary contracts
he has entered into in relation to the contract.

Governments need to have integrity and in
respect of this deal it will have integrity and
will continue to look after the salcyards at the
same time to the very best of its ability and in a
way which, in the long run, will be in the best
interests of the stock owners of this State.

Mr Williams: If the brickworks is not built
would you be prepared to buy back the land?

Mr Cash: A good question-answer it.
Mr GRILL: Yes, the Government would be

prepared to buy it back. I have given the mem-
ber for Clontarf an answer.
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Mr Williams: Is it written into the contract of
sale that you are prepared to buy it back for the
price that was paid for it?

Mr GRILL: Yes. We would be prepared to
take back the site in the circumstances
outlined.

Mr Williams: Are they prepared to sell it for
that price?

Mr GRILL: I have answered that question.
Why was this matter brought forward at such

a late stage?
Mr Hassell: It has been brought up continu-

ally.
Mr GRILL: This matter was brought forward

on Tuesday to be debated today. If the Oppo-
sition had been serious about it it would have
brought it forward some time ago.

This property has been flogged all over the
countryside by this Government and by pre-
vious Governments. There is a list as long as
one's arm.

Mr Nalder: Produce it.
Mr GRILL: It is in the G H D Dwyer report

which the member for Narrogin should have
read.

Mr Nalder: I have read it time and time
again.

Mr GRILL: A comprehensive list detailing
the names of those people who have been ap-
proached to purchase that land is contained in
that report. All the companies and organis-
ations in Western Australia who it was felt may
be interested in the land were approached, but
none of them was interested. Many of them
had livestock interests and are major livestock
companies in this State. None of them would
go near the land with a barge pole. The
Government could not have given away this
piece of property. Every major stock firm in
this State was approached and none of them
would go near it.

Mr Cowan: The Government did; it
managed to give it away.

Mr GRILL: The Government will receive a
decent return for the State out of this land, as
will the people in Midland.

The land was ostensibly flogged around the
countryside for years, not only by this Govern-
ment, but also by the previous Government.
Baillieu Justin Seward Pty Ltd was appointed
as the agent. It is not pant of the ratbag left and
it is not friends of the Labor Caucus of Western
Australia. It is part of the "establishment" and
supports the Liberal Party. it was appointed

initially by the Liberal Party to carry out the
job and continued to do it when we came to
office. The Opposition is talking about the in-
tegrity of Baillieu Justin Seward when it refers
to the valuation of the property.

Mr Hassell: We are not talking about the sale
of the property, we are talking about the sale
price.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition is
resiling from that, just as he is resiling from
tabling the opinion he has received. He is
resilling also from the valuations he was touting
around the place a few weeks ago. He is resiling
from his allegations of illegality. He has been
caught on three points and he has to stand
back.

Mr H-assell: I do not resile from anything I
have said in relation to that valuation.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
did that this evening. He gave a weak perform-
ance and he was not prepared to name the
source of the other valuations on which he has
relied. It is something he thought about on the
spur of the moment and when he was
challenged over it he was unable to name one
source.

Do not think the people sitting behind the
Leader of Opposition did not appreciate it. He
was caught out beautifully. Members on the
other side are ostensibly great supporters of
private enterprise. That is nonsense in reality.
They are not supporters of private enterprise,
they are supporters of a small section of private
enterprise. They do not believe in competition.
They do not believe in private enterprise. They
would not be advocating Government involve-
ment in the saleyards.

Mr Williams: We would not have sold it to
our mates; we would have put it up for auction.
That is where you put yourselves in the hole.

Mr GRILL: That is just untrue. That is a
statement made without foundation and it is
completely unfair.

Mr Williams: It is not unfair.
Mr GRILL: Just let me make it clear. I had

never met, heard of, spoken to Peter Ellett be-
fore this transaction came up. His name had
never been referred to me. I had never heard of
Prestige Bricks. To say that he was a mate of
mine is unfair.

Several members inteujected.
Mr GRILL: That is a pretty nasty statement

to make about a businessman who is trying to
set up a brickworks in this State. Let me talk
about the Opposition's professed views about
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private enterprise. It does not believe in private
enterprise or it would support the Treloar re-
port, backed up by a committee made up of
people from the PTA, the PGA, and others,
which said that, Government should withdraw
completely from the saleyards, and that it
should be handed over to private enterprise.

I did not hear any great criticism from any-
one on the Opposition benches when that re-
port was brought down. Nor did I hear any
criticism from the rural industry at the time of
the Treloar report. Which of the members op-
posite, who so sanctimoniously talked about
the preservation of the saleyard in the hands of
Government rather than private enterprise,
criticised the Treloar report?

Mr Cowan: No-one is suggesting that.
Mr GRILL: Not one. The Treloar report said

quite categorically that the Government should
withdraw from this area; it was the domain of
private enterprise and the Government had no
place in it. Members opposite, supporters of
private enterprise, are actually promoting the
very opposite tonight. And in doing so, num-
bers of members opposite-not the National
Party but members of the Liberal Party-are
attacking an innocent business person who is
endeavouring to go about his rightful business
in this community.

Mr Hiassell: Innocent, was he?
Mr GRILL: Does the Leader of the Oppo-

sition want to libel him again?
Mr Hassell: Is that the man who spoke about

three directors who publicly denied they were
directors?

Mr GRILL: That is the man.
Mr Hassell: The man who mentioned three

directors who publicly denied they were ever
directors, one of whom he said he met in a lift
for 10 minutes?

Mr GRILL: He did not say they were direc-
tors; he put them down a s intended directors.
The company had not been formed at that
stage.

Mr Hassell: It certainly had not, and the
intended directors had not been asked.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition is
continually libelling this person under the
privilege of Parliament. Members opposite are
demeaning themselves.

Mr Hassell: I am repeating evidence which
was given to the committee of this Parliament.

Mr GRILL: Of this Parliament?
Mr Hassell: Of this Parliament, yes.

Mr GRILL: Of the Assembly?
Mr Hassell: I said of this Parliament.
Mr GRILL: Of the upper House.
Mr Hassell: It has two Houses.

Mr GRILL: We will talk about the integrity
of that committee. Just let me give the member
a small excerpt of the evidence given to that
committee. Mr Treloar, a private enterprise
supporter-a Liberal I might add, but
nonetheless a competent person-was being
examined by the chairman of that committee,
M r Oliver. Mr Treloar said th is-

Since I have realised that this had be-
come controversial I have not been reading
the newspaper reports so as not to preju-
dice my evidence. I take these matters very
seriously. Quite frankly, I am not aware of
exactly what has been sold. I might ap-
preciate someone telling me exactly what is
the subject of the inquiry; how much of the
site.

The CHAIRMAN: The whole site has
been closed.

Mr TRELOAR: The saleyards? The
abattoir site? The holding paddocks?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.

H-on. J. N. Caldwell, who was a bit more honest
said-

Not the whole lot.
The chairman, who had been caught out telling
a lie, said-

Pant of them.

Mr TRELOAR: Certainly that part
where the effluent disposal facilities were?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Mr TRELOAR: Nothing surprises me at

my age. I was not surprised when the
Government did not close Robb Jetty. Our
job was to make recommendations. Some
have been adopted; quite a number in fact.
In one or two cases the opposite has been
done. In this case it was certainly quicker
than we recommended.

The chairman of that committee misled the
witness into believing that one of the major
recommendations of that witness's inquiry had
been immediately taken up. That chairman
withheld evidence from that witness and, quite
honestly,. misled him-here it is in black and
white-into believing that this recommen-
dation had been accepted. That is the status of
that inquiry.
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Mr Hassell: What an extraordinary interpret-
ation!

Mr GRILL: It was certainly the interpret-
ation taken by Treloar himself. One could draw
no other conclusion from it. Many other things
are wrong with that inquiry, but those words
epitomise the way in which that inquiry was
conducted. The Leader of the Opposition and
his snide remarks have no place here.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: That is the level at which mem-

hers opposite operate. They endeavour to hide
behind snide remarks with little smirks. I see
right through them.

Mr Hassell: It was a crooked deal.
Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition

does not need to get up from this seat, I can see
him.

Mr Hassell: It was a crooked deal.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr GRILL: Madam Chair, I ask for those

remarks to be withdrawn. That is a reflection
upon the character of a person who is a mem-
ber of this House. There is absolutely no
ground for the making of that statement and I
demand that it be withdrawn.

Mr Hassell: I did not refer to the member, I
referred to the deal.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Henderson):
The Minister has requested that the wards be
withdrawn.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: Madam Acting Speaker, are

you ruling that the words referring to the deal
in some way refer to the Minister as a member
of this House?

Mr Grill: That is how they were meant.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The Minis-

ter has requested that the words be withdrawn.
He has taken exception to them and I have
requested you to withdraw them.

Mr HASSELL-. In accordance with your rul-
ing, I withdraw the words.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRILL: I believe the Government does

have a role in the saleyard, and I am concerned
to ensure that the saleyard facility at Midland
remains there. I believe it will, but I am unable
to give a guarantee beyond eight years. A lease
is being drawn up now and will be entered into,

and the contents of that lease will be made
available to Parliament in due course. It will
protect the saleyard for six years and will pro-
vide that neither the boundaries of the saleyard
nor the conditions of the lease can be amended
without two years' notice.

I argue, and I think I am right, that in effect
we have protection for the saleyard in very con-
crete and legal terms for at least eight years.

Mr Cowan: Are you saying that the option to
renew can be made only at the end of the six-
year period, and with two years' notice?

Mr GRILL: I understand that is how it was
drawn up. To indicate my bona ides in respect
of my endeavour to ensure that the livestock
industry is protected-and I have made the
Leader of the National Party aware of this fact
before-I advise the House that when the offer
and acceptance form was placed before me for
signature I initially refused to sign it on the
ground that one of the conditions did not prop-
erly protect the saleyard. That condition
merely alluded to the fact that the new owners
would not build upon the area of the saleyard
within a period of five years. It was my view,
despite the advice that had come down from
the Treloar report and the advice I had
received from the Department of Agriculture
and others, that we needed to have more con-
crete protection than that for the saleyard. The
advice I have received from a number of
people in the livestock industry and from the
Department of Agriculture is that although
computer livestock sales will not take off in a
great hurry, and although it will probably be
some years before they rival direct sales from a
saleyard, they will in due course take off and be
the predominant means of selling livestock.
There is a difference of opinion about that, but
that is the advice I have received. In an endeav-
our to ensure that we would protect the live-
stock industry, I personally wrote in the clause
ensuring a lease for six years. After that, it was
agreed that there should be a provision
whereby the terms and conditions of the lease
should not be altered without two years' notice
being given.

They are my bona fides, and that is my view,
and that is the advice I have received. In the
final analysis the proof of the pudding will be
inI the eating. It may be that I am wrong, and
that the advice I have received is incorrect. It
may be that computer livestock sales do not
take off, or that private industry cannot or does
not want to become involved in livestock sales
in the metropolitan area. I believe that with
this period of six years, plus at least two, we
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have a fair degree of security for the salcyard
complex at Midland. It is not perfect, and I am
the first to say that. I have said so publicly
before. But in what endeavour in life, especially
in commerce, does one have cast iron guaran-
tees for ever?

Mr Nalder:. Why sell it?

Mr GRILL: That is begging the question.
Governments have been trying to flog off this
propenty for years. I believe we have come up
with a reasonable situation to protect the live-
stock producers who patronise Midland. It is
quite wrong to try to give the impression, as
one speaker has done, that Midland has the
only livestock saleyard in the State. There are a
number of other livestock saleyards of greater
or lesser importance; Midland is only one.

Mr Nalder: Where else in the metropolitan
area?

Mr GRILL: There certainly is not one in the
metropolitan area, but there are others in the
State. People in the member for Narrogin's
area do not patronise Midland to a great de-
gree-they use other saleyards.

Mr Nalder: That is not true. You should take
a look at the number of my constituents who
do go to Midland.

Mr GRILL: The point I want the member to
believe is that there was a real, sincere endeav-
our to protect the section of the livestock in-
dustry in this State that uses the Midland
saleyard.

An Opposition member:. Why don't you ad-
mit you made a mistake?

Mr GRILL: I believe history will prove that I
was right, that the Government was right, and
that the advice I received from sections of the
industry was correct. Notwithstanding that, in
an endeavour to ensure that the industry will
be protected in the event .that we were wrong,
we have set up a liaison committee to look into
the compatibility of the brickworks and the
livestock saleyard on the same site. Something
was said tonight about the compatibility of
these two operations on the same site. That
liaison committee is being set up to ensure that
those two activities are in fact compatible.

There has been mention of congestion, and
of a great deal of traffic, but I think people who
make allegations about congestion and traffic
forget the fact that previously the biggest abat-
toir in this State subsisted on this site,
employing many more people than the brick-
works ever intends to employ.

Mr Cowan: Can I just correct you on that?
The fact that there was an abattoir there did
not mean that any further traffic was
generated. At the moment there is livestock
coming in and going out. Once it was going in
and staying there. That is not happening now.
Livestock is now coming in and going out and
to that will be added the congestion of clay
trucks moving in and out. There will be an
increased volume of vehicular traffic, there is
no question of that.

Mr GRILL: I was not the Minister in those
days and did not take a great deal of interest in
it, but I would have thought that live sheep and
other live animals would come into the
saleyard and be sold and taken away, and that
other livestock would come in, be sold, and
taken to the abattoir. So there were two
components of that traffic. I think even the
member for Merredin would now concede that
there would have been traffic generated as a
result of the killing of those animals and the
subsequent transporting of the carcases from
the site.

Mr Cowan: I really do not see a significant
difference resulting.

Mr GRILL: The only way we could actually
decide who is right in that argument would be
to determine the number of animals going into
the saleyard and directly to the abattoir in
those days, and the numbers that are going in
and out of the saleyard today. That can be
tested empirically. I will check on it tomorrow,
and I will bet that the amount of livestock actu-
ally going through the saleyard and into the
abattoir back in those days was considerably
higher than it is today. I will verify that
tomorrow.

Mr Cowan: Make sure you take an average of
years and not just those years in which there
was an increase in the stock sold.

Mr GRILL: I will check it honestly
tomorrow. I guarantee now-and I am a bet-
ting man-that I am close to the mark.

Members tonight have been disciplined with
their time and I do not intend to depart from
that. However, some questions have been put
to me that need to be answered.

I cannot answer the question today relating
to the change of zoning because I do not know
the answer. It is really a question that needs to
be put to the municipal council. I understood
that all zoning matters were taken care of.
However, I will check and supply an answer
tomorrow.
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In relation to the approvals of contract of
sale, either all the approvals were given or they
were waived. I spoke about conditional con-
tracts of sale earlier. If the person against
whom the condition is made is prepared to
waive the condition, the contract can still
stand. However, I understand that all the ap-
provals were given-certainly all critical ap-
provals were given-or they were waived.

The saleyard will be leased back to the WA
Meat Commission and it will continue to main-
tain it in the same way it has been maintained
in the past. It is a statutory authority and sub-
ject to my direction and therefore subject to the
scrutiny of Parliament.

Mr Cowan: Will it charge the same rental?
Mr GRILL: Yes. The Leader of the National

Party raised that question in his speech. The
rental will not vary dramatically. There will
probably be the normal escalation clause
allowing for small increases.

The wash-down facilities and effluent ponds
will be included in the lease.

The question of congestion needs to be
attended to by the liaison committee. However,
I am endeavouring to arrange for Mr Ellett to
speak directly with it about the proximity of
the clay and certain cattle pens. I hope that can
be resolved. I hope also that that clears up all
the matters raised by the member for
Merredin.

I think the member for Stirling was a bit
rough in saying that I was in contempt of Par-
liament.

Mr Stephens: Not you, the whole Govern-
ment. I was saying that you have some sup-
porters.

Mr GRILL: I have always endeavoured to
provide the Parliament with all the infor-
mation in respect of the sale.

Mr Hassell. What about the contract docu-
ments and the opinion of the Crown Law De-
partment?

Mr GRILL: As I have said on a number of
occasions, I am not prepared to give the Oppo-
sition that opinion. That conforms to normal
practice.

Mr Hassell: What about the contract docu-
ments?

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
can look at those.

I have covered the matters of offer and ac-
ceptance. The member for Stirling raised a red
herring when he said that the land that was

gazetted for sale was different from the land
mentioned in the contract of sale. One does not
set out in exact terms the exact area in a con-
tract of sale and in the case of the saleyards it
was not possible. However, there is plenty of
documentation to cover it. I have always made
it clear to the Leader of the Opposition who is
again smirking-

Mr Hassell: I am not smirking; I think you
are a disgrace.

Mr GRILL: I resent his smirking because I
have always made it clear that there are to be
considerable excisions from the land sold. I
have said that there will be excisions from the
land running along the river which will go back
to the Department of Conservation and Land
Management and also there will be another ex-
vision of land to go back to Westrail. 1 have
also indicated that the land needs to be
surveyed as I have indicated, in response to
questions from the Leader of the Opposition
and others, and that is the reason for the delay
in settlement.

Mr Rushton: Didn't you originally describe
the land incorrectly or put the wrong parcel
together?

Mr GRILL: No.

Mr Rushton: Didn't you have to do a
subdivison and get it quickly through the Plan-
ning Commission?

Mr GRILL: I do not think the member is
listening. It was always made clear to the pur-
chasers that certain lands running along the
river and certain land adjacent to Westrail land
would need to be excised. That was agreed to.
However, surveys and subdivisions need to be
done and that is the reason for the delay in
settlement. Otherwise it could have taken place
a long time ago. I do not believe that, because
the liaison committee and the Meat Com-
mission are attempting to identify other land
for use as metropolitan saleyards, that should
be used as an argument against this Govern-
ment. I do not believe that we will ever have to
utilise other land in the metropolitan area for
salcyards because these saleyards will continue
to operate, albeit on a smaller piece of land. In
view of the fact that there were other opinions,
I reluctantly agreed to allow an inquiry to be
undertaken by the Meat Commission and the
committee to identify other potential parcels of
land. I do not think that, because I agreed to
that investigation, it should be used against me.
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I stand by what I said earlier: The Govern-
ment will continue to use all of its powers to
ensure that the saleyards remain where they
are. It has considerable powers to ensure that.

Finally, the member for Stirling mentioned
that country brickworks may suffer if this de-
velopment goes ahead.

Mr Rushton: The belief is that there will be a
loss of employment at Byford.

Mr GRILL: That may well be the case. They
may well suffer if there is a price war in the
metropolitan area. However, I do not see how
members opposite can decry that. If they be-
lieve in private enterprise they have to support
this development.

Mr Rushton: This is a Government-induced
development with privilege.

Mr GRILL: If the member believes in com-
petition, he will understand that there is no
competition between clay brickworks in the
metropolitan area. No-one has been closer to
those country brickworks than I have. I have
taken up the cudgels on behalf of the brickwork
operators for many years, with some success. I
have helped foster their assocation. I was
invited to its inaugural meeting. I have had a
long association with the industry. However, I
cannot shield the brickworks from compe-
tition. No-one wants to do that. I think it is
slightly hypocritical for members opposite to
now introduce the argument of competition.

The member for Moore expressed concern
on behalf of the stock producers of this State.
He always takes a sincere interest in primary
producing matters and I think he has a sincere
regard for people on the land. I can only say to
him, as I said to others, that his concern is
unfounded and that the saleyards will continue
to exist in the same place they are in now.

Members opposite may say that the Govern-
ment has made a mistake or that I have made a
mistake. I do not think I have made a mistake
and I think history will Prove Me right.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the
Opposition) [9.59 p.m.): The Minister has
spent his time trying to defend a notorious
deal. The Acting Speaker (Mrs Henderson)
earlier, without explanation, made me with-
draw the statement that it was a crook deal. I
believe, however, that it was an improper deal.iIt was a wrong deal and it was a corruption of
the obligations of the Government to the
people of this State.

It was obviously a bad deal; it was an incor-
rect deal and it was executed with indecent
haste and without following the proper pro-
cedures. Its completion on Monday was a con-
tempt of the Parliament and the public of this
State.

Mr Grill: That is nonsense because I told you
two weeks ago-

Mr HASSELL: The Minister should bear in
mind what he told the House two weeks ago.
The Minister and his colleagues voted to estab-
lish the Select Committee to inquire into the
sale and they were part of the Process by which
this House established that Select Committee.
In the face of that, the Minister concluded the
deal without allowing time for that Select Com-
mittee to report. Hie did it deliberately and he
did it because he did not want this sale to be
undone. That is the truth of the matter.

Mr Grill: What gets under your skin is the
fact that Ric New was beaten.

Mr HASSELL: I will turn now to the Minis-
ter's abuse of Ric New, which he started on the
night the motion for a Select Committee was
moved. Members should remember that this
whole deal does not have its origin in the inno-
cence of a businessman who wanted to start a
brickworks; it has its origins in the fanatical
hatred of the building and other unions for Mr
Ric New. This fanatical hatred of the unions
for Mr New and their desire to use the Govern-
ment to promote an alternative brickworks are
the origins of this deal.

The Minister has adopted an entirely im-
proper consideration for his course of conduct.

MrT Grill: That is simply incorrect.

Mr HASSELL: It is not incorrect, and the
Minister knows it. The fact is that the Minister
admitted on two occasions, and the Premier
admitted once, in this House that the land was
sold at a tow value because of the commitment
to construct a brickworks.

Mr Grill: I have never said that the price
obtained was low. I have always said that it
was in conformity with the valuation brought
down on it by Bailleiu Justin Seward.

Mr HASSELL: I suggest the Minister look at
Hansard and at what he and the Premier said;
that is, that the deal was done at that price
because it was of great advantage to Western
Australia to have this substantial investment in
a brickworks.

Mr Grill: That is true, but I never said it was
low.
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Mr HASSELL: The fact is that the Govern-
ment did not offer this property for sale by
tender and it ignored other offers. The Govern-
ment did not market the property profession-
ally and the Minister neglected his duty to the
people and the taxpayers of this State. The ulti-
mate proof of the contention raised throughout
by the Opposition has been established this
very day. This proof has been established be-
cause we find that there was a mortgage of a
property which was being sold on sale for
$450 000-a mortgage of $900 000.

Mr Grill: You and I both know that you can't
validly make that assertion on the evidence
that you have in respect of this matter.

Mr HASSELL: What was the purpose of the
lower House committee of inquiry into the sale
of the Midland abattoir when the Government
clearly had no intention, and never had any
intention, of waiting until the committee
reported? Notwithstanding that, it had a con-
tract which, at the very least, as admitted
tonight by the Minister, was avoidable.

Mr Grill: I didn't say it was avoidable.
Mr HASSELL: It is a pity that the Minister

does not make more clear what he is saying
because he is twisting and wriggling his way
through this whole deal. The Minister knows
very well that he has had an opinion from the
Crown Law Department which indicates that
there were serious questions about his auth-
ority to contract. The Minister said tonight that
the opinion he had received was wrong because
it overlooked the fact that the previous
Government had transferred the land to the
Meat Commission in fee simple-

Mr Grill: Had not transferred; had ordered
the transfer.

Mr HASSELL: In which case the Minister, as
the Minister for Agriculture, would have been
the person who would have done the
contracting on the sale.

Mr Grill: Let me tell you that the whole con-
tract was valid in every respect.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister can keep saying
that till the cows come home, but while he is
not prepared to put up the papers and the
Crown Law opinion, he has no credibility for
that statement.

Mr Grill: Let me remind you that you said
you would table your opinion.

Mr HASSELL: Let me remind the Minister
of what I said to him outside the House, be-
cause he misrepresented that. I said to the Min-
ister, "I Will give YOU my opinion if you will

give me your opinion." That is precisely what I
said to the Minister outside and I repeat it
now-he should put up the Crown Law
opinion.

Mr Grill: You undertook unilaterally to
produce your opinion.

Mr HASSELL: This was a very bad and im-
proper deal, and a deal which should never
have been done. Evidence has been produced
to two Select Committees-the public evi-
dence; I am not privy to any of the private
evidence-which indicated very clearly that
extraordinary procedures were followed. For
instance, the Western Australian Development
Corporation was instructed to sell the property
to a particular purchaser and not to consider
alternatives.

Mr Grill: That is not true.
Dr Gallop: That is not true. Who told you

that?
Mr HASSELL: Certainly the WADC did not

check out the capacity of the purchaser to per-
form or any other aspect of the transaction, but
simply made an assessment in accordance with
the Government's instructions to sell.

Mr Grill: That is entirely untrue.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister ought to have a

look at the evidence.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Gallop: Did you hear rumours, or were

you told by other members of the committee?
The SPEAKER: Order! As there are very few

members in this place at the moment, I would
have thought that the House could come to
order far more quickly than it did. The Leader
of the Opposition is endeavouring to make a
speech, and there are far too many people in
here doing their best to stop him. If members
must interject, that is all right, but the interjec-
tions must not be of a nature which tend to
preclude him from making the speech he wants
to make.

Withdrawal afR emark
Mr LEWIS: I request that the member for

Victoria Park withdraw his remarks, which im-
pugn my integrity by saying that I told the
Leader of the Opposition about privileged in-
formation.

Mr Grill: No, he was referring to the other
one.

The SPEAKER: What is it that the member
for East Melville wants withdrawn?
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Mr LEWIS: The member for Victoria Park
impugned me and pointed to me. He indicated
that I had disclosed evidence of a Select Com-
mittee into the abattoir deal to the Leader of
the Opposition. I request that he withdraw that
imputation.

Poi nt of Order
Mr PEARCE: on a point of order, Mr

Speaker. it seems a frivolous point was raised
by the member for East Melville. The member
for Victoria Park was seeking to get from the
Opposition the source of an allegation that the
Leader of the Opposition was making.

Mr Hassell: That's not a point of order.
Mr PEARCE: It is a point of order.
Mr Hassell: It is not a point of order and you

know it.
The SPEAKER: I am quite clear.
Mr PEARCE: The member for Victoria Park

made no assertions. He asked two questions of
the Leader of the Opposition. He asked
whether he read the notes of the committee
hearings in the Speaker's Gallery.

Mr Hassell: Come on! We just had the Minis-
ter protected from allegations that his deal was
crook and now you are trying to protect your
own member from a direct attack.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: The second part of his ques-

tion related to whether the Leader of the Oppo-
sition was advised of that by another of the
committee, Neither of those questions can be
considered assertions that the member for East
Melville had done anything wrong.

The SPEAKER: I am having difficulty with
this because to the best of my knowledge it is
true. I cannot understand why the member for
East Melville wants me to ask the member for
Victoria Park to withdraw. The member for
East Melville spent a long time making a
speech in this place telling the Leader of the
Opposition and everyone else in the House
about a number of things that went on in the
Select Committee. Why he would want the
member for Victoria Park to withdraw a
statement that could well refer to what he said
is beyond me.

Debate Resumed
Mr HASSELL: The Government has

proceeded in this matter in a way that is en-
tirely irregular and that has resulted in a very
bad deal. Because of the arrangements that
have been made for the conduct of business

tonight, I do not intend to complete a number
of things that I wanted to say or to raise the
questions that I wanted to raise relating to the
transaction. However, I make it clear that
many people, including me, remain utterly
unconvinced by the repeated assertions of the
Minister, unsubstantiated by evidence.

The matter arose because the Government
sold a valuable asset of the State at a price far
lower than that for which it could have been
sold in a proper marketing exercise. That has
been demonstrated repeatedly.

Mr Grill: Nonsense!
Mr HASSELL: That is the truth.
As a result of the Minister's getting into

trouble over the way in which the deal was
done-especially in relation to the saleyard
complex-controversy has raged for six
months. That controversy will continue be-
cause the Minister has flown in the face of
public opinion and the concerns that people
have expressed-including the concern
expressed by the Leader of the National Party
tonight in this motion and in his speech. So
many questions as to why the deal was done,
why the Minister continued with it when he
had the chance to get out of it on numerous
occasions, and why the Minister rushed in and
settled the deal when a committee of this
House has not reported remain unanswered.
The Minister was part of establishing that com-
mittee. Although all those questions remain to
be answered, the Minister expects people to
believe him.

1 support the motion even though I know, as
does the mover of the motion, that it was con-
founded before it was moved. It was con-
founded because the Minister settled the deal.

Mr Grill: I told you two weeks ago.
Mr HASSELL: Telling us two weeks ago does

not make it better.
The Minister set out to thwart the Parlia-

ment and the public. Although the Minister
was caught out in a bad and improper deal
using improper and very doubtful procedures
at a number of levels, he still failed to take the
opportunity to try to put it right. With his col-
leagues in Government he set out on a course
which would bring about completion of the
transaction. He has done it secretly. He has
done it behind closed doors. He has done it
with the assistance of the Crown Law Depart-
ment and, no doubt, with the assistance of his
many advisers. Of course, he has had a victory.
He can crow about the fact that he has beaten
Ric New because the sale has gone through.
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We even had the Government talking about
the $31 million brickworks. However, one of
Mr Eliett's colleagues corrected that figure. Ap-
parently, the Government had the figures back
to front and it should have been $13 million.
We could go on and on about these issues. The
motion is a very proper one that has brought
out the issue that concerns many people
involved in the industry. I support the motion.

MR COWAN (Merredin-Leader of the
National Party) [10.16 p.m.]: Very briefly I
make some comments on the response of the
Minister for Agriculture. There will always be
some dispute about the length of time that the
saleyard complex will be available to livestock
producers. I certainly hope that the Minister is
right and that that time will be eight years. I
think it will be only six years, but I hope that
the Minister is right.

No-one in the National Party disputes the
right of the Government to effect a sale of the
abattoir site. The question concerns how the
Government went about it and, to a lesser ex-
tent, the price that was received. Most import-
ant to us is a guaranteed security of tenure for
the saleyard. The Minister has been able to give
us an opinion that we have a guarantee of use
of that complex for eight years. In view of the
finance that would be required to provide an
alternative selling complex after that eight-year
period, that is not a good enough assurance
from a Government. In that eight-year period
the Government must be able to effect in some
way or another greater security of tenure than a
lease that will expire in eight years. That will
prove to be totally inadequate for livestock pro-
ducers. They will reject the assertion made by
the Minister that there is some security of ten-
ure and that it will be adequate for livestock
producers in this State.

I do not think that anyone would support the
Minister's remark that livestock producers
have been adequately catered for. That was the
purpose of the motion. I have no intention of
going back over all the areas that were covered,
other than to say that we brought on this mo-
tion in the hope that we would get from the
Government some recognition of the fact that
it should be seeking now to excise that land
from the abattoir area. No-one is arguing that
the abattoir site could not be put to another
use-it need not necessarily have been used for
a brickworks, but we do not argue that there
could not have been some alternative use for
it-but the saleyard complex itself should have
been excised. A reserve should have been
created for it Or it should have been granted to

a body such as the Livestock Transporters As-
sociation or the like. It should have been
excised and reserved for that specific purpose
until such time as the industry demonstrated
that it had no need for that particular area. At
the moment, the industry is being dictated to
because the Government has set a specific
period of time over which tenure of that prop-
erty can be granted to the industry.

Mr Grill: It is not necessarily specific.

Mr COWAN: At the moment that is the
maximum of any guarantee.

Mr Grill: I do not disagree with that.
Mr COWAN: That is the point on which

most people would say the Minister's response
has been inadequate. The industry would
rather be able to say to whomever the Minister
is in future years that it no longer needs the
facility at that time. It cannot do so at the
moment and for that reason the Minister and
his Government have failed livestock pro-
ducers in Western Australia.

I ask members of
motion.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Cam
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Tom Jones
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough

Ayes
Mr Trenorden
Mr Sprigs
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Tubby
Mr Lewis
Mr Watt

the House to support the

a division taken with the

Ayes I8
Mr Laurance
Mr Lightfoot
Mr Mensairos
Mr Nalder
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Williams

Noes 23
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Pairs
Noes

Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Read

Crefin)

(MeI1)

Question thus negatived.
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TAXES AND CHARGES: WINE TAX
Delegation: Motion

Debate resumed from 22 October.
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) 110.24 p.m.j: I

offer my support for the motion moved by the
member for Vasse. There is no doubt that the
wine industry needs the support of all members
of this Parliament. I sometimes wonder what
we have to do to get the Federal Government
to take notice of the work done in presenting a
case such as this and I query the effectiveness
of such reponts. The Victorian Government has
held a number of inquiries, a Select Committee
inquiry has been held in Western Australia and
the Federal Government conducted an inquiry.
Subsequently the State Government financed a
further inquiry by Price Waterhouse to look
into the wine industry, yet the Federal Govern-
ment has taken no action.

The wine industry is suffering from excessive
taxation by Governments, particularly the Fed-
eral Government. I sometimes wonder how we
can get the message through to the taxing
authorities, particularly those in Canberra. If
they will not take notice of the reports
presented, perhaps the money expended on
their preparation would be better used by as-
sisting the wine industry to market its
products.

The wine industry in my area and in other
parts of the State makes a significant contri-
bution to regional economy. it is a fairly small,
labour intensive industry which attracts tour-
ism into an area. The people who are virtually
pioneering this industry in Western Australia
should be given every encouragement and sup-
port. The industry in the southern part of the
State is relatively new. I was very proud to
officially pick the first bunch of grapes in the
Mt Barker-Franklin area in 1972 when Hon.
David Evans was Minister for Agriculture.
That is not so many years ago.

Mr Evans: You were given the secateurs. with
which you cut the grapes.

Mr STEPHENS: I had to provide my own
secateurs and I subsequently had them
mounted and gave them to the owners of the
property, Tony and Betty Pearse. I shall be
remembered in 200 or 300 years' time because
my name is on the mounted secateurs as having
picked the first bunch of grapes in what will
undoubtedly become the premium wine-grow-
ing area of Australia, if nut the world.

In the short period since 1972 the wine-grow-
ing industry in my area and in Margaret River
and Vasse has done very well and its wines are

renowned throughout Australia. That was
brought to OUr attention during a trip made to
the Eastern States by the Select Committee in-
quiring into the Grape Growing Industry of
Western Australia. Wherever we went the areas
represented by the member for Vasse and me
were well known.

As a new industry it has fairly high capital
costs and interest charges. These are making it
exceedingly difficult for the viticultural and
wine industry to return sufficient income to
keep going. It is very sad that the Federal
Government seems to think it has a milch cow
which it can go on taxing and taxing. When
talking to one wine producer he said that he
paid more than $68 000 in tax on a small wine-
producing property. That is more than he is
getting for himself for his capitalisation and
efforts. That figure includes all Commonwealth
and State taxes.

It is important that we give those people
pioneering the industry every Support. For that
reason I am pleased to see this motion before
Parliament and to give it my support.

I will quote briefly from an edition of Wine
Forum which is a small publication published
by the Australian Winemakers' Forum Incor-
porated. I will read from a short article which
succinctly outlines the importance of the wine
industry to Australia-

The wine industry in Australia is worth
$ 60Dm at wholesale level. It has stagnated
in growth following the 10 per cent tax
imposed in 1984. Negative growth is
predicted for the year 1986/87. The im-
mediate reduction is expected to be 3.4 per
cent less than they are now.

Of the $600m turnover, $20m is
exported with an annual growth rate of 36
per cent.-

The industry will pay $235m to the vari-
ous State and Federal Governments in the
form of sales tax, brandy excise and state
licensing fees.

That is a fair slug from a very small industry in
this nation, The article continues-

The industry is generating for its share-
holders approximately $30m in profit be-
fore tax, 5 per cent of turnover.

The industry is one of the more efficient
in Australia with an added value factor of
$60 000 per worker per year in comparison
to the $40 000 national average for manu-
facturing industry. The industry has an
overall multiplier effect on the economy of
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six and the downturn in business due to
the sales tax will reflect significantly on
direct and indirect tax collections from
associated industries. Using the multiplier,
the $20m in lost sales becomes a business
loss of $1I20m.

It is important that we give every encourage-
ment for the continuation of the industry and
take measures to alleviate the crippling burden
that taxation is imposing upon it.

Another problem is that the sales tax is
assessed on an ad valorem rather than a volu-
metric basis. This is a point that the Federal
Government appears to misunderstand, or
refuses to take cognisance of. One does not
have to be very bright to realise that 20 per cent
of a couple of dollars does not amount to any-
where near 20 per cent of $8 or $9, which is the
approximate price of a higher quality Or pre-
mium wine. By imposing the sales tax on an ad
valorem basis the Government is particularly
disadvantaging the small wine producers. It
takes many years from the planting of the vines
to their maturing, and in some instances it
takes at least a year after the wine grapes have
matured before a grower has wine for sale. That
is a minimum of about four years, but the vines
do not come into full bearing until they have
been in the ground for five to seven years; and
then the production of wine is in itself a long,
drawn out Process. It takes a long time for the
producer to get a return on his money. Of
course, the situation with beer is quite differ-
ent, as that can be produced very quickly. Beer
has a high capitalisation factor but a very small
labour factor and the return results very
quickly.

The fact that the tax is assessed on an ad
valorem basis disadvantages the premium wi ne
industry, and we should be doing everything we
can to have the method of assessment
convented to a volumetric tax, which would be
accepted more readily by the wine producers.

I do not wish to Cover ground that has
already been covered by the member for Vasse,
but!I endorse most of the remarks he made and
indicate that I support the motion.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [10.32 p.m.]: The Government will not
support the motion, for this reason. We believe
it is fundamentally a political stunt designed to
try to lead people to the conclusion that the
only way in which proper approaches can be
made to the Federal Government is if the
present Government carries along in its bag-

gage to Canberra a member of the National
Party and a member of the Liberal Party.

The Government is and has been concerned
about the impact on wine producers in all re-
gions of the State of the increases in Federal
sales tax which were pant of the last Budget,
and that concern has been made known to the
relevant Ministers, particularly directly from
the Premier to the Prime Minister and, I under-
stand, from the State Minister for Agriculture
to the Federal Minister for Agriculture. Mem-
bers know equally well that it is very difficult to
change Commonwealth Government taxation
decisions, and the concern which has been
expressed by the Western Australian Govern-
ment following the Federal Budget has been
unsuccessful.

We have undertaken a number of other steps
to assist wine producers, particularly those in
the Swan Valley area, through the Swan Valley
policy. Many of the schemes put together to
assist grape growers and wine producers to es-
tablish viable businesses are now moving into
place and are accepted by the wine industry.

If, every time the National Party or the Lib-
eral Party seeks to move in for a little bit of
Canberra-bashing on the basis that they see
political advantage in it, they expect the
Government to support the position that there
should be a tripartite delegation to Canberra,
and that we should set up tents on the lawns of
Parliament House, they are informed now that
the Government will not be a panty to that kind
of stunt. There are other ways in which
Governments make their representations to
other Governments. Those ways have been fol-
lowed in this case and we do not have any
belief that the proposal implicit in this Motion
would lead to any more successful a result than
we have had from the efforts made through the
normal channels.

Therefore, the Government will not support
the motion.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [10.35 p.m.]: I thank
the members for Murdoch and Stirling for their
contributions to the debate on this motion,
which is of major importance to wine pro-
ducers in Western Australia. I feel those mem-
bers made a very good summation of the diffi-
culties facing the Western Australian wine in-
dustry, and I will summarise the remarks they
made.

Both members referred to the effects of the
wine tax on the State as a result of reduced
income and, more importantly, the effects that
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will be felt by the individual growers in meeting
the 20 per cent sales tax imposition.

The member for Stirling quite correctly
pointed out the concern about the ad valorem
nature of the sales tax, and he indicated that a
20 per cent tax on a measure of wine costing $2
is vastly different from a 20 per cent tax on a
bottle of wine costing $8 or $9. Western
Australians have grave concerns, not only
about the sales tax in total, but also, and more
importantly, about the way in which it is
assessed and collected; that is, by the ad
valorem rather than the volumetric method.

The wine industry in this State is a boutique
industry-a premium wine-producing indus-
try-and the Federal Governiment's measures
will be of great concern to the industry. During
the 15 years I have been in this House I do not
think I have ever seen such an industry insulted
in the way in which it has been insulted
tonight. The Government responded to the mo-
tion by having the Leader of the House give the
Government's reasons for not supporting the
motion. That is an insult of the wonst order.
Members know that the Leader of the House is
also the Minister for Education, and Planning,
yet he was put up as the speaker in relation to
wine taxing and agricultural matters.

Mr Pearce: I am also in charge of the Swan
Valley project. That is why I spoke tonight.

Mr BLAIKIE: I can understand the Premier
not being here tonight, but we have just
concluded a debate that involved the Minister
for Agriculture, and it is a damnation of that
Minister that he has not even bothered to be
part of the debate, nor make a response on
behalf of the Government-and he certainly
would not have been paired in a matter of five
minutes.

The wine industry has been treated by the
Government in a most disgraceful and shabby
way. I doubt that the Minister for Agriculture
would have even an obscure reason for not be-
ins here for this important debate, because he
was here during the last hour defending his
rotten decision to sell the Midland abattoir. It
is disgraceful that he has not been prepared to
stay for this debate, one which should have
progressed under his stewardship. He has an
obligation to be here to answer the people
involved in the grape-growing industry. He has
a sworn commitment to agriculture and to be
in the Parliament, but he is not here.

At the very least the Minister for Transport
could have made a contribution because he
would know only too well what the facts are,

facts that will not be reported because of the
obligations on members of Select Committees
of inquiry. The Minister for Transport chaired
an inquiry into the grape-growing industry and
he at least could have responded to this motion
on behalf of the Government. He knows what
the industry faced when it had a 10 per cent tax
imposed on it and he knows what problems
face it now with a 20 per cent sales tax placed
on its wine sales as well as the three per cent
increase in liquor fees imposed by this State
Government. It was an insult of the order for
the Leader of the House, this joke of a Minis-
ter, to get up here tonight and to say that this
motion was nothing more than a political stunt.
He has no regard for the wine industry and
apparently is not prepared to understand the
circumstances in which the industry finds itself
today.

Mr Pearce: You are maligning one of the
significant consumers of the product of that
industry.

Mr BLAIKIE: I do not take lightly this flip-
pant attitude displayed by the Leader of the
House to this debate. The fact that he spoke on
behalf of the Government is an insult to all the
people involved in the industry. It shows the
Government's lack of regard for the industry.

Very quickly I will refer to four documents.
The first is a report of an inquiry into the wine
industry of Victoria. its recommendation: No
increases in the sales tax on wine. That
Government had already inquired into the ef-
fect of a 10 per cent increase in the sales tax on
wine and had said there should be no more
because the wine industry could not afford any
more. Yet the Federal Labor Government de-
cided to increase the sales tax on wine by a
further 10 per cent.

The McKay inquiry was commissioned by
the Commonwealth Government, and it
inquired into the effect of the 10 per cent sales
tax on wine produced across Australia. Its
recommendation: No further increases until
the full effect of the initial 10 per cent increase
is known. Yet the Federal Labor Government
went ahead and increased it by another 10 per
cent-a 100 per cent increase when all the
recommendations had said there should be no
increase.

A third inquiry into the wine industry was
held in this State and I was a member of that
committee, which was chaired by the now Min-
ister for Transport. Our committee's
recommendation: No further increases of the
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sales tax on wine because the industry cannot
afford it.

So, independent inquiries across Australia
have reported: No increases; no increases; no
increases. The industry cannot afford it. Yet
across Australia we have seen the tax increased
and it will have a profound effect on the wine
industry, and certainly on Western Australia's
wine industry.

The fourth document to which I will refer is
the "Rural Policy Speech" for the Australian
Labour Party delivered at Griffith, New South
Wales on Sunday, 20 February 1983. It was
delivered by one R. J. Hawke. The following
can be found on page 2-

Throughout my career I have tried to
take positive initiatives to give substance
to my deep conviction.

The following is found on page 16 under the
heading of "Wine"-

The wine industry is beset with prob-
lems.

The industry is faced with the need to
make bold decisions at a time of low
profitability, if the industry is to be in a
position to meet the opportunities of the
1980s.

Labor is pledged not to impose a sales
tax or an excise tax on wine.

What duplicity of the first order. This was the
commitment given by a person airing to be-
come the Prime Minister of Australia.

Mr Thomas: He is the Prime Minister.
Mr BLAIKIE: He was not at the time when

he made this commitment. This is before he
duped the people with his lying. After pledging
that the Labor Party would not impose a sales
tax or an excise tax on wine, not only did it
impose a 10 per cent sales tax in 1984 but also
it then doubled it in 1986. The Leader of the
House might consider this motion a political
stunt, but that speech was political
stuntsmanship at its worst.

In this motion we are seeking to have an
agreement by the Parliament to have the
Leader of the National Party, the Leader of the
Opposition, and the Premier go across to
Canberra on behalf of the Western Australian
wine industry and explain to the Prime Minis-
ter and the Treasurer the very parlous circum-
stances in which the wine industry here finds
itself as a result of the taxing measures of the
Federal Labor Government. The Leader of the
House has said that the Government is not
prepared to back our wine industry in that

manner. It is. however, prepared to make all
sorts of comments during election time about
nitrogenous fertilisers, but it looks on the wine
industry as a sacrificial lamb.

A gold tax is being mooted for Australia and
Labor politicians are jumping up and down,
certainly in Western Australia, criticising the
possibility of the introduction of a gold tax. Yet
we see a double-dealing sales tax imposed on
the wine industry, with a 10 per cent increase
in 1984 and a further 10 per cent increase in
1986.

People in the wine industry in this State will
be placed in the most critical of financial cir-
cumstances as a result of this second taxation
imposition.

Some people will not be able to carry the
burden.

This Government is condemned for not sup-
porting the motion. I ask those members who
have consideration for an important area of the
State's wine growing industry to support the
motion I have moved. I believe it deserves the
support of all members.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
MrCarr
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Tom Jones
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough

Ayes
Mr Trenorden
Mr Spriggs
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Tubb~y
Mr Lewis
Mr Watt

Ayes 18
Mr Laurance
Mr Lightfoot
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nalder
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Williams

Noes 23
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P.3J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Pairs
Noes

Mr Peter Dowding
MrfBryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Read

(Tel/er)

(Tell.,)

Question thus negatived.
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BELLS (2): RETURNED
1. Miscellaneous Repeals Bill.
2. -Rural Housing (Assistance) Amend-

ment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 1 0. 54 p.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MINING INDUSTRY
Government-industry Committees

1581. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) When will the Government be setting

up the three joint Government-indus-
try committees as reported in The
West A us: ralian on 21 October?

(2) What will be the purpose of each com-
mittee?

(3) Who is to be represented on each com-
mittee?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Invitations have been sent and the

three committees will be formalised as
soon as replies are received and ac-
ceptable meeting dates agreed upon.

(2) (i) Review and monitor the Mining
Act and its administration;

(ii) review and monitor the pet-
roleum Acts and their
administration; and

(iii) advise industry on the activities
of the Geological Survey of West-
emn Australia, and coordinate
geoscientific work in Western
Australia by Government and
Academic.

(3) (i) Mining Industry Liaison Com-
mittee-
(a) Department of Mines;
(b) Chamber of Mines;
(c) Association of Mining and

Exploration Companies Inc;
(d) Australian Mining and Pet-

roleum Law Association
Limited;

(e) Amalgamated Prospectors
and Leaseholders Association
(Inc.)

(ii) Petroleum Industry Liaison Com-
mittee-
(a) Department of Mines;
(b) Australian Petroleum Explo-

ration Association Ltd;
(c) Australian Mining and Pet-

roleum Law Association
Limited.

(iii) Geological Survey of Western
Australia Liaison Committee-

(a) Geological Survey of Western
Australia;

(b) Chamber of Mines;
(c) Association of Mining and

Exploration Companies;
(d) University of Western

Australia;
(e) Western Australian Institute

of Technology;
(f) Bureau of Mineral

sources, Geology and
physics;

(g) CSIRO;

Re-
Geo-

(h) Australian Institute of
Mining and Metallurgy;

(i) Australian Petroleum Explo-
ration Association Ltd.

ABATTOIRS
Lamb Intelligence Service: Commencement

1598. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) When was the Western Australian

Meat Commission's lamb section
intelligence service commenced?

(2) How many people are employed in
this section?

(3) Would he detail other sources of infor-
mation used by the service?

(4) (a) Has the commission purchased
lamb from interstate sources; and

(b) if so, what number and on how
many occasions, including dates
since 30 June 1985?

(5) If no to (4), would he provide identical
details of purchasing activities by the
marketing division of the Western
Australian Meat Commission during
the period 30 June 1985?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (3) 1 presume the member is refer-

ring to the Western Australian Meat
Marketing Corporation, WAMMC. A
"lamb section" intelligence service, as
such, does not exist. Like any market-
ing organisation, the WAMMC col-
lects and analyses market intelligence
from various sources.

(4) No.
(5) Between I July 1985 and 30 June

1986 the marketing division of the
Western Australian Meat Commission
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made the following lamb purchases-
carcases-

Date

1985

Aug 27
Sep 3

10
17
24
24

Is
19
22
26
29

Nov 5
12
13
16
26

D.c 3
10
t7
24
31

.No. of
Caro33s

200
200
150
250
300
350
30

200
100
iOD
100
100
250
200
99

100
ISO0
150
180
100
150
120
'Is

Date

1986

Jan 7
14
21

Feb 3

IS

231
25
27

Mat 4

31

24

7
'4
22
28

May 6
13
20

Jun 10
17
24

Total

No. of
Coa-me

130
200
250
300
200
300
too
too
100
too
isO
200
348
349
350
350
ISO
150
'44
150
150
[so
too
100

7 285

FISHERIES: SHARK
Southern: Decisions

1604. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) What decisions has he made regarding

the southern shark fishery, and would
he give details?

(2) Has the Government made any pro-
vision for a "buy back" of some boats
involved in the shark fishery and, if
so, to what extent?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No decisions have yet been made re-

garding the southern shark fishery.
The working group's report on this
subject will be available shortly.

(2) The Government has included funds
in the 1986-87 Budget as pant of a
fisheries "buy-back" scheme, the de-
tails of which have still to be deter-
mined through discussions with the
Western Australian Fishing Industry
Council. However, the industry coun-
cil proposal was that the "buy-back"
scheme be for the purpose of assisting
fishermen whose boats were not
operating in a limited entry fishery.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Reduction: Base Number

1617. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Public Sector Management:

What is the base number of public sec-
tor employees-Public Service and
other Government employment-on
which is based the Government's
targeted reduction of Government
employment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Public sector departments and
agencies are presently calculating em-
ployee levels in full-time equivalents
in the light of 1986-87 Budget allo-
cations. Once this information has
been collated, I will be happy to pro-
vide the figure which will serve as the
base for the targeted reduction.

MIDLAND ABATTOIR

Sale: Contractual Obligations

1628. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Does he or the Government currently

have any contractual obligations to
sell the Midland abattoir land to the
interests of Peter Ellett?

(2) If so, what is the date of that contract?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) An offer and acceptance for
the sale of the Midland abattoir
complex was finalised on 18 April
1986.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

Consultants

1630. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

During the year ended 30 June 1986,
will he list the names of private con-
sultants used by the State Energy
Commission and the purpose for
which they were used?

Mr PARKER replied:

This is commercial information, and I
am not therefore prepared to divulge
the list sought.
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STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Consultants

1631. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

During the year ended 30 June 1986,
will he list the names of private con-
sultants used by the State Energy
Commission and the purpose for
which they were used?

Mr PARKER replied:
The member is referred to my reply to
question 1630.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Properties:. Sale

1632. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1)l Is the State Energy Commission to sell

its city property including its two 12-
storey office complexes as reported in
The West Australian of 19 June?

(2) If so, when will those properties be
sold?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) This matter is still under con-

sideration.

FREMANTLE GAS AND COKE CO LTD
Valuations

1644. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What valuation did the Australian
Bank put on the Fremantle Gas and
Coke Co Ltd for the State Energy
Commission when it was contracted
to carry out this work?

Mr PARKER replied:
Relations between any client and its
bankers are always commercially con-
fidential.

TRANSPORT: AIR
Japan-Perth: Patronage

1645. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Are the direct flights from Perth to

Japan being well patronised?
(2) How do the seat numbers compare

with direct flights from Cairns to
Japan?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) The new Perth-Tokyo weekly service
presently has a low load factor. Advice
from Qantas is that this is to be
expected for a new flight initiative as
new services of this nature take some
time to be successfully marketed at
their ports of origin.

(2) The Cairns service has significantly
higher loadings, although this is not
directly comparable as it also includes
passenger pick-ups in Brisbane.

COMMUNITY SERVICES

Custody Case: Department Expenditure

1647. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Services:

(1) Did the Department of Community
Services pay for Ms Cheryl Johnston
to travel to New Zealand with regard
to the case reported in The West
Australian newspaper, Wednesday, 29
October 1986?

(2) If so, what was the cost?

(3) How many other people from the de-
partment have travelled either to the
Eastern States or overseas in the last
twelve months in similar circum-
stances?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) and (2) No. The New Zealand Depart-
ment of Social Welfare paid for Ms
Johnston's air fare from Perth to
Auckland and return. They also
provided hotel accommodation in
New Zealand and met the cost.

(3) Not applicable.

HEALTH POLICY

Families

1648. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the Health Department accepted

a health care policy relating to chil-
dren and their families?

(2) If yes, does the department intend to
print this policy for distribution?

(3) If yes to (2), when?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) A policy was accepted by the then De-
partment of Hospital and Allied Ser-
vices and the Public Health Depart-
ment in 1982.

(2) The policy was distributed to health
units in 1982.

(3) Not applicable.

FISHERIES: MULIES
King George Sound:- Management Programme

1652. Mr WATT, to the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) In respect of proposals to introduce a

management programme for the mulie
fishery in King George Sound, would
he please say what research has been
cardied out to determine the extent of
mulie fish stocks?

(2) What was the finding of the research?
(3) Over what period was the research

carried out?

(4) Did the research show any threat to
the mulie fishery outside the tradition-
ally defined boundary of King George
Sound?

(5) If no research has been undertaken,
what is the basis upon which the man-
agement proposals are to be based?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Advice on the biology and the extent

of stocks of pilchard was based on re-
sults from-

(i) Early CSIRO research;

(ii) Russian research;

(iii) WA consultant's report-Jack
Robins.

(2) Stocks are extensively distributed over
the continental shelf.

(3) CSIRO 1940s-early 1950s

Russian 1960s
Department of Fisheries and Wildlife
1970s-aedial survey 1978.

(4) No.

(5) Industry requirement for economic vi-
ability of individual operators related
to the availability of pilchards in King
George Sound.

AGRICULTURE: FARMERS
Costs: Fuel

1657. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware that on-farm petrol costs

constitute about 40 per cent of
agriculture's fuel bill?

(2) Will he assist in persuading the Com-
monwealth Government to grant
exemption from excise for petrol used
on-farm, as is the case with the State
petrol levy?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Government has a solid record in

petitioning the Commonwealth
Government on the problems of farm
costs. It will continue that activity
where appropriate.

PRISON OFFICERS
Uniforms: Change

3666. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Prisons:
(1) Has a decision been made to change

the colour of prison officers' uni-
forms?

(2) If so, when was that decision made?
(3) What were the reasons for the change?
(4) What will happen with the present

stock of old uniforms currently held
by the Prisons Department?

(5) What will be the cost to the depart-
ment in making this change?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) No.
(2) to (5) Not applicable.

MINERAL
Coal Industry Board of Reference: Membership
1670. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) Who are the members of the Coal In-

dustry Board of Reference?
(2) What is the board's role?
(3) How many times did the board meet

during the last year?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The Board of Reference consists of

three members-
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(a) The on-going Chairman, Mr M.
Greaves;

(1b) one member nominated by the
employer concerned and one
member nominated by the union;
and

(c) the latter two individuals will dif-
fer according to the investigation
or inquiry.

(2) To inquire and report on any indus-
trial dispute referred to the board by
the Coal Industrial Tribunal for the
purposes of the tribunal making an
award; and also to determine indus-
trial disputes in its own right under
powers delegated to the board by the
tribunal.

(3) From July 1985 to June 1986 inclus-
ive, the board of reference met six
times.

FISHERIES
Aquaculture Review Committee: Members

1673. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) Who are the members of the

Aquaculture Review Committee?
(2) When was this review committee

appointed?
(3) When was its report completed?
(4) Will its report be made public?
(5) If so, when?
(6) Will legislation result from the report?
(7) If so, when will it be presented to the

Parliament?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Chairman-Mr P. Rogers, (Fisheries

Department)
Members--

Messrs S. Bennison, D. Holker,
(Marron Growers Association of
Western Australia)
W. Moore, (Alternative member-
observer from Marron Growers
Association)
Mr Q. Harington, (Department
of the Premier and Cabinet)
Ms G. Cammerano, (WA Tour-
ism Commission)
Mr A. Fink, (WA Recreational
Fishing Council)

Mr E. Little, (Fisheries Depart-
ment)
Mr S. Lang, (Primary Industries
Association)

(2) May 1985.
(3) The report of the committee was

completed during October 1986.
(4) Yes.
(5) The week beginning 17 November

1986.
(6) and (7) Submissions on the report

would be invited before 16 January
1987, and would be considered before
any action was taken.

MOSMAN PARK TEAROOMS
Vehicular Access

1674. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In relation to the Mosman Park river

tearoom development, what arrange-
ments for vehicular access to the con-
struction-
(a) during construction, and

(b) after completion
have been made?

(2) Do those arrangements have the ap-
proval of all requisite authorities?

(3) What plans showing those access ar-
rangements have been approved by
him?

Mr TROY replied:
This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister for
Transport. It has been referred to the
Minister for Planning, and he will
answer the question in writing.

MOSMAN PARK TEAROOMS

Approvals
1675. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) In relation to the Mosman Park river

tearooms development, on what date
was the development which is now
proceeding approved by the Depart-
ment of Marine and Harbours?

(2) On what dare was a budlding licence or
building authority issued?
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Mr TROY replied:

(1) and (2) (a) Authority to drive piles
was pranted on 5 September 1986;
(b) authority to commence the sub-

structure and jetty deck was
granted on 15 September 1986;

(c) authority for construction of the
buildings was granted on 22
October 1986.

MOSMAN PARK TEAROOMS

Development: Stoppage

1678. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) With reference to his answer to ques-
tion 1505 concerning the Mosman
Bay development, for how long was
the development halted?

(2) Was the cessation of the stoppage of
work with his approve!, and how was
that granted?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) Five days.

(2) Yes, I approved the issue of a jetty
licence for the structures.

COMMUNITY SERVICES

Ngal-a Home and Mothercraft Centre: Funding

1679. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Services:

(1) Adverting to question 1552 of 1986
respecting the review of Ngal-a, in
view of the fact the review of Ngal-a
has not been completed what funding
for Ngal-a has been provided for
1986-87?

(2) Is funding for rnothecrraft nursing to
continue at Ngal-a?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) $1 394 000 has been provided for
1986-87.

(2) The decision whether to continue
funding for mothercraft nursing at
Ngal-a will be dependent on the out-
come of the Government review,
which will be completed by the end of
the year.

GOVERNMENT CHEMICAL
LABORATORIES

Initiatives
1680. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals

and Energy:

Referring to his answer to question
1405 of 1986, when will he release de-
tails of the initiatives introduced at
the Government Chemical
Laboratories?

Mr PARKER replied:
When negotiations have reached a sat-
isfactory conclusion.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: INTEREST
RATES

Increases: Federal Government's Policies
1681. Mr CASH, to the Premier:

(1) Further to his answers to questions
1255 and 1411 of 1986 respecting
interest rates, has the Hawke Labor
Government's monetary policies
contributed to the increase in home
loan interest rates since 2 July 1986?

(2) If yes, does his Government support
these policies?

(3) If no, what factors have contributed to
the increases in home loan interest
rates since 2 July 1986?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The question is hypothetical and ap-

pears to be out of order.
(2) and (3) See (1) above.

BOAT HARBOUR

Hillarys: Reefs

1682. Mr CASH, to the Minister
Transport:

for

(1) Is it fact, as reported in The West
Australian of 31 October 1986, that
the Department of Marine and Har-
hours has found pinnacles at three
places near the entrance of the
Hillarys' boat harbour and that they
could pose a threat to ferries or other
vessels entering this harbour?

(2) If yes-
(a) does this indicate that the har-

bour should not have been
located at Hillarys;
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(b) what action does his department
intend to undertake to ensure the
future safety of all vessels using
this harbour?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yes. A clearance survey by divers

from the Department of Marine and
Harbours has revealed a small number
of isolated pinnacles that would pose a
threat to vessels of draft more than
two metres.

(2) (a) No. The harbour approaches cur-
rently are marked to provide safe
passage for vessels with drafts up
to 2 metres. There are 3 groups of
pinnacles that have been ident-
ified near the harbour entrance
and another small group 2 kmi to
the south-west. Passage for vessels
of draft up to 3.5 metres is poss-
ible if these pinnacles are
avoided.

(b) The Environmental Protection
Authority has been asked for an
opinion on the environmental
consequences of removing these
rock pinnacles. Subject to receiv-
ing that advice, action will be
taken to provide a safe passage for
larger craft by either removing the
rock pinnacles or placing buoys to
mark these hidden obstructions.

SOLAR HOT WATER SYSTEMS
Sacrificial A nodes

1685. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Housing:
Referring to his answer to parts (4)
and (5) of question 1561 of
Wednesday, 29 October 1986, and
given that the information provided in
pants (1) to (3) of question 1561
already identifies the location and
number of the units which required
the replacement of sacrificial anodes,
when is it likely that the information
sought in question 1561, pants (4) and
(5), will be made available?

Mr WILSON replied:
The member has been pursuing this
matter over an extended period of
time, and I believe that having regard
to the time which has been devoted in
providing answers to the serialised
questions, a great deal of tolerance has
already been extended.

I am informed by Homeswest manage-
ment that to provide the information
requested would mean a search of
property records of all the 873 units
involved. Unless I can be convinced
that providing this information will
serve a useful purpose, I am not pre-
pared to allocate scarce resources and
expend the public purse in collating
the answers.

SOLAR HOT WATER SYSTEMS

SacriflcialA nodes
1687. Mr CASH, to the Minister for

Consumer Affairs:

(1) Is it a fact that the Western Australian
Water Authority advised Homeswest
in February 1986 that magnesium is
not considerd a suitable material for
use as a sacrificial anode in water that
is highly conductive, and that
Homeswest has found it necessary,
therefore, to replace large numbers of
these magnesium anodes with alu-
miniumn type?

(2) If yes, are solar hot water systems with
magesium-type sacrificial anodes still
available for purchase in Western
Australia?

(3) Have consumers been made aware of
the potential hazards associated with
magnesium-type anodes?

(4) Will the Government ensure that
present owners of solar hot water units
with magnesium-type sacrificial
anodes are made aware of the
potential hazards associated with
magnesium-type anodes?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) On 25 February 1986 the Western
Australian Water Authority advised
Homeswest of the following-

(a) the necessity for using magnesium
anodes in hot water storage
systems in country water supply
areas has been assessed on the
basis of available water analysis;

(b) a list of country town supplies
where alternative anodes of alu-
miniumn alloy complying with
Australian Standard AS 2239 alu-
minium anode alloy designation
A2 may be used;
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(c) the use of this alloy in place of the
previously installed magnesium
anodes will minimise the
probability of hydrogen gener-
ation without significant re-
duction in the estimated life of
storage tanks.

Subsequently, the Water Authority ad-
vised that aluminium alloy A420 was
an acceptable alternative.
Homeswest has a programme for re-
placing magnesium anodes in the
country towns referred to in (b) above.
Homeswest wrote to hot water manu-
facturers on their approved materials
list on 4 March 1986 and 7 April 1986
advising them that where magnesium
was not specified, the aluminium
anodes described previously would be
required.

(2) to (4) Yes. However, I have made a
formal referral of the question of the
potential hazard to the consumer
products safety committee under sec-
tion 23 of the Consumer Affairs Act.
Additionally, a media release is being
prepared for consumers in the subject
water area.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MINING AND
PETROLEUM INSTITUTE

Information Dissemination Service
1688. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals

and Energy:
(1) Referring to his answer to question

1521 of Tuesday, 28 October 1986,
will the Western Australian Mining
and Petroleum Institute continue to
provide the Solar Energy Research In-
stitute of Western Australia's infor-
mation dissemination service?

(2) If no, why not?
(3) When the final cost savings of

amalgamating the Solar Energy Re-
search Institute of Western Australia
with the Western Australian Mining
and Petroleum Institute have been de-
terrnined, will he announce the details
to Parliament?

(4) if no to (3), why not?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Because of the need to keep costs to a

minimum.

(3) The details will be public in the nor-
ma] way.

(4) Not applicable.

GRAIN: WHEAT
Freight: Rail

1689. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many tonnes of wheat for each of

the seasons-
(a) 1984-85; and
(b,) 1985-86,
which would normally be shipped
through the Port of Geraldton from
Co-operative Bulk Handling facilities
north of Buntine and Coorow, were
railed to Kwinana?

(2) I-ow many tonnes of wheat from
Geraldton Port facilities were railed to
Kwinana for each of these seasons-
(a) 1984-85; and
(b) 1985-86?

(3) What were the reasons for delivery to
Kwinana?

(4) Who pays the additional freight
involved?

Mr GRILL replied:
This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister for
Agriculture. It has been referred to the
Minister for Transport, and he will
answer the question in writing.

MOSMAN PARK TEAROOMS
Jetty Licence

1693. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In relation to the Mosman Park tea-

rooms development, is the jetty li-
cence yet drafted?

(2) If so, will he table a copy in accord-
ance with his answer to question with-
out notice 336?

(3) If not, when will drafting and the
completion of the licence take place?

(4) Will the licence require that a public
tearooms and public kiosk be
operated?

(5) In terms of the licence, could a private
club be operated?
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(6) In relation to his answer to question
without notice 336 part (4)-

(a) what form will the covenant take,
and will it be given separately
and, if so, by whom, and in whose
favour;

(b) will the covenant prohibit the
consumption of alcohol on the
premises;

(c) will the covenant extend to
prohibiting a liquor permit being
sought or obtained in respect of
the tearoomns and kiosk and the
structures?

(7) Did he proceed, in granting final ap-
provals and licences, on the basis that
the development approved in March,
subject to conditions, was the same as
the development now being
undertaken?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) I am unable to state when the drafting
of the licence will be complete as the
allocation of priorities within the
Crown Law Department is outside my
area of responsibility.

(4) The licence will require that the li-
censee operates a tearooms and kiosk.

(5) No.

(6) (a) the form of the covenant is a legal
matter and I will rely on advice
from my legal advisers, The
convenants will be given by the
licensees to the licensor.

(b) I refer the member to the answer
to question without notice 336
and in particular part (4). The re-
ply remains unchanged.

(c) I again refer the member to my
reply to question without notice
336. Again the reply remains un-
changed.

(7) I proceeded to the final approval to
issue the jetty licence on the basis that
the concept approved of in March,
subject to three conditions, had
subsequently been approved by the
State Planning Commission and fol-
lowing a report from the Minister for
Environment.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: CR W. F. ECCLES
Letter: Tabling

1694. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Did Cr W. F. Eccles, an employee of

the Water Authority as a councillor of
the City of Canning, read in public
and table at a Canning Council meet-
ing a letter written by Mr W. J. Nash
on 6 June 1986 which was privy be-
tween the Under Secretary for Law
and the Managing Director of the
Water Authority and which related to
legal action in the Fremantle Local
Court to recover $827.28 allegedly
owed by a Cr R. Hagen of the Canning
City Council?

(2) If yes, has he inquired how Cr W. F.
Eccles came to acquire such confe-
spondence?

(3) If an inquiry has not been made in
relation to (2), will such an inquiry be
made?

(4) What action will he take?
(5) Was the letter made available by

officers of the Water Authority?
(6) Is it a fact that Cr Hagan appealed

against the finding of the court and
has since been found not to owe any
moneys to the Water Authority under
plaintiff case No. 8 77/86?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) I am advised that Cr Eccles read and

tabled at a Canning Council meeting a
letter dated 6 June 1986 from the
Water Authority to the Crown Law
Department regarding the amended
amount of certain outstanding rates
and charges on a property owned by
the council and understood to be pay-
able by the lessee, a Mr R. Hagan.

(2) I made inquiries regarding the inci-
dent with the Water Authority.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) The Water Authority of Western

Australia has asked Mr Eccles to
supply a written explanation.

(5) 1 am advised that the letter was made
available by another Water Authority
employee.

(6) Plaint No. 877/86 was served on 13
May 1986 and an intention to defend
was advised on 23 May 1986. On 19
September 1986 Mr Hagan made a
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payment to the Water Authority, and
the recovery action was allowed to
lapse.

GRAIN
Freight Rates:- Reductions

1696. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

In view of the sizeable reductions of
up to 20 per cent in the grain freight
rates offered to farmers in the Vilgarn,
lakes district, and great southern areas
by the successful tenderer, OD
Transport, will Westrail be reviewing
its grain freight rates for the forth-
coming harvest?

Mr TROY replied:
Westrail has been negotiating with
representatives from the grain indus-
try to produce a schedule of freight
rates lower than calculated according
to the conditions of the grain agree-
ment, and comprehending the rates
available from road transporters.

ENERGY
Fuel Franchise Levy: Revenue

1697. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What is the total amount expected to

be raised in the 1986-87 financial year
from the State fuel franchise levy?

(2) Of this figure, what are the relevant
totals for the levy on petrol and diesel?

(3) How much of the total revenue raised
will be spent on road maintenance and
construction?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (3) See answers to questions 1063,

1429, and 1454.
(2) Raised from levy on-

$ mill.
Petrol
Diesel

66.6
23.4

vice, is it a fact that this project has
effectively been scrapped?

Mr TROY replied:
I have not yet concluded my own
evaluation of the master plan for sub-
urban rail electrification. When that
evaluation is completed I will submit
my findings to the Cabinet for con-
sideration.
The Cabinet decision will be relayed
to the public subsequent to that con-
sideration, as is the normal process on
such announcements.

TRANSPORT
Taxi Drivers: Temporary Licences

1699. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he received a petition from sev-

eral hundred taxi drivers seeking a
cancellation of the temporary licences
issued for the America's Cup from use
on Thursday and Sunday nights?

(2) How many temporary licences have
been issued to date?

(3) When were they first introduced for
use on Friday and Saturday nights?

(4) On what date was the decision taken
to extend their use to Thursday and
Sunday nights?

(5) What evidence was there that the
ditional taxis were required
Thursday and Sunday nights?

ad-
on

(6) What method of monitoring will be
adopted by the Taxi Control Board in
the months leading up to the finals of
the America's Cup in order to ascer-
tain demand for additional taxis?

(7) What is his response to the taxi
drivers' petition?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) 1 have received a copy of a petition

which I understand is to be presented
to the Taxi Control Board.

(2) 56.
(3)
(4)
(5)

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Electrification: Scrapping

1698. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

In view of the very small Budget allo-
cation for the programme to electrify
the metropolitan passenger rail scr-

28 March 1986.
7 October 1986.
While the board has been informed of
some slight increase in demand from
taxi users, it has also recognised the
need to ensure the viability of those
taxi operators who had responded to
the request for the supply of ad-
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ditional taxis to meet the expected in-
crease in demand in the period leading
up to the America's Cup.
It must also be remembered that in
the period leading up to Christmas
1985, the taxi industry failed to meet
demand at certain times of the day
when taxis were most needed. This ad-
ditional capacity will assist in
overcoming these problems.

(6) Through consumer reaction and on
advice from the radio companies and
industry members on the board. The
board's staff will also monitor the
major demand points, and from the
analysis of the existing temporary
restricted taxi licences.

(7) I have arranged for an industry sem-
inar with the taxi industry to discuss
the concern of those members.

MINING ACT
Amendment

1702. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Does he intend to introduce legis-

lation to amend the Mining Act dur-
ing the current session of Parliament?

(2) If so, when?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) As soon as the amending Bill has been

printed.

YOUTH PARTICIPATION GRANTS
Applications: Closing Date

1703. Mr COWAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Youth:
(1) With reference to her invitation to

young people to apply for youth par-
ticipation grants, as advertised in the
metropolitan Press on 9 May 1986,
when was the closing date for appli-
cations?

(2) How much money has been allocated
and for what projects?

(3) How much of the programme's budget
was not allocated?

(4) Were there any applications from
young people for grants to run sem-
inars on "What's wrong with
parents"?

(131)

(5) Is it intended that a similar pro-
gramme will be offered in 1986-87?

(6) If yes to (5), what is the funding allo-
cation?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) There is no closing date for appli-

cations to the youth participation
grants scheme. The grants committee
meets on a regular basis to assess sub-
missions.

(2) During the 1985-86 financial year,
$72 037 was allocated. Forty-six proj-
ects were funded.

(3) $27 963 was not allocated.
(4) No.
(5) Yes.
(6) $40 000.

NATURAL DISASTERS: FLOODS
Fitzroy Crossing: Warnings

1704. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) How much lead time of a flood peak

in the Fitzroy Crossing can be given
with the current method of obtaining
flood warning information?

(2) How accurate would these flood pre-
dictions be?

(3) What is the type of flood warning col-
lection data currently adopted?

(4) What is the State Government Budget
allocation for flood warning in the
Fitzroy River crossing?

(5) What increased Budget allocations are
likely to be available for water re-
sources assessment in the Kimberley
region to cater for inadequate infor-
mation design, work, and flood warn-
ing?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Twelve to 36 hours, depending on

where the storm is centred and avail-
ability of access to gauging sites.

(2) Within 5 to 10 centimetres.
(3) The Water Authority has established a

system, in liaison with the State
Emergency Service, to provide flood
warnings based on the analysis of in-
formation becoming available from
eight river gauging stations and pluvi-
ometers in the area.
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(4) The flood warning system for Fitzroy
Crossing is funded as part of the gen-
eral Budget item of $2.27 million for
State-wide water resources assessment
activity.

(5) Allocations from within the
abovementioned Budget item are con-
sistently reviewed depending on local
need.

NATURAL DISASTERS: FLOODS
Kimberley: Road and Bridge Design

1705. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:

Given that the Willare Bridge
floorways and bridges were flooded
out in 1986 and that they had been
completed only in 1985, does that in-
dicate a lack of hydrologic data avail-
able for road and bridge design in the
Kimberley region?

Mr TROY replied:
The January 1986 flood at Willare was
a rare event which has been equalled
in magnitude by only one previous
flood this century.
In sparsely populated areas of
Australia such as the Kimberleys,
hydrologic data is limited by the large
distances between recording stations
and the short length of time over
which reliable records have been kept.
This needs to be acknowledged as a
realistic situation for remote areas.
To minimise these shortcomings, en-
gineers in the Main Roads Depart-
ment have undertaken extensive re-
search in recent years and developed
new statistically-based techniques to
provide the best possible estimate of
flood magnitudes from the limited in-
fornation available.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Government Properly: Management
1706. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) Is there a register of Govermnent prop-
erty which has been assigned to the
management of the Western
Australian Development Corpor-
ation?

(2) If so, will he table a copy of that
register?

(3) If not, what is the basis on which
Government property is chosen for as-
signment to the management of the
Western Australian Development
Corporation?

(4) Are there any general ternms or is there
any agreement generally relating to the
management of Government property
by the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) WADC's own investigations under its

assets management charter, including
-approaches from the private sector
and specific references to the corpor-
ation by departments and Govern-
ment.

(4) No.

WATER AUTHORITY
Day Labour Force

1714. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) To what extenit has the previous

Government's policy of reducing the
numbers of the day labour force, par-
ticularly in the sewerage section of the
then Metropolitan Water Authority,
now Water Authority of Western
Australia, been pursued?

(2) Could he show the numbers of the day
labour force separately in each section
in the territory of the Metropolitan
Water Authority at the end of each
f ina ncial year since 1980-8 1?

(3) -(a) Is the number of day labour force,
particularly in the sewerage sec-
tion doing backlog infill sewerage
construction, governed by the
projects requested to be done by
local authorities or groups of resi-
dents, or

(b) is the work performed tailored ac-
cording to the work needing to be
done by the employed day labour
force?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
It is assumed that this question con-
cerns the day labour workforce of the
metropolitan construction branch, in
which case the answers are-
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(1) The previous Government's pol-
icy to reduce the day labour con-
struction force by natural at-
trition, rather than retrench-
ments, has been continued and
was accelerated slightly by a vol-
untary severance scheme offered
in 1984.

(2) The following table indicates the
number of day labour employees
in each section of the construc-
tion branch for the financial years
1980-81 to 1985-86-

water supply icc-
tioui

Major sewrage

Sewerage seco

Main drainage
StclOtS

80-S1 81482 82483 83-84 84-85 85-86

106 35 38 50 64 115

131 198 242 223 132 173

496 513 433 396 404 291
9 10 10 26 18 8

TOTAL 742 756 723 693 618 587

(3) (a) and (b) The extent and lo-
cation of backlog sewerage con-
struction is based on both the ca-
pacity of the workforce and the
priorities recommended by local
authorities.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Special Carriages: Sale

1717. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) Will the Government approve the pur-

chase of a seldomn-used com-
missioner's carriage and a Governor's
carriage by York Motor Museum Pty
Ltd and the York Tourist Bureau?

(2) If so, when will the purchase be
finalised?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (2) I have received an approach

from the York Motor Museum Pty
Ltd, and that approach is currently be-
ing considered.

TRANSPORT
International Airport: Direction Signs

1718. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

Will he ensure that a sign indicating
the direction of the international air-
port is located at the junction of

Albany and Tonkin Highway at
G;osnells?

M r TROY replied:
This has already been completed.

MOSMAN PARK TEAROOMS
Applications

172 1. Mr RUSHTQN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What applications has the Govern-

mnent before it for the development
known as Smith's Boatshed in
Mosman Bay?

(2) Concerning the present jetty licence-
(a) what is its term;
(b) when was it issued;
(c) what was the term of the previous

jetty licence;
(d) when was it issued?

(3) What development approvals are still
current for this Mosman Bay
boatshed?

(4) What are the details of the current de-
velopment approval conditions apply-
ing?

(5) Does the present approval allow the
boatshed-tearooms to be used after
8 p.m. for a private restaurant?

(6) Is the Mosman Bay boatshed-tea-
rooms required to be connected to
reticulated sewerage and reticulated
water under the Water Authority's jur-
isdiction?

(7) Is there any way the Mosnian Park
Town Council can prevent the connec-
tion of reticulated sewerage and water
to this development?

(8) What authority has the Government
to ensure the connection of reticulated
sewerage and water to the Mosman
Bay boatshed-tearooms across a pub-
lic reserve, along the foreshore, or
under the river bed?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) None other than the development

presently in the course of construc-
tion.

(2) (a) 21 years;
(b,) I January 1985;
(c) 5 years;
(d) I April 1983.
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(3) Those relating to the current develop-
ment.

(4) The development approval conditions
are matters outside my area of re-
sponsibility.

(5) Yes. However, the licence currently
being drafted to facilitate the current
development will restrict the hours of
operation.

(6) This is a matter outside my juris-
diction. The proposed licence will,
however, require the licensees to com-
ply with all of the statutory require-
ments.

(7) I am not aware of any way in which
the Mosman Park Council can prevent
the connection of reticulation sewer-
age and water to the development.

(8) This is a matter which is outside my
area of responsibility.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Robb Jetty: Removal

1722. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has the Government yet made a de-

cision on the proposal by the City of
Cockburn that the railway line south
of Robb Jetty, which Westrail wants
to remove, be left in place?

(2) if not, when is it anticipated a final
decision on this matter will be made?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) No.
(2) As far as I am aware there is no

pressing need for a decision on this
matter; and as certain aspects are still
under examination a decision will not
be made until these have been fully
considered by the Government.

PRISONERS

Business: Regulations
1729. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Prisons:
(1) What regulations, if any, currently ap-

ply to prisoners carrying on business
from pnison?

(2) When was that regulation enacted?
(3) Does it apply to all prisoners equally,

irrespective of their term in prison?

(4) Is that regulation currently under re-
view?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) Director's rule No. 50 made pursuant
to section 35 of the Prisons Act.

(2) The rule was approved on I I June
1985.

(3) Yes.

(4) No.

COURTS

Jury Duty: Facilities
1732. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister

representing the Attorney General:
(1) What facilities are provided by the

Government to people called for jury
duty at the Central Law Courts?

(2) In particular, are free parking and
light refreshments provided?

(3) Is the Government planning to up-
grade the amenities for people called
for jury duty, and if so, what is
proposed?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) The Central Law Courts has a jury as-
sembly room with seating for 183
jurors plus a separate jury dining
room which seats 84 people.

(2) Parking is not provided. Hot or cold
meals are provided to jurors
empanelled each day. Tea and coffee
is provided in jury rooms during court
recesses and while the jury is
deliberating.

(3) No.

ROAD

Servetius Street: Upgrading
1733. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) If the western suburbs study stage 2
report recommendation "that the re-
serve adopted by the Metropolitan Re-
gion Planning Authority in 1982 for a
primary route (other major highlway)
be deleted" in respect or Servetus
Street is adopted, are there any future
plans to upgrade the street further?

(2) If so, what are they?

4164



(Wednesday, 12 November 1 986J116

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (2) This is only a draft report at

this stage. It has yet to be considered
by the State Planning Commission. It
is premature to consider alternatives.

EDUCATION
English as a Second Language: Betterment

Funds
1734. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Has the English as a second language

programme received any of the $2.6
million from the betterment funds
provided by the Commonwealth
Government?

(2) If so, how much has been allocated to
the English as a second language pro-
gramme?

(3) What programmes have been
allocated funding from the betterment
funds, and how much will each pro-
gramme receive?

(4) If the English as a second language
programme did not receive an allo-
cation from the betterment funds, why
not?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) and (2) Decisions concerning use of

the betterment funds being provided
in 1987 are still being negotiated.

(3) A list of the projects funded in 1986
follows.

(4) There was no necessity to allocate
funds in 1986 because this was an area
of Commonwealth responsibility. The
Commonwealth's decision to cut ESL
funding by 46 per cent will operate
from 1 January 1987.

RESOURCE AGREEMENTS 1986
SUMMARY OF PROJECTS
Project Title Estimated

I Improvement of Literacy, Years
10- 12 (Ongoing)

2 Improvement of Basic
Comnpetencies in Selected Primary
Schools (Ongoing)

3 Pastoral Care Initiatives (3 years)
4 Raising Participation, Years 11I- 12.

of Disadvantaged Groups
(Ongoing)

5 Raising the Participation of Under-
Achieving Students in High
Schools (5 years)

Cost
1986 (a)

637 200

255000
230 000

200000

209 100

Project Title

6 Criteria Referenced Tests of
Language Competence (3 years)

7 Development of Gender Equity
Policies in Primary Schools (5
years)

8 Enhancement of Competencies of
Secondary Teachers in Improving
Student Attainment of Basic
Comnpetencies (3 years)

9 Development of Cornpetencies in
the Work Place Role by
Disadvantaged Groups (Ongoing)

10 Assistance for Communication
Impaired Primary School Children
(Ongoing)

I I Enhancing the Competence of
Teachers Through Quality Infor-
mation-Project Baseline (2 more
years at lower funding)

12 Day-Hospital Educational Pro-
vision (Ongoing)

13 Computer Assisted Instruction in
Literacy for Primary Children (3
years)

14 Development of Indicators of
System Effectiveness (Ongoing)

15 Specialized Teacher Education (3
years)

16 Evaluation of Teacher Develop-
ment (1986 only)

11 Development of Testing Pro-
cedures (Continuing ink 1987 at full-
year cost)

18 School Improvement and School
Leadership (Ongoing)

Uncommitted Funds

Estimated
Cost

1986 (a)

l10 000

'44 000

153 000

60000

18 000

80000

24 000

35 000

32 000

25 000

23 000

9 000

25000
53 700

2318000

(a) Reflecting modifications to original budgets
(August 25, 1986)

ROAD
Servetus Street: Reserve Amendment

1736. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Does the western suburbs study stage

2 report state "that the reserve
adopted by the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority in 1982 for a pri-
mary route (other major highway) be
deleted" in respect of Servetus Street?

(2) (a) Has the recommendation been
adopted, or is a decision still to be
made;

(b) if so, on what date will the de-
cision be made?
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(3) What would acceptance of the
recommendation mean to people still
owning property on the western side
of Servetus Street?

(4) If the recommendation is accepted,
what will happen to the properties
owned by the State Planning Com-
mission on the Western side of
Servetus Street?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) The western suburbs technical

working committee comprises rep-
resentatives from all western suburbs
councils, the State Planning Com-
mission, and the Main Roads Depart-
ment and is chaired by Gordon White
of Claremont City Council. I under-
stand that the committee has not yet
considered any draft recom-
mendations. No decisions have been
made. Questions 3 and 4 are therefore
hypothetical.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
COMMISSION BILL

Proclamation
1737. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:

(1) When will the State Government In-
surance Commission Bill 1986 be
proclaimed?

(2) Why has it not been proclaimed be-
fore now?

(3) Is he aware that for as long as the 1986
legislation is not proclaimed the State
Government Insurance Office
operates under the legislation as
amended in 1983, without the agreed
watch-dog committee of Parliament
being in place?

(4) If there is to be any delay beyond I
January 1987 in the proclamation of
the 1986 legislation, will he agree to
discuss with me and the industry the
implemnentation of an appropriate
watch-dog committee, in line with his
previously agreed proposals, to ensure
that competition in the industry is not
unfairly weighted in favour of the
State Government Insurance Office?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Target date is 1 January 1987.
(2) Reasons include-

Preparation of regulations;

negotiations with unions on
awards;
appointment of commissioners.

(3) Yes.
(4) It is expected that the target date will

be reached.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MINING AND
PETROLEUM RESEARCH INSTITUTE

Board Members
1738. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
Will there be any changes to the mem-
bership or structure of-
(a) The board of directors of the

Western Australian Mining and
Petroleum Research Institute;

(b) the Mining and Petroleum Advis-
ory Committee as a result of the
amalgamation of the Solar Energy
Research Institute of Western
Australia and the Western
Australian Mining and Petroleum
Research Institute?

Mr PARKER replied:
(a) As advised in my statement to the

media on 20 October, it is
intended that one member of the
SERIWA board become a mem-
ber of the WAMPRI board as an
additional member. The tenure of
office for a WAMPRI board
member is four years;

(b,) also as advised in my statement of
20 October, the Solar Energy Ad-
visory Committee would become
a committee of the Mining and
Petroleum Research Institute, as
is the Mining and Petroleum Ad-
visory Committee. Thus the
Mining and Petroleum Advisory
Committee will remain un-
changed, at least as a result of the
Budget decision.

Precise details of the merger are still
being worked out.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
schoolk costs

1739. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What is the cost of the country school

bus service?
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(2) What percentage of the total Edu-
cation budget does that amount rep--
resent?

(3) What percentage of the average
country school budget is the country
school bus service?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) $20 775 600 in 1985-86.
(2) 2.7 per cent of 1985-86 expenditure

for the Education Department.
(3) A single school bus operator can

transport children to various school
locations. Accordingly, the cost of a
country school bus service as a per-
centage of an average school budget
cannot accurately be assessed.

POLICE OFFICERS
Female: Superannuation Benefits

1740. Mr COWAN, to the Treasurer:
Further to question 1635 of 1986 re-
lating to superannuation benefits to
married female police officers-
(1) How is it determined whether or

not her husband and/or children
were wholly or substantially de-
pendent upon her, for the purpose
of assessing death benefits?

(2) Are married male police officers
subject to the same assessment
procedures as for married female
police officers with respect to
death benefits?

(3) if no to (2), why is there a differ-
ence?

(4) Does the State Superannuation
Board recognise de facto relation-
ships?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The question as to whether the hus-

band of a deceased female contributor
was wholly or substantially dependent
upon her is decided by the board upon
receipt of relevant information sup-
plied by the applicant.

(2) No.
(3) When the superannuation scheme was

established in 1938, provision was
made for reversionary benefits to be
paid only to the widows and children
of deceased male contributors. For
this reason, the contribution rates of
male and female contributors were

structured to reflect the different pen-
sion covers.
In 1973 the Act was changed to em-
power the board to pay reversionary
pensions to male spouses of deceased
female contributors where depen-
dency is substantiated. The female
contribution rates were not adjusted
to meet the cost of this commitment.

(4) No.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK
Bungle Bungle:- Ministerial Responsibility

1743. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) What Minister has responsibility for
the development of the Bungle
Bungles as a Western Australian
national park?

(2) What is the role of the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs in relation to this
national park?

(3) Why has not the park been created as
an "A"-class reserve?

(4) What are the present administration
arrangements in relation to the Bungle
Bungle area?

(5) Are tourists freely admitted?
(6) Are tour operators at liberty to ar-

range tours?
(7) If there are restrictions--

(a) what are they;
(b) when were they imposed;
(c) by whom;
(d) under what statutory authority?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The Minister for Conservation and

Land Management.-
(2) As it- is intended that Aboriginal

people with traditional affiliations
with the area be given opportunity to
contribute to a management plan and
be offered training and employment
opportunities, the Minister for Abor-
iginal Affairs has an interest in the de-
velopment of the park.

(3) The park has not yet been gazetted. It
will be gazetted on interim boundaries
as a "C"-class reserve as
recommended by the EPA working
group report. The reserve will remain
"C"-class until the management plan
for the park, which is currently
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underway, is approved. All interested
groups in the community will be given
an opportunity to contribute to the
preparation of the plan. This planning
process will determine the most ap-
propriate boundaries for the eventual
gazettal of an "A"-class reserve.

(4) The Department of Conservation and
Land Management is managing the
area on an interim basis until the park
is gazetted.

(5) There are currently no regulatory re-
strictions on access to visitors. How-
ever, travel into the area is
discouraged until a management plan
is completed and access routes are es-
tablished or improved to prevent en-
vironmental degradation.

(6) and (7) Yes, operators known to ar-
range tours in the area are asked to
inform the Department of Conser-
vation and Land Management of any
proposed Bungle Bungle programmes.

TOURISM

"G'Day from WA~ "Campaign: Ministerial
Responsibility

1744. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) What Minister is responsible for the
'G'Day from WA" campaign?

(2) What has been total State expenditure
in relation to the campaign, and how
is it made up?

(3) What is the total State commitment to
the campaign?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) The Minister for Tourism.

(2) and (3) The State Government's
estimated contribution to the cam-
paign is up to $250 000 for a pro-
gramme which includes the promotion
of a series of I I family entertainment
days in Fremantle during the
America's Cup period. These special
Sundays were a Government initiative
and they were incorporated in the
Mojo concept of the "G'Day" cam-
paign which is being endorsed by a
number of significant private
enterprise organisations.

PORTS AND HARBOURS
Fremantle.: Port Safety Scheme

1745. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Is the port safety scheme released in

August the final plan for visits to
Fremantle by nuclear-powered
vessels?

(2) Is the port safety scheme fully
operational?

(3) If not, what action is being taken on
it?

(4) What Minister or Ministers are re-
sponsible for-
(a) the port safety scheme Plan;
(b) the implementation of the port

safety scheme;

(c) action in the event of an accident?

(5) What arrangements are in place with
respect to the port safety scheme
with-

(a) police;
(b) fire brigade;

(c) welfare services;
(d) local authorities?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, and he will
answer the question in writing.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS

Drug Use. Reporting

1746. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Are school principals or teachers

required to notify the police if
students are found to be using, traffic-
king in, or in possession of illegal
drugs on school premises or while
under the supervision of department
staff'

(2) If no, does he intend to make any
legislative or administrative change to
assist both the police and the comn-
munity to combat the drug problem in
Western Australia?

(3) If yes, what section of which Act pro-
vides for such notification?
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Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) There is no statutory requirement.
However, under the principles of com-
mon law and the "duty of care" to
other children, school staff will in-
volve parents and/or police as the cir-
cumstances warrant.

(2) The schools and the police find no
constraints in handling the compara-
tively few instances of drug-related
problems that arise within the schools,
and there is no need at this time for
legislative or administrative changes
to be made.

(3) Not applicable.

POLICE STATION

Geraldion: Staffing
1747. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police

and Emergency Services:

(1) What is the current establishment of
the Geraldton Police Station?

(2) Which towns or shires does the
Geraldton Police Station serve?

(3) What is the estimated number of per-
sons served by the Geraldion Police
Station?

(4) Is it intended to increase the establish-
ment of the Geraldton Police Station?

(5) If yes, will he provide details of when
these additional police personnel are
likely to be appointed?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) 38, includes general duties,
prosecuting, CIB, and liquor and
gaming; does not include 15 other
staff attached to administration,
traffic, and Police and Citizens Youth
Club accommodated in other facili-
ties.

(2) Whole Town of Geraldton and parts
of the Chapman Valley and
Greenough Shires.

(3) 24000.

(4) Yes.

(5) Extra manpower provided for in the
1986-87 Budget will be allocated fol-
lowing the America's Cup series.

PLANNING APPEAL

Warnbro Dunes Developmemt

1748. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Planning:

(1) Is he aware of the recent Town Plan-
ning Appeals Tribunal decision to per-
mit development or pan of the
Warnbro dunes for residential pur-
poses?

(2) Is there broad opposition to such a
development by people living in the
south-west corridor, and in particular
residents of Rockinghxam and Safety
Bay?

(3) Will he consider purchasing from the
developer the area proposed to be de-
veloped in order that it may be
retained in its natural state?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) A petition containing signatures,
largely from people living in the
southern part of the south-west corri-
dor, indicating opposition to the
subdivision, was received in April
1985.

(3) The Warnbro dunes between Fendam
Street and the Crown foreshore re-
serve abutting Warubro Sound and
subject to the recent appeal is 36 ha in
area. Stage 2 to the south encompasses
a similar area. The land has been in-
cluded in the urban zone of the MRS
since 1963.

While the Government is vitally con-
cerned that the foreshore reserve
should be of sufficient width to ensure
that future development will not be
affected by coastal erosion processes,
the purchase of all the dunes would
result in enormous public cost and ad-
ditional long-term cost to the State
Government and the Shire of
Rockingham in maintenance.

Current budgetary restraint does not
allow for such large expenditures of
public moneys on land that has been
zoned for urban development for
many years.
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EDUCATION
Tertiary Fees: External Students

1749. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is it a fact that external students at

tertiary institutions will be required to
pay the Federal Government's new
education fee of $250 in 1987 in the
same way as full-time students?

(2) As external students cannot take ad-
vantage of the facilities provided by
the institutions in the same way as
full-time students, is it equitable for
external students to have to pay the
samte fee?

(3) Will he make representations to his
Federal counterpart for more equi-
table treatment for external students
in, relation to this fee?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Commonwealth Government has

judged that it is equitable for the same
fee to be charged for full-time, part-
time, and external students.

(3) 1 have made representation to the
Commonwealth Government about
the fee in general, and the anomalies
in particular.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Renault: Maintenance

1750. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What has been the maintenance

record of the new Renault buses pur-
chased by Transperth?

(2) How does the performance record of
these new buses compare with the
other makes operated by Transperth?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Good.
(2) In the short time they have been in

operation, periods between call-outs
on average are better than other
makes in the fleet.

TRANSPORT CONCESSIONS
* War Veterans

1 75'1.' Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Do war veterans of the 1914-1918 war

have any particular concessions avail-
* able to them on public transport?

(2) If so, will he please provide details?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) No. They can travel at the normal

pensioner concession rate if they qual-
ify for the pension.

(2) Not applicable.

TRANSPORT: WESTRAIL
Midland Foundry: Closure

1 752. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is the statement which appeared in
The Reporter newspaper on 26 August
1986 that "Westrail has told the
Government that the Midland
foundry will close within three years
unless it gets taken over by the State
Engineering Works" accurate?

(2) What is the future of the Midland
foundry?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) No.
(2) This is subject to further consider-

ation.

AMERICA'S CUP
*Tourist Interest: Press Claims

1753. Mr COWAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister with special
responsibility for the America's Cup:
(1) Is he aware that there are claims in the

Press that interest in visiting Perth for
the America's Cup has waned?

(2) Is the Government still basing its pre-
dictions on the University of Western
Australia's Centre for Applied and
Business Research survey?

(3) When was the most recent Centre for
Applied and Business Research sur-
vey'?

(4) Does it still predict 360 000 visitors
from the Eastern States and 70 000
from overseas?

(5) Did the Centre for Applied and Busi-
ness Research predictions include all
tourists, or just those extra tourists
that are expected to come to Perth be-
cause of the America's Cup?
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(6) Is there any indication that the Centre
for Applied and Business Research
prediction will be proved wrong?

(7) Is there any evidence of, or basis for
the so-called "LA effect"?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) June 1986.
(4) The survey predicts that a total of

494 000-mean figure-are intending
to be in Perth specifically to coincide
with the America's Cup and
comprised of-

WA country
Interstate
International

119000
304000
71 000

The mean estimate of total numbers
of visitors coming to Perth between
October 1986 and February 1987 is
1 206 900.

(5) See (4).

(6) No reliable indications are available.

(7) No.

SPORT AND RECREATION

Community Camps: Alternative
Accommodation

1154. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Sport
and Recreation:

(1) Further to question 1496 of 1986,
which specifically of the department's
other camps will be used to provide
alternative accommodation for groups
currently using the Noalimba Recep-
tion Centre?

(2) Can he give an assurance that these
camps will be able to satisfy the ac-
commodation demand of these groups
following the closure of Noalimba?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Depending on the size of the group
and their requirements, the following
Department for Sport and Recreation
metropolitan camps could provide
alternative accommodation for groups
using Noalimba: Buckley, Pt Peron, Pt
Walter, Ern Halliday at Hillarys, and
Woodman Point.

(2) Every effort will be made to assist the
groups concerned with their accom-
modation needs which will be taken
into full account during the feasibility
study which is being undertaken in re-
lation to the Noalimba facility.

FR EMANTLE GAS AND COKE CO LTD

Purchase: Stockbroking Firm
1756. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:

(1) With reference to the Fremantle Gas
and Coke Co Lid, was the deal
handled by a Sydney stockbroker?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) Did the commission for the deal stay

in Western Australia?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Assuming that the member is referring

to the Government's purchase of the
gas utility, no stockbroker or com-
mission was involved at all from the
Government's point of view,

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

ELECTRIC FENCES
Installation: Legislation

1757. Mr SCH-ELL, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Under what Act is the use and instal-

lation of electric fences controlled?
(2) What are the obligations on-

(a) property owners;
(b) the installers of electric fences?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) It is assumed the question relates to

electric fences used to control agricul-
tural stock. Under the Electricity Act
approvals regulations the fence con-
troller unit must comply with
Australian Standard No. 3129. This
specification provides for limits on
the amount of energy fed from the
controller to the fence. in addition,
some local governments have by-laws
made under the Local Government
Act which regulate the erection of this
type of fencing.

(2) (a) and (b) To use fences of an ap-
proved type as referred to in (1),
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MINERALS EXPLORATION
Offshore

1759. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What is the level of offshore mineral

exploration in Western Australia this
year?

(2) When was the last year that offshore
exploration was at this level?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) By the end of 1986, it is expected that

14 exploration wells and 17 500 kilo-
metres of seismic will have been
completed in the year.

(2) This compares with 20 wells and
30650 kilometres in 1985, and 19
wells and 5 019 kilometres; in 1984.
The last year that a lower level of' drill-
ing was recorded was 1981 when 8
wells and 21 732 kilometres; were
completed.

FREMANTLE GAS AND COKE CO LTD
Share Issue: Recommendation

1760. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Did he receive written advice from a

full-time State Energy Commission
commissioner who recommended
against the Minister increasing the
number of shares in the Fremantle
Gas and Coke Co Lid?

(2) If yes, will he table this advice?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) With respect to all of the de-

partments and statutory authorities
under my control, I am not prepared
to have made public the confidential
advice-sometimes conflicting-that
I as a Minister obtain.

FREMANTLE GAS AND COKE CO LTD
Purchase:- Records

1761. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Did he request all records of the

Fremantle Gas and Coke Co Ltd pur-
chase held by the State Energy Com-
mission to be delivered to his office?

(2) If yes, have they all been returned to
the State Energy Commission?

Mr PARKER replied:

(i) and (2) 1 am not prepared to com-
ment, with respect to any of the de-
partments or statutory authorities
under my control, as to the adminis-
trative procedures involved, such as
where particular files may be held
from time to time.

WA EXIM CORPORATION

Business Migration Programme:- Participation

1762. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Is the Western Australian Exim Cor-
poration Limited participating in
Australia's business migration pro-
gramme?

(2) If yes, how many seminars have been
conducted overseas?

(3) H-ow many people have they attracted
to Western Australia under this
scheme?

(4) Where do they suggest the required
capital be deposited in Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) and (3) Market research overseas has
produced encouraging results.

(4) Western Australia.

ARTS

Film Production Studio
1763. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Industry and Technology:
(1) What efforts were made by the De-

pantment of' Industrial Development
to attract Mr Dino De Laurentiis to
establish his Australian film pro-
duction studio complex in Western
Australia?

(2) Are any other production studios con-
sidering establishing int Western
Australia, and what incentives are be-
ing provided?

Mr BRYCE replied:

This question has been wrongly
addressed to the Minister for Industry
and Technology. It has been referred
to the Minister for The Arts, and he
will answer the question in writing.
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EDUCATION
Tertiary: Oversees Marketing

1764. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) How many tertiary institutions are
using Western Australian Exim Cor-
poration Limited's services to market
their courses overseas?

(2) What fees do they pay to Western
Australian Exim Corporation Limited
for such a service?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) One.
(2) It would be a breach of the established

principles of business confidentiality
to reveal such information.

EDUCATION

Cleaners: Contract
1766. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Education:

(1) Is the Government introducing more
contract cleaning into Government
schools?

(2) Is contract cleaning cheaper than
having it carried out by Education De-
partment employees?

(3) If yes to (2), by how much does the
department estimate?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (3) This matter is under review.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Cleaners:, Contract
1767. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Health:

(1) Would the Health Department save
any money by introducing contract
cleaning into the hospitals under its
control?

(2) If yes, what is the estimate of the
savings?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) and (2) A detailed investigation of this
matter has not been undertaken.
Nevertheless, consideration is cur-
rently being given to such a study.

ROAD
Mounts Bay Road: Upgrading

1768. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What plans has the Main Roads De-

partment prepared for the upgrading
of the safety of Mounts Bay Road?

(2) When will this work be carried out?
Mr TROY replied:
(1) It is planned to construct a 1.8 metre

wide median 274 metres long in the
vicinity of Quarry Point.

(2) After the America's Cup in February-
March 1987.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS
Old Swan Brewery: Redevelopment

1770. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Government proceeding with its

proposals to carry out the commercial
redevelopment of the old Swan Brew-
ery site?

(2) If yes, in light of traffic dangers in this
area, have satisfactory arrangements
been made to accommodate cars
visiting such a redevelopment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed to the Premier. It has been
referred to the Minister for Planning,
and he will answer the question in
writing.

EDUCATION
Reading Remedial Centres: Funding

1771. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) Is the Government cutting funding for

its reading remedial centres?
(2) If yes, which centres will be affected?
(3) Will any centres be closed completely?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) State funding for special edu-

cation has not been reduced. As oc-
curs each year, however, some relo-
cation of units providing services is
being undertaken, and as a result sev-
eral units wiUl be closed. Children who
are not exited from these units will
continue to receive services in 1987.
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MINING ACT

Amendments

1772. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Is the Government proposing changes
to the Mining Act which would
restrict the use of metal detectors by
private prospectors?

(2) If yes, what are these changes?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yet.

(2) Only in respect of fossicking for rock,
ore, or minerals other than gold or
diamonds for the purposes of a min-
eral collection, lapidary work, or a
hobby interest. The proposed changes
to the regulations will be in line with
recommendation 1.5 of the report of
the Hunt inquiry into aspects of the
Mining Act 0983.

EDUCATION

School Libraries: Functions

1773. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Will school libraries be asked to carry
out more of the functions currently
earnied out by the library services
board of the Education Department?

(2) If yes, what savings will this incur?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Commencing in the 1987-88 financial
year, secondary schools will assume
responsibility for selecting and order-
ing all library acquisitions. At present,
secondary schools discharge this func-
tion for at least half of their acqui-
sitions. This change is consistent with
the devolution of decision-making
responsibilities to schools. At the same
time, a fully automated cataloguing
system should reduce clerical work in
all school libraries.

(2) These changes are pant of a
restructuring of Education Depart-
ment library services, which results in
savings through a reduction of 35 staff
from 1987.

DRAINAGE
Busselton: Inquiry

1775. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) What progress has he made with his

commitment to have an inquiry into
the Busselton drainage district?

(2) Has he appointed the committee, and
would he give detail?

(3) When is it expected that-
(a) hearings will commence; and
(b) the report will be completed?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(I) and (2) I propose to announce the

composition of the review panel and
finalisation of the terms of reference
shortly.

(3) Hearing dates, which will be deter-
mined by the review panel, will be
announced as soon as practicable. The
chairperson of the review will be com-
municating with relevant shires and
other interested organisations as soon
as formalities are completed, and a re-
port is expected by March 1987.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Southi-west: Use

1776. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How many submissions were received

by the inquiry into future usage of the
closed railway lines at-
(a) Busselton-Nannup;
(b) Wonnerup-Capel?

(2) Has the Government given consider-
ation, or been requested to seek in-
volvement of private entrepreneurs in
establishing tourist-orientated rail-
ways on this or any other closed lines,
and would he give detail of persons or
companies either contacted or ex-
pressing an interest?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Five submissions were received by the

inquiry which covered-
Wannup-Wonnerup
Capel-Bussleton
Alumina Junction-Dwellingup
Pembenton-Northcliffe
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(2) The Government has considered this
and intends to ask potential operators
to submit proposals.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MIDLAND ABATTfOIR SALE
Land Valuation

350. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(I) Will the Minister explain the discrep-.

ancy between the facts that-
(a) his Government sold the Midland

abattoir and saleyard complex for
$450 000; and

(b) a merchant bank has lent
$920 000 to Pilsley Investments
Pty Ltd on the security of the land
alone?

(2) Given that under normal lending
guidelines a merchant bank would ad-
vance no more than two-thirds of the
value of the security, does that not in-
dicate that the land had a value of at
least $1.4 million?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) I am not aware of the as-

sertions made by the Leader of the
Opposition in relation to the amount
of money lent to Pilsley Investments.

Mr MacKinnon: Anybody can check the
public records.

Mr GRILL: I am not aware of the circum-
stances. If that is the only evidence the
Opposition has, it is fairly scant. I do
not know the circumstances of the
loan, and nor does the Leader of the
Opposition. The only way we could
ascertain the circumstances of the loan
is to make the proper inquiries of the
lenders of the finance and the bor-
rowers of the finance, because it could
easily be that the land is only part of
the security for the loan. Obviously
that proposition has not been con-
sidered by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

Mr Hassell: You did not hear the question,
then.

Mr GRILL: In any event, the dealings in
relation to the abattoir site were
proper. The valuation placed upon
that site by Baillieu Justin Seward Pty
Ltd was the only proper valuation

done of the site. The valuation carried
out by the other valuer on which the
Leader of the Opposition and others
within his ranks have relied for some
time is a fraud, and it is no longer
relied upon by the Leader of the Op-
position or any other member of the
Opposition as a proper value of the
land.
I am not aware of the facts alluded to
by the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Hassell: You have been sued for your
statements about the valuer.

Mr GRILL: Let us not worry about being
sued because one or two other people
will shortly receive writs from me, and
I think those writs will have much
more substantial rounds for their be-
ing issued than those issued against
me to date. Litigation is not some-
thing to which I am unaccustomed. I
will handle all the litigation necessary
on this matter.

Mr Brian Burke: I understand that the
Leader of the Opposition handled a
writ against me in relation to the
Joondalup Development Corporation.

Mr H-assell: Sadly no; I wish I did.
Mr GRILL: I think the Leader of the Op-

position's firm did.
Mr Brian Burke: It failed for lack of cause,

but I thought your practice set it
down.

Mr Hassell. I do not recall it.
Mr GRILL: The Government sold the

abattoir site on the basis of very exten-
sively researched valuations made by
an esteemed firm of valuers, -Baillieu
Justin Seward, a firm appointed not
by the present Government but by the
previous Government. Those valu-
ations are the only ones that can be
relied upon, and it is upon those that
the Government relies.

Mr Brian Burke: No, but the other one, the
chap who went to the wrong place and
valued the wrong property, who paid
him?

Mr GRILL: It might have been one Mr Ric
New who paid him. I do not think that
the Opposition presently relies upon
that valuation. It has resiled from that
valuation and is no longer wanting to
be associated with it.
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Mr Hassell: The Opposition has plenty of
valuations to rely on, and they are all a
lot bigger than your sale price.

Mr GRILL: Is the Leader of the Oppo-
sition relying on the valuation of Mr
Whiteman?

Mr Hassell: You know very well that you
did a crook deal.

Mr GRILL: Is the Leader of the Oppo-
sition relying on that valuation?

Points of Order
Mr MacKINNON: I rise on two points of

order, Mr Speaker. I understand that
the Mr Whiteman referred to by the
Minister has instituted legal action
against the Minister for the very
points he has been making. I am no
lawyer, but I would have thought that
the matter was sub judice.

Secondly, the Minister has now
been speaking for five minutes and I
think it is time he concluded the
answer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This is clearly ab-
surd.

Mr Parker: Are you a lawyer?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did one unit of law.
Mr Parker: That's More than the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER: Order! I take this matter

very seriously.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: My point of order is

simply that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition wants to deny to the Min-
ister the ability to answer questions or
interjections that come from the other
side of the House. The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition makes a practice of
taking points of order. He scurries
from the light of day when he asks
questions himself because he cannot
cope with the answers. Now he wants
to shut us up simply because we are
able to answer the questions with
some aplomb. There is one easy way
for the Opposition not to have to put
up with our answers, and that is for its
members not to ask any questions.

Mr GRILL: Mr Speaker, I rise on the same
point of order.

Mr Hodge: Are you a lawyer?
Mr GRILL: I am a lawyer.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRILL: I think there is clear precedent
in this House for the proposition that
the House is not bound-in the way in
which it has been suggested by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition-to
cease comment on a matter the subject
of a writ issued out of the Supreme
Court for defamation, and that the
person against whom that writ was
issued runs the risk that if the writ is
successful any possible damages might
be enhanced by the fact that those
statements were repeated. I do not
have that particular fear, and I think
there is clear precedent that such mat-
ters are not sub judice and that it is
within the province of this House to
allow free debate to take place on
those matters and that a Supreme
Court writ of that nature cannot and
should not gag a member of Parlia-
ment on a matter of public import-
ance.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: In ruling on this matter, I
caution both sides of the House in re-
spect of the sub judice rule. I am going
to rule in favour of allowing the ques-
tion to be asked and the answer to be
given. I do so on the basis that I do not
believe anything that can be said in
this place after a writ issued in the
Supreme Court, and which can be
ruled on by a judge, can have any
bearing on his final decision. In that
case, I intend to rule against that par-
ticular point of order.

In respect of the second part of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition's
point of order, 1 am at a loss to under-
stand what the Opposition wants me
to do. On several occasions in this
session of Parliament the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and others
have risen on this very same point of
order and have complained at inordi-
nate length about the answers that
Ministers give to questions. Time and
time again I have said that if members
want the answers to be short, I will
ensure that they are short as long as
members do not provoke the Minister
with continual interjections which re-
quire him to answer further questions.
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Pointis of Order
Mr THOMPSON: Mr Speaker, on a

further point of order I would like
some clarification with respect to your
ruling concerning writs before the Su-
preme Court. I agree with you that
anything that is said in this place or
anywhere else is unlikely to influence
a judge in consideration of a matter
before hin. However, as you would
know, Mr Speaker, many defamation
matters are settled before a jury. In
those circumstances, I think previous
Speakers have erred on the side of
caution, perhaps because of the pros-
pect of those matters being heard be-
fore a jury. Thus I seek clarification of
the ruling you have given. I agree with
what you said about a judge being un-
likely to be influenced by anything
that is said in this place, but if the
matter is to go before a jury it is a
different question altogether.

Mr PEARCE: I rise on the same point of
order in an attempt to bring it directly
to the point of the Minister's question.
Mr Speaker, your ruling was in terms
of the extent to which the sub judice
rule applies in terms of what one can
mention. However, my recollection of
what the Minister for Agriculture had
to say is that he did not believe that
the Opposition was relying on Mr
Whitemnan's valuation. We have to be
very clear about the terms on which
Mr Whiteman has issued any writ that
he may have issued before we can
make a judgment about what the Min-
ister for Agriculture had to say.

Mr MacKinnon: He made further
disparaging remarks about Mr
Whiteman, and you know it.

Mr PEARCE: Whether Mr Whiteman or
anyone else has issued a writ against
the Minister for Agriculture does not
mean that his name cannot be
mentioned in the Parliament.
Depending on the way in which the
Speaker rules on the sub judice rule,
irrespective of whether the matter is to
be heard by a judge or a jury, it may
mean that matters which are the direct
subject matters of the writ cannot be
canvassed in the Parliament. How-
ever, that does not mean that Mr
Whiteman cannot be mentioned at all
in the Parliament.

Mr Brian Burke: If Mr Whiteman's valu-
ation is so good, why aren't we talking
about it?

Mr PEARCE: That is the other aspect of
the matter. If Mr Whiteman's valu-
ation has been a matter of continual
debate in the Parliament, does that
mean that Mr Whitemian can haul the
Opposition out of a mess with regard
to that matter by issuing a writ? If that
is the case, the question as to who is
trying to silence whom must be raised.
Irrespective of the way in which you
interpret the sub judice rule, Mr
Speaker, nothing has been said in the
course of the Minister's answer which
deals clearly in terms of established
grounds on which Mr Whiteman may
or may not have issued a writ. I be-
lieve you could not make a ruling on
that unless you were personally fam-
iliar with or someone had drawn to
your attention the precise terms on
which such writ had been issued.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not prepared
to allow any member of the general
public in this State to issue a writ and
thereby silence this Parliament. I will
consider the sub judice rule at such
time as a writ is issued and a date is
set for trial. I am not prepared to see
writs lie about for years for the sole
purpose of stopping debate in this Par-
liament.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr GRILL: I thank you for the ruling, Mr
Speaker, which I believe to be a
proper and correct ruling.
During the course of asking the ques-
tion, the Leader of the Opposition, by
way of interjection, accused me of
endeavouring to gag people. Tonight
we have seen sheer hypocrisy on the
part of the Opposition which has
endeavoured to gag me from making
comments regarding valuations in
relation to the Midland abattoir. What
it has tried to do is improper and I will
not be gagged in the way it has
endeavoured this evening.
I put to the Leader of the Opposition,
and ask him to reply by way of inter-
jection, the question of whether he
now relies upon the valuation made
by Mr Whiteman.
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Mr H-assell: There are a number of valu-
ations relied upon, and that is one of
them.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
is not relying solely upon it?

Mr Hassell. No.
Mr GRILL: Does the Leader of the Oppo-

sition rely on it at all?
Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: What other valuations does

the Leader of the Opposition rely on?
Several members interjected.

Mr GRILL: The facts are simply that the
Leader of the Opposition now resiles
from the valuation made by Mr
Whiteman. When questioned as to
what other valuations he is relying on,
the Leader of the Opposition is not
prepared to name one. During the
course of this question he has endeav-
oured to gag me in relation to the
Whiteman valuation. It does not sit
very easily upon his shoulders.

Mr Hassell: Neither does your dirty deal
sit easily on your shoulders.

Mr GRILL: You would not say that
outside this place.

POLICE
Computer Fingerprinting System

35 1. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

(1) What was the cost of the new com-
puter fingerprinting system the Minis-
ter launched today?

(2) What benefit will the system bring to
the Police Force?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) I am happy to advise that the State
Government has contributed some-
thing in the order of $1 million
towards the cost of producing the new
computer fingerprinting system.

(2) it was one of my first duties, as Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services,
to involve this State in that system. It
is a further indication of this Govern-
ment's commitment to provide the
Police Force in this Stat e with techno-
logical equipment to assist in the fight
against crime.

In fact, it has taken 10 years for this
system to be put in place in Western
Australia, and it is worth noting that
,seven of those years were during the
time of the Liberal Government. Be
that as it may, it has now happened,
and the new automated fingerprinting
identification system is revolutionary
in Australia.
It is interesting to note that the States
which are part of that system are all
Labor States-New South Wales,
South Australia, and Western
Australia, which joined today. The
next State to join will be Victoria. It is
hoped that the Liberal Government
States in the Commonwealth will join
the system.

Mr Brian Burke: Alternatively, they may
become Labor States.

Mr GORDON HILL: That is a more dis-
tinct possibility in the short term.
Tasmania has expressed no interest
and no commitment has been made
by that State. The Tasmanian Govern-
ment has not indicated that funds
would be forthcoming to enable it to
join this revolutionary system.
It is worth noting that at the moment
a manual search of fingerprints can
take weeks or months. The system we
have now put in place will take no
more than 30 minutes to search for a
set of fingerprints. Even better, the
classification of fingerprints, which
sometimes now takes hours, will be
reduced to 20 seconds. We are in the
process of putting 170 000 finger-
prints on this national system, and in
a matter of minutes we shall have
automatic access to 1.6 million finger-
prints nationwide. That will revol-
utionise criminal investigation in this
State.

HEALTH: DRUGS
Students: Usage

352. Mr CASH, to the Minister
Education:

fo r

(1) In view of recently disclosed figures
which show a 29 per cent increase in
ding-related crimes in Western
Australia in the past year, and of a
report in this morning's issue of The
West Australian of a questionnaire at
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Belmont Senior High School-
undertaken because the principal, Mr
Eric Alcock, wanted the new drug edu-
cation programme based on the needs
of Belmont children and not those in
Victoria or Scotland-which showed
that almost half the 15-year-old
students who took pant had tried mai-
juana and a quarter of students
interviewed had been drunk more
than four times, will the Minister re-
consider his earlier decision and in-
itiate a top level inquiry into the use
of drugs among school-aged children?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) The simple reason I will not initiate a
survey of drug use is that it is not the
responsibility of the Minister for Edu-
cation to do that. I point to a signifi-
cant shift of ground which the mem-
ber for Mt Lawley and Opposition
members have made in this matter.

For months now the member's upper
House colleague, Hon. Norman
Moore, who passes as the shadow
Minister for Education, has been say-
ing that there is a big problem with
drugs in schools. He has put that
proposition to the people of Western
Australia, and suggested that parents
cannot send their children to school
these days without sending them into
the clutches of drug dealers operating
out of our schools. I have always said
that that is not true.

What happens with school children is
quite a different matter. I have said
many times that there are real prob-
lems about drug use among young
people in the Western Australian com-
munity. Sometimes it is a problem
with alcohol, which is the most wide-
spread according to the information I
have; it may be problems with mari-
juana or experimentation with other
drugs involving school-aged children.
However, they do not do it at school;
it is done out of school time, at par-
ties. Sometimes they do it in their own
homes, and, in the case of alcohol par-
ticularly, some do it with their
parents' knowledge and consent.

The educational role we play is to in-
clude in the education system, through
our health education programme, ef-
forts to inform young people about the
problems of drug abuse, and to arm
them against becoming involved in
drug abuse at times when they cannot
be supervised. That is not new; in fact,
we have been involved as a Govern-
ment in that programme for much
longer than the member for Mt
Lawley has been a member of this
House.

All health education and drug
eduation authorities support the
mainstreaming into the education
system of educational programmes
designed to overcome the problems of
drug abuse in young people. Almost
every member of the health education
authorities with whom I have spoken
or corresponded has taken the view
that that is the right approach; they
deplore the kind of sensationalist
headline-seeking approach now being
used by the member for Mt Lawley
and which was previously used by
Hon. Norman Moore.

They say that that kind of sensational-
ist approach is counterproductive and
they commend the approach we are
adopting; that is, trying to educate
young people about drug abuse to
make sure that they do not get caught
up in drug misuse out of school,
through proper information and
counselling and giving them personal
skills to avoid peer-group pressures in
the situations in which they cannot be
supervised. That is a thorough-going
and responsible programme which is
in every high school in this State and
has been for the last two years.

What we could do with in trying to
make some impact on drug abuse
among young people is a bit of sup-
port for that programme instead of the
constant knocking we get from the
member for Mt Lawley and Hon.
Norman Moore.
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HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Heathcote:- Closure

353. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for
Health:

Is it correct, as claimed by the nierni-
ber for Murray-Wellington, that the
staff at Heathcote are not prepared to
cooperate in the closure of the hospi-
tal?

Mr Bradshaw: I didn't say that.

Mr TAYLOR replied:

No, it is not correct. I heard the mem-
ber say that he did not say that, but it
is a fact that in the grievance debate
earlier today he mentioned that the
staff of I-eathcote would not be a
party to its closure and the Govern-
ment was selling off the hospital with-
out giving any thought to the care of
the patients or the staff. He was wrong
on that occasion, just as he is wrong in
his comments about the nurses' career
structure in that the career structure
we have offered to trial is in fact just
what they have been asking for. The
member made his comments despite
the fact that he had talked to the
RANF today.

On Monday I had a meeting in my
office with the psychiatric nurses
union and also with some of the staff
of I-eathcote, during which time we
canvassed some of the issues relating
to the closure of the hospital.

Today a meeting was held at
Heathcote with members of the work-
ing party and representatives of the
staff of Heathcote, and I am pleased
to say that the staff members have
indicated their preparedness to coop-
erate in the closure of Heathcote.
They see the closure as being to the
long-term benefit of psychiatric ser-
vices in WA, just as the Government
does. As a result of that meeting the
hospital will close with the cooper-
ation of the staff and, I am sure, with
the cooperation of all those people
who have a special interest in
psychiatric services, because they
know it will be of benefit to people
with that sort of illness in this State.

GRAIN MARKETING ACT
Amendment

354. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Is it his intention in this session to
introduce amendments to the Grain
Marketing Act which will alter the
provisions relating to the issue of per-
mits for the sale of barley and lupins
between growers or to processors?

Mr GRILL replied:
No, there is no intention to introduce
such legislation this session. Such
legislation has been contemplated and
has been largely agreed to by the
Grain Pool. However, on subsequent
occasions discussions have been held
with millers in this State to come to
some arrangement whereby millers of
lupins could share in the processing of
those lupins where they go for export.
Because of those negotiations, the sort
of legislation the member has referred
to has been considered for possible in-
troduction in the next session of Par-
liament.

WA MINT
Nugget Coins: Gold

355. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Premier:
Can he assure the House and the
goldmining industry of Australia that
only Australian-mined gold will be
used in the production of the
Australian Nugget coins?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I really do not have any knowledge of
the plans that the Western Australian
Development Corporation and
Goldcorp have to use gold to mint the
Australian Nugget series coins. My
impression from talking to people is
that they will be using only Australian
gold, but I will certainly have the mat-
ter checked out. If the inference is that
they will be using South African gold,
I know nothing of that. If the member
puts a question on the Notice Paper, I
will obtain an answer from the
WADC.
We on this side are fighting very hard
to ensure no gold tax is introduced,
and we would like a bit of support
from the Opposition, which has been a
bit wishy-washy on the matter. If the
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member could see his way clear to be-
ing a bit less controversial about gold
sales and a bit more anti-gold tax, it
would be of some assistance. After all,
a lot more gold than wheat is to be
found in the Murchison.

Mr Hassell: We were anti-gold tax long be-
fore you were.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Not true. Members
opposite would love to see a gold tax
put in place because they think it
would reflect on the Hawke Govern-
ment. Members over there are very
soft on the gold tax.

Mr Lightfoot: Rubbish. I wrote to Keating
asking him to make a decision on the
gold tax.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was going to tell the
member that Molotov had died-and
the experience of people who write
Molotov letters is not very good.

MOTOR VEHICLES
Government: Drivers

356. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Is it correct that the Government

Garage is to employ two additional
drivers, the first of whom is to begin
work on 1 December?

(2) If yes, can the Premier explain this
addition to the Government's work
force, given the freeze on staffing
levels and the cutbacks planned for
other areas, including those in the
Education and Health Departments?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 will ascertain the answer to

the question. Perhaps the member
could ring Gordon Pearce or Dighy
Blight so that they might give him the
information.

Mr Rushton: You should know.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why must I know

that?
Mr Rushton: You have a policy relating to

employment.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, we try to create

it-except in the member's case when
we try to confiscate it.
It is very difficult to know all the de-
tails of these sorts of matters. I Will
find out the information. Better Still,
the member should ring Digby Blight
Or Gordon Pearce and speak to them.

There is no secret about it. I suppose
that with the America's Cup a lot of
visitors will be coming here and there
might be a need for extra drivers.
We have tried to satisfy the Oppo-
sition as well. The Leader of the Op-
position has a full-time driver. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
a driver. The Leader of the Opposition
in another place has a driver beca - e
the previous leader needed a drivs.
And we have given the Speaker and
the President a driver each. We have
tried to do sensible things. But we will
take them all away if the member
wishes.

Mr Thom pson: J ust gi ve u s a car.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was about to say

that if we took the driver away from
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
he would not need a car. There is
nothing tricky or devious involved. If
the member rings the people I
indicated, they will tell him what the
situation is. Perhaps someone is leav-
ing the Government Garage. Is some-
one leaving?

Mr Rushton: I don't know.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member should

know that.
Mr Rushton: I am not running the Govern-

ment.
Mr Pearce: You must have some in for-

mation to have asked the question.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know; if he

knows nothing he usually asks a ques-
tion.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ministerial Statements

357. Mr COWAN, to the Leader of the
House:

I preface my question by indicating
that it is a genuine one.
In view of the fact that on many oc-
casions during question time Minis-
ters take the opportunity of replying to
a question asked by one of their own
members to make a ministerial
statement, would he give cons ider-
ation to allowing special time for Min-
isters to make ministerial statements
and thereby allow question time to

4181



[ASSEMBLY]

proceed as a question and answer
session?

Mr PEARCE replied:
I am glad the leader of the National
Party prefaced this question by saying
it was a genuine one, because it did
not sound like that to me. Questions
are at the discretion of the Speaker, as
all members should know.
I have discussed answers to questions
with Ministers at Cabinet meetings
and they are generally supportive of
the view that question time ought not
to be used as a way of making minis-
terI statements. Any Minister can
seek leave to make a ministerial

statement, and indeed many do so. On
those occasions the Opposition and
the National Party are given two
hours' notice and a written version of
the statement. Maybe that is one of
the reasons the mechanism is not used
as fully as it might be.

The Government has no intention of
trying to crowd out question time by
making unnecessary ministerial
statements during question time. I can
tell members honestly that we have
made the calculation that the best way
we can get a political advantage is to
allow members opposite to ask ques-
tions.
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