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THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett) took the Chair at 10.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - MINING AND EXPLORATION
National Parks and Nature Reserves Ban

DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [10.04 am]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, request that the Parliament,

(1) ban mining and exploration in national parks and nature reserves;
(2) review and upgrade all B and C class reserves on an ecological basis;

and
(3) implement all outstanding Red Book Recommendations.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest consideration
and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
The petition bears 8 000 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 14.]

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading - Correction to Speech

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Fuel and Energy) [10.05 am] - by leave: I seek
leave to amend the second reading speech for the State Energy Commission Amendment Bill
1991 which I delivered yesterday. The financing costs associated with overdue accounts in
excess of 51 000 were estimated by SECWA to represent $1.268 million per annum. This
was based on information provided during the last parliamentary session. Based on current
overdue accounts and lower interest rates, financing costs are now estimated at $951 000.
Leave granted.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COASTAL SHIPPING COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BILL

Message - Appropriations
Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the Bill.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PAROLE
Appointment

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House) resolved -

That the Select Committee on Parole originally appointed during the second session
of the thirty-third Parliament be reappointed.
That the members of the committee shall be Mir Cunningham, Mrs Edwardes and
Mr Trenorden.
That the date for the presentation of the report of the Select Committee be extended
to 4 June 1991 and otherwise the terms of the committee's appointment remain the
same.
That the Legislative Council be acquainted accordingly.
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PUBLIC WORKS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Treasurer) [ 10.10 am]: I move -
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to amend the Public Works Act to provide for the delegation of the
powers and duties of the Minister for Works in relation to land and property transactions
conducted by the Office of Government Accommodation. The Public Works Act currently
provides for the delegation of powers and duties of the Minister for Works to the Ministers
responsible for those organisations with a significant work load in Public Works Act land
transactions. The organisations covered by the delegation are those reporting to the Minister
for Works, the Main Roads Department, the State Energy Commission and the Water
Authority of Western Australia.
It is desirable that the Minister of the day responsible for the Office of Government
Accommodation also be delegated the powers and duties presently held by the Minister for
Works to execute documents relating to land and property transactions entered into by the
Office of Government Accommodation, including the lease of space in private buildings,
lease options, withdrawal of caveats and licences for car bays. Delegation will lead to
increased efficiency and economy of operation due to the Office of Government
Accommodation's substantial lease transactions.
The opportunity has also been taken to remove two drafting redundancies from the Act.
Firstly, the definition of "Resident Magistrate", which does not appear in the Act other than
in that definition, and secondly, section 89, which has been redundant since 1 July 1921.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Nicholls.

VALUATION OF LAND AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Treasurer) [10.12 an): I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Bill seeks to clarify the law as to the right of the Valuer General to charge for the supply
of valuation rolls and other goods and services. As presently enacted it is considered that the
restriction on cost is limiting and does not reflect the professional nature of the work. It will
seek to clarify the authority of the Valuer General to make valuations other than for rating
and taxing for all organisations which have legislative authority to deal in land. It is
considered that as currently enacted, the legislation restricts the client base, and thus the
proposal will enable all Government and semi Government bodies to take advantage of the
services of the Valuer General.
I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Blaikie.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COASTAL SHIPPING COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
MRS BEGGS (Whitford - Minister for Transport) [10. 13 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The effects of this Hill are twofold: Firstly, to honour an undertaking given by the
Government in connection with the construction of three new vessels for Stateships. the
assignment of the construction agreement to Westpac Bankting Corporation, and the charter
of the vessels from Westpac. Secondly, to increase the number of commissioners from three
to five, and to incorporate other minor amendments to facilitate administrative procedure.
The major reason necessitating the amendment in respect of the construction, assignment and
charter of the vessels came about in the course of negotiations with Westpac. During these
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negotiations Wesipac requested the normal guarantees the Government provides in respect of
Government borrowings. However, it became apparent that the Treasurer did not have the
power under this Act to provide the guarantees in respect of charter parties. If borrowings
had been involved, section 26(3) would have enabled the guarantees which had been agreed
to by the Government to be provided. To enable the matter to proceed it was considered
appropriate to give an undertaking to Wesrpac that the necessary steps to put in place such
guarantees would be taken.
The other reason behind these amendments relates to the number of commissioners to be
appointed to the commission and to adjust the number of commissioners required for a
quorum. An amendment also deletes reference to the Industrial Arbitration Act- 1912 and
substitutes Industrial Relations Act 1979.
An increase in the number of commissioners is seen as desirable to supply a broader
perspective to the decisions of the commission. It is proposed to increase the membership of
the commission from three commissioners to five. A minor amendment is also made to
section 25 to enable the internal transfer of the commission's funds should the need arise.
This is quite a straightforward Bill and I commend it to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Blaikie.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - FOURTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 20 March.
MR LEWIS (Applecross) [10.15 am]: My response to the Address-in-Reply will centre
around the areas of electoral reform and State planning matters. The Government seems
somewhat preoccupied with electoral reform, particularly the ideology of one-vote-one-
value; perhaps with that preoccupation it forgets that other very important areas should also
be addressed. During the last election certain complaints were made to the Electoral
Commission. Indeed, complaints were filed with the Court of Disputed Returns. I cannot
understand the anomaly - and I am absolutely sure the public of Western Australia cannot
come to grips with it - that now, more than two years after that election, matters concerned
with that 1989 general election which could vitally affect the Government of Western
Australia have not yet been resolved.
Mr Pearce: That is not a problem for the courts. It is a problem for the Liberal Party lawyers
filing cases.
Mr LEWIS: If the Leader of the House would listen to the debate rather than running away
at the mouth as he usually does he might hear what I am about to say.
Mr Peare: All you have to do is get your lawyers to file the cases.
Mr LEWIS: Within a matter of weeks of the 1989 election Hon Neil Oliver, as he was then,
was charged with an offence against the Act on the basis of his already holding a position as
a member of the Legislative Council. That action was very expeditiously dealt with. On the
complaint of the Electoral Commissioner it was brought to the courts and Hon Neil Oliver
was found guilty, with no conviction being recorded, That happened within six months of
the election. At the same time there were nine other complaints which centred round the
alleged impropriety of the election. Those concerned the seats of Whitford, Wan neroo,
Melville, Swan Hills, Murray, and perhaps a few others. I am greatly concerned that now,
two years on, those cases are still outstanding.
Mrs Beggs intetjecced.
Mr LEWIS: The Minister should listen; she is one of the parties involved who probably
should not be sitting there. One can very well recall the local government elections of May
1990, when it was alleged that there were many irregularities in the Filing of postal votes.
The Electoral Commissioner did his duty expeditiously and within six months from May
1990 all those complaints had been cleaned up; people had been prosecuted and dealt with
according to the Statutes of this State. However, it seems to me that the priorities are
somewhat wrong and rest on whether the Solicitor General, or indeed the Electoral
Commissioner, says the priority is correct or whether the matter should be dealt with. It
should be incumbent on the responsible officers to deal with these matters expeditiously.
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I recall complaints about a sausage sizzle. I do not wish to canvass the rights Or wrongs of
that, but two years have now elapsed and the case has not been heard. A decision has not
been made, even though the Government is on the threshold of being a minority
Government. To emphasis the point I turn to The West Australian of 10 June 1989, in which
an article reads -

The WA Electoral Commissioner, MrT Les Smith, said yesterday that the allegations
had to be considered very carefully from a legal point of view. He hoped to have a
decision on whether charges would be laid next week.

Nothing has happened. Two courses of action were taken. A series of complaints were
made to the Electoral Commissioner. On his decision those complaints could have been
referred to an agency, such as the police, for consideration and report. The Electoral
Commissioner would have then decided whether charges should be laid. Any charges would
relate to offences under the Criminal Code because they would involve transgressions against
the Electoral Act. The other course of action was to petition the Court of Disputed Returns;
that is, the Supreme Court wearing its other hat when not dealing with matters to do with the
Supreme Court. NIT Smith referred the sausage sizzle complaint and other complaints to the
police for advice. I understand the police fully investigated the matters and reported to
MrT Smith. Based on Trmour, I understand that the police recommended that charges should
be laid. Mr Smith then referred the police recommendations to the Solicitor General who
considered the matter. I am not sure whether he reported back, but nothing else has
happened as a result of that course of action.
It is incumbent upon the Electoral Commissioner to make a decision within 12 months of a
complaint being laid because the Statute bars any charges being laid after that time has
elapsed. MrT Smith referred the matter to the police and received a report that charges should
be laid; the matter was referred to the Solicitor General and then back to Mr Smith but
Mr Smith took no further action. Twelve months having elapsed, charges which would be
criminal if convictions were recorded, cannot be laid because the Statute bars that action.
Indeed, 26 months have elapsed, so those charges cannot be laid - if indeed they could have
been laid in the first place.
That then left the complainants to pursue their other in-tandem course of action in the
Supreme Court; that is, the Court of Disputed Returns. We all know just how much civil
litigation would cost in the Court of Disputed Returns; basically an arm and a leg. On
5 August 1989, an article appeared in The West Australian, referring to the Electoral
Commissioner as follows -

He will wait until the three petitions dealing with the issues have been heard by a
Court of Disputed Returns which is headed by a Supreme Court Judge. The
commission will then make a final decision on appropriate action.

That was all very fine in August 1989 but one must remember that it was seven months after
the event. It was up to the pleasure of the Supreme Court whether Mr Smith took action,
notwithstanding the recommendations of the police or the Solicitor General. Another very
important aspect should be considered: Civil action in the Supreme Court takes second place
to criminal action. Therefore, I suggest that Mr Smith erred on the basis that his proceedings
should have taken precedence over the civil proceedings in the Supreme Court - but it suited
him to do that. Twenty-six months have elapsed and no decision has been made by the
Court of Disputed Returns because the complainants do not possess the financial resources to
adequately prosecute the case. That is the substance of my argument. We have a situation
where a matter necessarily, and for purity of democracy and the electoral system, should be
considered by the Electoral Commissioner, but he passes the buck and says that the Court of
Disputed Returns should make a decision before he takes appropriate action. Perhaps the
Electoral Commissioner was not aware that after 12 months had elapsed he could not take
action because the Statutes bar him from doing so.
We have reached the heart of the matter. Disputed returns have become a matter of how
much money one has. Rather than tinkering around the edges of one-vote-one--value the
Government should get its priorities right and should realise that it is not proper or
responsible to allow two years to elapse without disputed returns concerning the 1989
election being considered, especially when it has almost become a minority Government.
Either the law is an ass or something is very wrong with the electoral system. The Minister
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for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform should look immediately at those anomalies and take
the necessary action to ensure they do not occur again and are not left to the financial
resources of a candidate to be disputed in court.
Mr Shave: For the past 10 years a registered voter has been at a shopping centre in my
electorate. Can you believe that? He must be camped on the roof.
Mr LE-WIS: I can believe that. An editorial in the Sunday Times 12 months after the
election slates -

There could be up to eight people sitting in State Parliament, three of them
Government Ministers, who have no right to be there. It has been a year since the
State election brought disputes in which eight constituencies' results were first
challenged. The Court of Disputed Returns which doubles as the Supreme Court is so
inundated with cases clamouring for its attention that mere electoral squabbles have
gone on the back burner.

Is that not an indictment of our electoral system?
Dr Gallop: No it is not. It may point out the slowness of the procedures.
Mr LEWIS: It points out that the Act needs to be amended.
Dr Gallop: It points out that these things don't happen.
Mr LEWIS: The editorial continues further on -

The Labor Party holds Government by five seats.
It now holds Government by none. To continue -

Of the eight seats in dispute, six were held by the Australian Labor Party. It would
need only three of these to go to the Opposition for Government to fall.

The seriousness of the situation is that it is about who is governing the State. However, it
suits the Government not to take action because the electorates of Whitford and Wanneroo
are marginal. I suggest the situation reeks of tampering.

Point of Order

Dr GALLOP: The implication made by the member for Applecross is that I as the Minister
responsible am tampering in this matter and I ask that his remarks be withdrawn.
The SPEAKER: He may well have said that had you allowed him to continue. I was
listening very carefully and although you may draw that inference, I am unable to at this
stage.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: An article in The West Australian of 7 January 1990 states -

WA Liberal Party yesterday criticised State Electoral Commissioner Les Smith for
not explaining his decision to take no further action on the "sausage sizzle" complaint
by the party a year ago.

I will also quote from Mr Smith's report to this House which he made on 25 October 1990 -
five months ago. Bear in mind he is an officer of the Parliament -

In the State Electoral Commissioner's annual report tabled in the Legislative
Assembly yesterday Mr Smith said progress on the case had been slow and the fact
that it was still unresolved 19 months after polling day was a mailer of concern.

A matter of concern?
Dr Gallop: It is in the courts.
Mr LEWIS: It should not be in the courts. The Act is deficient if the matter is still with the
courts.
Dr Gallop: That is your political bias.
Mr LEWIS: It has nothing to do with bias.
Dr Gallop: It has. You are impugning the integrity of the Commissioner.
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Mr LEWIS: It has nothing to do with the cases before the courts; it has everything to do with
the Government's attitude of not taking action when it should because it knows its action
could bring down the Government.
Mr Clarko: Why was the Government so quick in dealing with Neil Oliver?
Mr LEWIS: That is an anomaly, is it not? He was convicted within five months, yet
23 months later nothing has been done about the 1989 sausage sizzle case. Furthermore, the
commissioner now has no ability to prosecute the people concerned.
Dr Gallop: The law was crystal clear in Oliver's case. There is a huge difference.
Mr LEWIS: We know all about that. The message has been hammered home that perhaps
the Government, rather than playing about with its ideology of one-vote-one-value, should
look at its priorities for amendments required in the Electoral Act. Some matters should be
looked at immediately. The electoral process is flawed when two years after an incident
nothing has happened. Why was Neil Oliver prosecuted? Why have the council elections
been dealt with in the courts and the State elections have not? The answer is obvious to me.
I understand that for a complainant to prosecute the Whitford and Wanneroo cases the cost
will be in the vicinity of $200 000. A candidate has no chance of raising $100 000 for each
case. Also, the Government has not acknowledged that priorities must be made so that cases
are heard. If the Supreme Court is dilatory amendments must be made to the law. Also, the
section barring prosecution after 12 months should be removed from the Act. An inquiry
should be made, probably by a Select Committee of either of the Houses of Parliament, into
why the case has taken this long, why Mr Smith vacillated about the recommendations of the
Solicitor General and why Finally Mr Smith, as Electoral Commissioner, took no action
before 12 months passed. It is not good enough for him to say in a report 19 months later
that the matter concerns him. It concerns me also and it should concern every member in the
House.

I refer to the State laws regulating planning matters and I am sorry that the new Minister for
Planning is not in the House. I remember the controversy in 1990 regarding statutory
planning, under the metropolitan region scheme, of the Helena Valley where a district court
overturned a rezoning recommendation by the State Planning Commission from rural to
urban. During that court proceeding Justice Ipp, I think, found the State Planning
Commission had acted ultra vires to the Statutes and had approved the rezoning when it had
no statutory right to do that because of the process it used. At the time, the Government
brought a Bill to Parliament to validate about 140 planning decisions which the State
Planning Commission had made since 1986 so that civil litigation would not occur and the
rezonings would be validated. We realise that the State Planning Commission had probably
been doing the wrong thing - it had been advised it was acting outside the Statutes - but it
persisted. Bearing in mind the concern of the community and the ramifications had those
validations not been made, the Opposition decided the validating Bill should be passed. It is
two years since Mr Bill McKenzie was removed from his position as Chairman of the State
Planning Commission and sent to Christmas Island, or wherever it was.
Mr Clarko: He got the chop.
Mr LEWIS: He certainly did. The intriguing aspect of this is that the position held by
Mr McKenzie is still vacant two years after his departure. The State Planning Commission
has been without a chairman during that time. That brings into doubt whether the State
Planning Commission with its delegated powers has the ability to delegate to the
Metropolitan Planning Council, which makes recommendations on rezoning. It also raises
the question of whether the State Planning Commission has been acting properly and in
accordance with the Statute. One can draw a reasonable comparison with the Town Planning
Appeals Tribunal, which, due to the resignation of its chairman last year, was headed by the
deputy chairman. However, on legal advice it was found that the deputy chairman could not
constitute the Town Planning Appeals Tribunal because the Statute prescribed that the
tribunal must comprise the chairman and three or four members. Therefore, the tribunal was
legally bound not to be constituted because it did not have a chairman. I suggest to the
Minister that the State Planning Commission has not been legally constituted for the past two
years, and all of its decisions to delegate authority to the Metropolitan Planning Council, and
the like, have been outside of the law - its actions have been invalid. I make that point on
the basis of section 5 of the State Planning Commission Act, which reads -
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5(l) The Commission shall consist of a chairman and not less than 2 nor more than
4 other members nominated by the Minister and appointed by the Governor.

That clause is identical to the clause which constitutes the Town Planning Appeals Tribunal.
I put it to the Mlinister that the State Planning Commission has not been constituted for two
years because it does not have a chairman. Also, all of its powers of delegation are devolved
from the State Planning Commission Act and, therefore, it has acted illegally.
Mr D.L. Smith: We have a saying in the legal profession: A little knowledge is often
dangerous. That is especially true when it comes to the law, and I think you come into that
category.
Mr LEWIS: I am not a lawyer, I would be the first to agree that I do not have that training.
However, my understanding from previous determinations is that I may be right - I am not
saying that I am right. I am drawing to the attention of the Government the possibility of a
very serious situation. The Government may find in a few months' time that another town
planning validating Bill may have to be introduced to the Parliament, and this may correct
the fact that it has been operating outside its jurisdiction for two years. But why has the
Government not appointed a chairman to the State Planning Commission for two years? I
am aware that the Government has been tinkering at the edge of this matter for some time, as
it did with the heritage legislation. It has had half baked legislation waiting on the back
burner for some time which has never quite made it into the Parliament. Maybe the new
legislation contains amendments which will reconstitute the State Planning Commission, or
perhaps even abandon it. On those grounds it was Perhaps right and proper not to reappoint a
chairman, but it is not proper to leave a void in the system or administrate on the basis that
something might happen - that is the case now. The Government has vacillated so much
because of its preoccupation with WA Inc; it has been trying to cover up and get out of that
mess. In the meantime the Government has forgotten what government is about. We heard
that the Minister for Consumer Affairs took about six to eight months to appoint somebody
to a board.
Mr Catania: It was six weeks!
Mr LEWIS: The Minister took six months to appoint somebody to the Finance Brokers
Board. The Government has forgotten what government is about; it is not governing. That
appointment delay is a classic example.
The Minister for Planning is the sixth Minister in eight years, and the fourth Minister in three
years. to hold the portfolio. No wonder the Government is going nowhere. Town planning is
a rather complex matter and I can understand why the Minister is having troubles.
[The member's time expired.]

Point of Order
Mr LEWIS: Mr Speaker, I wish to add an amendment; it is only a short one.
The SPEAKER: Order! Of all the people in the Chamber, the member is the person whom I
would like to assist by providing additional time. During the past few days I have adopted
the policy that when members are in the middle of something and their time expires, I do not
sit them down; I let them conclude their sentence or paragraph. I do not want to appear hard
or unjust, but this situation in no way fits into that category. The member's time has expired
and I realise that he wanted to move an amendment; however, I cannot find a way to let him
introduce new material.

Debate Reswned
MR SHAVE (Melville) [10.47 am]: I have been in this place far only two years but I shall
refer to a few matters. Firstly, I refer to some recent comments by the Premier in which she
said that the Liberal Party did not have a policy. I will reflect on the Premier's Budget
speech. She said that the Labor Government believes in people and their aspirations, in
policies which reflect the human and social values of our community, and in providing the
economic framework which produces security for all our families. She also said that the key
objective is to create jobs in the private sector so that families can look forward to the future
with confidence, and that that will be achieved by encouraging private investment.
It is quite interesting to reflect on those comments when she has also said 'Western Australia
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is one of the strongest performers in the Australian economy". That is patently incorrect.
What we are seeing in Western Australia at the moment is the termination of eight years of
Labor rutle. It is conceivable that within 12 months there will no longer be a Labor
Government in Western Australia. Mr Steven Loxicy. a well known journalist in this town,
wrote an article on 12 February 1991 headlined 'Now ALP faces back of Burke'.
Mr Loxley, who cakes a particular interest in parliamentary matters, made the following
comments -

The election of Brian Burke in February 1983 signalled a period of change in WA
politics - change that was sweeping the nation ... a groundswell of goodwill and
optimism accompanied the election of the Burke Labor team, a groundswell that
existed in both the business community and the general public ... after four years of
doing deals together, the State's finances became inextricably interwoven with the
fortunes of the entrepreneurs with the decision by Mr Burke to bail out Rothwells at
the time of the sharernarket crash in October 1987.

Mr Loxlcy concluded by saying -

The groundswell of goodwill has long gone and so has a lot of the money. Instead of
improving the lot of the taxpayer, the WA Labor Government's economic approach
has cost the public dearly.

What right does the incumbent Premier of this State have to question the policies of members
on this side of the House when quite clearly the policies that she and the Labor Government
espouse have failed? What incentive can the Labor Government offer the people of Western
Australia to vote for it at the next election? What do they have to offer if they stand on their
record? It is a record of Ministers who sat in the Burke Cabinet and condoned the illegal
practices that certain entrepreneurs have cardied on in this State over the past eight years.
What recommendation is that for people in Western Australia to re-elect this Government?
Let us look at a few of the people who were involved with the Labor Government, who took
taxpayers' money from the mouths of hungry kids in Western Australia. An article in The
West Australian on 27 February 1991 referred to John Horgan, an entrepreneur who had a
very close working relationship with this Government, and stated -

The family company of the former WADC chairman John Horgan has come under
the spotlight of the royal commission into government business dealings.
Mr Horgan. 50, of Vasse Highway, Pemberton, held numerous government posts
during the Burke and Dowding premierships until Peter Dowding announced the
dismantling of the WA Development Corporation in July 1989.
From December 1984 to July 1989 Mr Horgan earned $3.63 million from three
government positions.
The money, from director's fees, consultancy payments, bonuses and, finally,
termination payments, was paid in his capacity as chairman of WADC, EXIM and
Goldcorp.
Most of the money was paid to Wayatinah Pty Ltd.
He was also chairman of the Perth Mint, WA Govt Holdings and the WA Diamond
Trust.

The Premier of this State has the temerity to stand up in this place and tell members that the
Liberal Opposition is not competent to run the State of Western Australia.
Mr Pearce: Too true.
Mr SHAVE: I accept chat comment which was made by the Minister for the Environment,
but the one common thing about running a Government and running a business is money.
The Government is handling taxpayers' money; it belongs to pensioners and to people who
used to have jobs but are now unemployed and cannot find employment as a result of the
policies of this Government and its Federal Labor colleagues. Those people have entrusted
the Government to protect their money. This Government has the responsibility of treating
that money as if it were its own, but it has not done that. The Government has squandered
the money. It has allowed people like John Horgan to rape the financial coffers of this State,
and the people of Western Australia must suffer because of the behaviour of Government
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members. The taxpayers of Western Australia have lost nearly $1 000 million because of the
policies of this Government.
Mr Pearce: That is not true at all.
Mr SHAVE: That is true. When this Government is brought fully to account those figures
will be disclosed. When the misappropriation of the funds in the SGIC and the
Superannuation Board are brought to light, together with the Government's other rotten
dealings such as the petrochemical plant, the taxpayers of Western Australia will be fully
aware of what has been done. What makes me sick is to stand in this place as a member of
Parliament knowing that I am partially identified with members opposite. Backbenchers,
including Mr Catania -
The SPEAKER: Order! That is another practice that is developing in the House and it is
entirely improper. It is not necessary, and is only excusable when members first arrive in
this House and do not know the rules.
Mr SHAVE: I apologise, Mr Speaker. The member for Balcatta belongs to the left-wing
faction of the Labor Party, and he must hang his head in shame in his electorate to be
identified with the practices of this Government.
Mr P1J Smith: Get on with it.
Mr SHAVE: The member for Bunbury is starting to hurt because he sat in this place and did
nothing while his colleagues topped up their mates with taxpayers' money; people like John
Morgan who received $3.6 million. What did the Government do about that? It said that if
these people were working in the private sector they would be paid the same amount of
money. That is a load of nonsense! How much money has Mr Morgan taken from the
private sector? He is living on the Vasse Highway on the money of taxpayers of Western
Australia. Do not talk to me about someone who is supposed to have ability. What have
former inisters done in the private sector? Where have they got jobs? They have all been
buttered up and given jobs by the people to whom they gave money. That is what is
happening. I like to hear the member for Bunbury interjecting because I know he is starring
to hurt. He knows what I am saying is right and the people in his electorate know it is right.
Mr Kobelke: What about your incompetence? Is that not a source of shame?
Mr SHAVE: The member for Nollarnara does not have good judgment. He is telling me that
I am incompetent because I have run three or four successful businesses in the private sector.
The member should get his facts right before he calls me incompetent.
Mr Kobdilce: I was talking about the Opposition generally.
Mr SHAVE: The member for Nollamara knows that I have been successful in the private
sector. Unlike the member I have not had to work my way into a Government job to feed my
kids. I refer now to an article which appeared in The West Australian on 5 March 1991
which stated -

WA Businesses and supermarkets are being urged to donate products nearing the end
of their use-by deadline, groceries and furniture to Perth's needy...
The Salvation Army estimates the number of needy families has doubled, with Life in
Focus estimating its welfare requests have increased 508 per cent in the past year.

So much for Labor's legacy! The article continues -

A Salvation Army spokesman, Major Alan Laurens, urged supermarkets and other
food outlets to donate their nearly out of date food to agencies.

That is Labor's record, that is what the Labor Government has produced. The Government is
full of academics hying to develop policies to get the economy of this State moving and none
of them has any experience in that area. The newly appointed Minister for Microeconomic
Reform must read the papers and realise that bankruptcies are at record levels. What is his
solution? The people in his department have decided that they will put an interest charge on
any unpaid State Energy Commission bill over 51 000. 1 assume that measure is aimed at
small businesses because that is the area - if the Minister does not know it - that will be hit
hardest. Rather than sorting out the problems of those small businesses and helping those
people who are in genuine need to pay their accounts, the bureaucracy is finding other ways
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in which to squeeze a bit morn money out of them. The Government's solution to those
problems is to impose a $1.5 million interest payment on small businesses and cause them to
go to the wall. The Government is an absolute joke!
Unemployment is not about statistics, it is about people. The sooner the Government realises
that fact the better off Western Australia will be. How many new businesses have started up
in Western Australia in the year since this Premier was appointed? There has been a
negative effect in the creation of small businesses. The Melville Shopping Centre in my
electorate has displayed a sign for the past eight months to try to attract a new business to its
premises. It is a good shopping centre in a good area. No-one wants to start a small business
in this State because no-one has confidence in the Premier or her ability. She may speak
well, she may be a good psychologist and she may make some people feel better, as
psychologists often do. but she has no recognition in the business sector because she has had
no experience.
The Premier does not have the ability to develop the policies Western Australia needs. It is
little wonder that over the past six to eight weeks the member for Eyre and his assistants
have been looking at the prospect of replacing her. I can accept that. Will the member for
Eyre stand up in this place and say that he has had no discussions on the possibility of
replacing Carmen Lawrence as Premier of Western Australia? I am prepared to accept with
qualification the member for Eyre's admitting that he has not had such discussions because I
do not always accept what members opposite say. We know the level of their honesty; the
Royal Commission is showing the level of their honesty.
Mr P.J. Smith: That is rubbish; you make it up as you go along.
Mr SHAVE: I inform the member for Bunbury that I have been in business for 20 years and
have employed thousands of people. I have employed hundreds of young unemployed
people with whom I have a great affinity. I was President of the Western Australian Tourism
Industry Training Committee for four years. I specifically handled the employment of
people who could not get employment in other areas. The member can endeavour to ridicule
me but I will stand on my record. He can say whatever he likes about my competence and
ability to manage things. I would be happy to draw comparisons between people on my side
of the House and Government members' competence. One member of the Government has
been a full time student for 20 years. I accept that he is a Rhodes scholar but he has no idea.
He has demonstrated that in his policy statements over the past two days. The stupidity of
imposing a further hardship on the small business sector of this State completely epitomises
the direction in which Government members are heading and what people involved in the
business sector think about them.
Mr Bradshaw: They have this tall poppy syndrome. Small businesses are making millions
of dollars and all the Government can do is kick them in the guts.
Mr SHAVE: The Government is all about promises. I have always had difficulty in
understanding lawyers but last night I went home and said to my wife that at the end of the
Minister's speech yesterday I did not know whether he was joking or being serious. The
performance was like a puppet show and I appreciated that even some Government
members - with their limited sense of humour - could have seen the joke. It would not have
been so bad if the matter were not so serious. Farmers are shooting sheep and counsellors
are being sent to the country because the wives of some of those farmers are concerned that
when they have stopping shooting their sheep they will put a gun to their own heads. That is
serious and the Minister of a competent Government - as it terms itself - is wasting money.
What does the member for Balcatta think about taxpayers' money being wasted on setting up
a telephone hot-line at the South West Development Authority to get people to telephone
about rumours? What does the member think about the people in his electorate who cannot
get into a Homeswest house and who have to listen to the sort of nonsense that I had to listen
to in here yesterday? Will the member take a copy of that Minister's speech made yesterday
and distribute it throughout his electorate? I bet he will not.
I refer to a couple of other comments that have been made recently in the Press. The
following article appeared under the heading "A lost generation to be saved" in The West
Australian on 19 February 1991 -

Youth workers are predicting a crisis among young school,-leavers when they realise
they are moving into a society with no place for thousands of them.
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Australian society is losing a generation of its Young people to an empty future. They
are the last generation.

Further on it says -
A rising unemployment rate was particularly hard for those young people who would
normally pick up low-skilled. positions as more skilled students entered the job
market, Mr Davies said.

That gentleman was very concerned about the progress of those kids. The article continued -

"The kids come out of school filled with high expectations, adolescent energy and
enthusiasm and then they hit the wall.
"After being knocked back for five job applications a week for five weeks it's hard
not to get negative messages and not get depressed," he said.
The effects were manifold. Some became depressed and dropped out, others found a
way out in suicide.

That is a wonderful legacy of Labor. Further, he said -

Disputes in families often increased, with the family sometimes disintegrating.
All that yet the Premier asked us yesterday about the policies that we espouse. I will tell her
about the policies that we espouse. We espouse policies that protect people. We do not
espouse making substandard millionaires into millionaires overnight because they have not
got the guts to go into the private sector and make money themselves. We would not have
given half a billion dollars to some entrepreneur in Western Australia a week after the share
crash to pull his company out of trouble. We would not make those payments. The
entrepeneurs knew that and that is why they backed Labor. They knew they could get to
members opposite. I will tell the House why they got into bed with politicians and dealt with
them: They wanted to get the money. They knew that the Government comprised a group of
inexperienced politicians who had not been burnt in the real world, who had not had shysters
in their offices and that that group was an easy touch. That is what happened in Western
Australia. The Premier said that we do not have any policies. She knows we do because
they have been distributed before every election. She knows the Government should change
and she knows that, if she went to the people tomorrow, she would be thrown out in a
landslide defeat.
Let us consider her Federal counterpart. A classic piece of hypocrisy appeared in The West
Australian on 4 February 1991 under the heading, "Nation must pay for past excess: PM".
The article states -

Australians have been told they have to pay now for high living standards and
excessive overseas borrowings in the 1980s or face permanent job losses and a fall in
their standard of living.
That warning comes in an Economic Planning Advisory Council report to be released
today.
It is set out in a message from the council's chairman. .

Guess who is the council's chairman? It is the Prime Minister, Mr Robert Hawke. He is
another genius who has never run his own business. When his Government was elected,
Australia had a $10 billion foreign debt; it now totals $140 billion and the country is going
broke. Instead of making the necessary economic reforms and instead of protecting thie
business sector and doing other things that he should have done, sonic of which may have
been a little electorally unpalatable, he took the easy road. Now that he is on his way out he
is telling us about all of the reasons why we have gone wrong. We have gone wrong because
his Government, like the State Government, did not institute correct procedures.
The headline "WA bankruptcies leap by lO0pc" appeared in The West Australian on
24 January 199 1. The article stated, in part -

Bankruptcies in WA leapt by almost 100 per cent in the December quarter against
levels of a year earlier.

I return to the Budget Speech by the Premier. She said -
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The Labor Government believes in people and their aspirations, it believes in policies
which reflect the human and social values of our community and it believes in
providing the economic framework which produces security for all our families ...
The key objective is to create jobs in the private sector so families can look to the
future with confidence. That will be achieved by encouraging private investment.

I know of no businessman in this town who would give an academic the job of running a
business without his having any experience of that kind. This is what has happened in
Western Australia in the biggest business in this State. An academic is running this State and
she does not know what she is doing.
I refer now to an article by Diana Callander dated 10 February in which she stated -

State Cabinet has failed to act on a comprehensive plan to combat WA's soaring
unemployment rate.
The plan was placed before it by sacked Productivity and Labour Relations Minister
Gavan Troy last June.

Further on it states -

When contacted last night, Mr Troy said he was surprised The West Australian had
the documents.
He said he was disappointed his submissions had not been acted upon but to
implement them now would be more than twice as expensive.

It goes on, and on, and on. A headline in The West Australian on 23 February 1991 stated -
Northern suburbs top teenage jobless list.

The article states -
State Government statistics show the unemployment rate for 15 to 19-year-olds in the
northern suburbs is 35.7 per cent.

Welcome to Labor and its policies and welcome to poverty because that is what we get with
socialist Governments. That is what we get when we employ Labor Governments. Thai has
not changed in Australia in 100 years and it is not going to change now. When I doorknock
in my electorate no longer do I see only the sign, "No hawkers or religious callers"; now the
sign includes, "No Labor politicians wanted here". It is on every door. I do not even have to
say now that I amn not with the Labor Party because the people know it when I knock on their
doors. They know because no Labor politician would dare knock on anyone's door.
Members opposite are not even knocking on doors in the Geraldton electorate because they
are ashamed of who they are.

Amendment to Motion
Mr SHAVE: I move -

To add to the Address-in-Reply, the following -

But this House regrets to informa Your Excellency that the Government has
failed in its responsibility to stimulate and create economic growth in Western
Australia and the Government's policies have caused record levels of
bankruptcies and a massive rising level of unemployment.

MR FRED TUBBY (Roleystone) [11.18 am]: I second the amendment. I congratulate the
members for Belmont, Fremantle and Kenwick on their elevation to the Ministry. For the
sake of Western Australia, I hope they make a valuable contribution to the Executive
Government of our State. Also for the sake of Western Australia, I hope their tenure is only
for the next two years.
Mr Clarko: Maximum.
Mr FRED TUBBY: Yes, maximum. I also thank Jeff Canr for his 17 year contribution to
this State. He was well liked and respected in his electorate of Geraltiton and, through his
personal following, managed to hold onto that seat in two very vital general elections.
During my three years in this place I have had a few dealings with him and always found him
to be a very quiet anid competent performer in his portfolio areas which he knew very well. I
wish him and his family the very best in their lives after politics.
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I now turn to t amendment to the Address-in-Reply so ably moved by the member for
Melville. The member for Melville did an excellent job of highlighting some of the taxes
and charges that are crippling small business. Over the past two years there have been
increases in financial institutions duty, bank account debit tax, stamp duty and payroll tax.
At a time when the economy is declining small business needs assistance, not increased
charges. It is ridiculous that a small business can be charged $4 000 in water rates for a tap
which it does not even use. Some small businesses are paying water rates even though they
do not have water connected to their premises and they pay a bond which is equivalent to
two months' rent to have the power connected. Only yesterday the member for Nedlands
referred to a small business which was forced to pay $7 000 for a power connection which it
required to operate a coffee bar. These charges are crippling small businesses.
Yesterday we saw hypocrisy of the highest degree when the Minister for Microeconomic
Reform, who should be trying to create opportunities for small business, introduced a Bill
into this House to charge interest on overdue accounts over $1 000. We can only assume that
the small businesses which pay 57 000 in bond moneys pay $3 500 in rent each month. The
high fliers will not be the only people who will have to pay interest on overdue accounts - all
small businesses will be penalised. The Minister should have introduced a Bill like the one I
gave notice of this morning.
Mr Catania: What is your background in small business?.
Mr FRED TUB BY: If the member wants to make a speech he can make it in his own time.
The Bill I will introduce will ensure that Government departments and agencies pay their
accounts within 30 days and if they fail to do so they will pay interest on those accounts. In
the shont time available to me I will give one example of what happened to a small
businessman I know who contracted to install firebreaks for Homeswest in November last
year. Of course, firebreaks have to be put in by a certain date. The contract was a reasonable
sized contract totalling $9 000. HI-s employees carried out the work and he paid them for
what they had done. The contractor sent his account to Homeswest before the specified date,
but it was not paid. The following month he sent another account, but he still did not receive
payment. In early January he camne to my office and told me that he had waited two months
for payment by Homeswesc, but to no avail. I contacted I-omeswesr on his behalf and I was
told there had been a problem with the work that had been undertaken and a request was
made for the contractor to redo some of the firebreaks. Grass does have a tendency to grow
in two months, but the contactor carried out Homeswest's request. He sent to Homeswest a
copy of the account requesting payment arnd in February he came back to my office and said
that he had still not been paid. At the beginning of March the same thing happened and I
wrote to the Minister for Housing. The contractor was finally paid 60 per cent of the account
only. Homeswest retained 40 per cent because it had carried out another inspection, four
months after the work had been done, and found that grass had grown on the firebreaks. The
original contract was to put in the firebreaks, not to maintain them. To this day the
contractor who completed the work in November last year in good faith is still owed
40 pc;r cent of the contract price.
The Minister for Microeconomic Reform should be introducing reforms to make sure that
Government departments pay their accounts by the due dare. Small business cannot be
expected to carry this Government - it is having severe financial problems of its own. After
all, these people have been faced with an increase in taxes and charges and they should not
have to wait months for the Government to pay its accounts. The Bill the Minister
introduced should have addressed this problem because the Government is crippling small
business, not helping it.
Many small businesses are trying to get started in this State. Only this morning there was an
article in the newspaper about a fellow who wants to open a soap manufacturing business.
For 18 months he has been given the run around by every Government department that could
possibly have anything to do with the manufacturing of soap. It is absolutely ridiculous.
What bank, after authorising a loan for a person to open a business, will carry through that
loan and guarantees for 18 months while the person is trying to get the business off the
ground? How on earth can small business get off the ground in this State with increasing
overheads and bureaucrats trying to stop them at every turn?
I make the point that I am trying to persuade the Government to stop a small business which
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is operating in my electorate. I have written to the Minister for the Environment and to the
Minister for Planning requesting them to use their expertise in red rape to stop an obnoxious
business which is carting spring water down a dangerous road. The water is from a spring
which feeds into brooks and that water is used by people in my electorate because they do
not have access to the metropolitan water supply. This is an example where the Government
can use its expertise in red tape to stop a business of this nature. Instead the Government
tried to stop a soap manufacturing business which will employ people from getting off the
ground.
Dr Gallop: Where is the soap factory?
Mr FRED TUBBY. This person wants to open a soap factory at Midvale, but every time he
is about to be granted approval another Government department or bureaucrat puts red tape
in his way. The Minister for soap factories finally stepped in and within two hours the
business was approved.
Dr Gallop: That is good.
Mr FRED TUBBY: It took 18 months to get to that stage.
I tun now to motor vehicle dealers. The Minister for Consumer Affairs has given notice that
she will introduce a Bill which will cripple motor vehicle dealers in this State. She should be
helping small business, not hindering it. Motor vehicle dealers are facing tough times
because people do not have money to buy cars. However, under the legislation die Minister
has the power to instruct inspectors to visit used car yards and to put stickers on those
vehicles which are not roadworthy. I do not disagree with that.
Mr Catania: What are you complaining about?
Mr FRED TUB BY: If the member keeps quiet I will tell him.
Some people are operating illegal car sale yards on their properties. The registered car
dealers are prepared to comply with the legislation, but when they tell the inspector that if he
goes a few houses down he will find half a dozen unroadworthy cars in a backyard which an
unlicensed dealer advertises every weekend, the inspector says that he is not authorised to go
onto that person's property to inspect the vehicles. If we are to have a system of liceiising,
the licensed car dealers should not be crucified when the unlicensed car dealers are getting
away with illegal operations. These people are advertising vehicles in the weekend papers
and even though the vehicles are unroadworthy no-one is inspecting them. There is a simple
solution which has been presented to the Minister for Consumer Affairs previously, but she is
too ignorant to recognise it. She should notify the newspapers that they should not accept
any advertisement for the sale of used vehicles if the vehicle registration numbers are not
provided. The police know who those dealers are but can do nothing about them at the
moment. If it were mandatory for vehicle registration numbers to be included, the police
could check thie vehicles advertised for sale by the backyard dealers in the weekend
newspapers. If any were not owned by the person they could immediately take action. At
the moment they are unable to take appropriate action because it is not necessary for private
citizens advertising used vehicles for sale to include the registration numbers of the vehicles.
If the police could carry out these checks, it would reduce the number of unroadworthy
vehicles on the road and get rid of the unlicensed backyard dealers who are encroaching on
small businesses which have huge overheads.
Mr Pearce: Is that a significant matter affecting the economy of this State?
Mr FRED TUBBY: It certainly is. It will help small business people.
Mr Pearce: What has this amendment to do with that subject?
Mr FRED TUBBY: The Government should use its legislation to support small business
rather than hinder it.
Yesterday I asked the Minister for Consumer Affairs a question about the Finance Brokers'
Supervisory Board- It has not been constituted for the past six months, and people waiting
for finance brokens' licences have been unable to obtain them. Small businesses wanting to
get off the ground cannot do so because the Minister for Consumer Affairs has sat on her
hands for six months and has not made the necessary appointments to that board- I do not
care if she has all the excuses in the world and tries to blame people in the industry. She is
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good at blaming other people for her mistakes, but the buck stops with her. The Minister is
responsible for administering that legislation, she is failing to do so, and small businesses are
suffering as a result. This Government is taxing and charging, and it is tying up businesses in
red tape rather than helping them.
A further problem arises in connection with the supply of industrial land in the Forrestdale
industrial park situated in the electorate of Armadale. What a ridiculous situation! Just
before the 1989 election we were told that it would be in operation and blocks would be
available for sale by the end of 1989. That announcement was made with great fanfare and
much publicity. No further progress was made. In October 1989 when the Government got
itself into difficulties with the then Premier another announcement was made with a great
deal of fanfare about the large industries that would move into that industrial area as soon as
it was established. What has happened since? Nothing has happened.
Mr Pearce: What has this to do with the economy?
Mr FRED TUBBY: It has everything to do with small business and the fact that the
Government is not providing any industrial land.
Mr Pearce: The amendment refers to economic growth and stimulating the economy.
Mr FRED TUBBY: What does the Leader of the House think this is about? To get the
economy on its feet it is necessary to stimulate small business and in order to do that the
Government must provide suitable industrial land. The Deputy Premier and the Minister for
Consumer Affairs decided to speak to people involved in that development in January last
year.
Mrs Henderson: What do you know about that; you were not there?
Mr FRED TUBBY: No. I was away at the time. What did the Minister say to those people?
She said that she sympathised with them and that the Government would get the project
moving because it was a ridiculous situation. What has happened? We are now in the year
1991, more than two years since the first announcement, and still nothing has happened. The
Government is not governing. It is so worried about having enough numbers on that side of
the House to stay in power that it has forgotten why it was elected in the first place. It is in
office to govern the State and to make sure the economy is such that private enterprise ca
flourish. If private enterprise does not flourish the Government will not collect the taxes and
charges it needs to provide education and the other things that must be available to the
community.
Mr Taylor: Where do you stand in relation to the proposed two heavy industry sites north of
Perth? You have been silent on that issue.
Mr FRED TIJBBY: That issue is not within my portfolio, but I will tell the Deputy Premier
where I stand personally. I will not give my party's position. I do not disagree with the
proposal but, by the same token, why does the Government not consider development at
Northam, the Pilbara or Geraltiton? I am aware that Qakajee, near Geraltiton is being
proposed for development as industrial land. Why not also consider Bunbury? Why must
everything be done in the metropolitan area? Why does every person in this State want to
live on the banks of the Swan River? There are many areas in this State in which people can
live, but first the Government must introduce industries into those areas to provide
employment opportunities. The Government must provide cheap industrial sites and power
outside the metropolitan area to attract people to those places, because they would sooner be
employed outside the metropolitan area than unemployed in Perth.
Mr Pearce: Where will the cheap power come from?

Mr FRED TUJBBY: From privatising the power stations. The Government should have the
courage to do what the former Minister for Fuel and Energy wanted to do. No-one would
help him and he became so frustrated with his colleagues that he left the Parliament. The
Government members did not like what he was saying, so they chopped him off and he left
the Parliament.
Mr Catania: What are your suggestdons for helping small business?
Mr FRED TUBBY: The Government should dispense with payroll tax and reduce
bureaucratic interference in small business. The Liberal Party has said it will get rid of
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payroll tax and reduce bureaucratic interference by 25 per cent every year in its first term of
office. It was done in Canada and it could also be done in this Stare. Thai action by the
Canadian Government stimulated small business and it flourished as never before. Exactly
the same can be done in this State. The Government must decide what legislation, is
important and what legislation is a load of rubbish and nothing more than a fundra 4ing
exercise which allows further interference in business activities, If certain legislation or
procedures are ineffective they should be got rid of. Since the Finance Brokers' Supervisory
Board has not operated for the past six months, perhaps that is an indication that it is of no
use and should be got rid of. Perhaps it is not necessary to charge for finance brokers'
licences if the system has been operating for six months without the board. A great deal of
bureaucratic interference is allowed which is unnecessary.
Mr Taylor: How will you regulate these areas?
Mr FRED TIUBBY: We must decide what needs to be regulated in the best interests of the
community. All the Government needs is the will and the guts to take action similar to that
taken in Canada. It must have the courage to adopt that course. The Government has failed.
The electorate recognises that the Government has failed. The Opposition does not need a
small business policy to go into the next election as small business proprietors are flocking to
the Opposition in droves because the Government has crucified them. For as long as the
Minister for Consumer Affairs remains in office we shall continue winning more votes from
small business people every day of the week. She is a de facto Minister against small
business.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Deputy Premier) [11.38 am]: What an extraordinary
situation! Firstly, the member for Applecross did not have time to move the amendment;
secondly, the member for Melville did not talk about the amendment he was about to move;
and, finally, the member for Roleystone totally failed to address the issue on which the
amendment was moved. How serious are members of the Opposition about the issues facing
business in Western Australia when they talk the sort of nonsense they did this morning? I
will not repeat the comments I made yesterday about payroll tax in reply to the Leader of the
National Party. The Opposition is kidding businesses when it says, as it did in its draft smnal]
business policy document, that it will dispense with 10 per cent of payroll tax a year and the
revenue of $50 million. It has not analysed how it will be done since it has not addressed the
issue. I issued a comment the other day, in which members opposite are obviously not
interested, stating that the value of mineral production alone in Western Australia in the past
year or so increased by 30 per cent and is now over $10 billion a year in this State. The other
interesting statistic we came up with through the Small Business Development Corporation is
that in the 1989-1990 financial year the number of self employed people and employers in
the small business area grew by almost 20 per cent, which is almost twice the national
avenage. That is the sort of growth we are seeing in the small business sector in Western
Australia. The number of business name registrations continues to rise rapidly in this State,
and I am pleased that that is the case, but [ do not put aside the sorts of difficulties that
people in small business are facing today. If members opposite want to do the best for
Western Australia instead of talking down the State, as they have a wont to do - and not only
in Western Australia but also elsewhere - they should get out there and talk about the good
and positive things that are happening in Western Australia, some of which I will refer to
now.
First, the resource area. I had a meeting this morning with the joint venturers involved in
WAPET's Gorgon gasfield about Barrow Island. These people are preparing to go out to the
world and sell another gas project at least equivalent in size to the North West Shelf, if it gets
off the ground. That is good for Western Australia, which has the sorts of oil, gas and
condensate resources that the rest of the world wants. Members opposite should not go
around or out of Western Australia and run down the State as they have a greater
responsibility than that to the State. One would hope that project would get off the ground. I
will do everything I can to see that happens.
New investments in iron ore mining involving $600 million worth of projects are either
committed or expected to go ahead this year. New investments in mineral sands mining will
amount to about $200 million, which is committed. At least five major oil and gas projects,
when finally approved, will represent an investment of about $1.3 billion in this State. One
of those major projects is the Cossack field off the North West Shelf. I ani fairly certain that
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the Woodside partners will make a decision in the near future to exploit that field. The year
1992 will see Western Australia as the biggest oil producing State in Australia. That will be
good for the State. Perhaps I should arrange for some Opposition people to be briefed on
these matters so that they can talk about the positive things that are happening in Western
Australia because it is important to do that.
I will give some examples of the sorts of projects either under way or about to be committed
in this State as it is important to do this. I will go through a number of projects that have
been committed in the past few months. Firstly, the Wagerup Refinery expansion by Alcoa.
That refinery expansion will cost about $300 million. The local content of that project will
be 85 per cent. On site employment will peak at about 850 jobs. That is important for
Western Australia. It will create additional export income to Western Australia of over
$200 million a year. a major expansion for Alcoa. Secondly, the Yandicoogina mine, which
I hope BHP will announce in the near future, is to go ahead. That involves an investment of
about $100 million, major construction and permanent jobs. The mine that will bring in an
export income of $125 million a year from the 5.5 million tonnes of product exported.
Thirdly, the Jangardup mineral sands project in the south west which when it gets under way
for Cable Sands (W.A.) Pty Ltd will involve expenditure of $40 to $50 million, most of it in
Western Australia and employing Western Australians. That will also be a significant export
income earner.
Mr Fred Tubby: I do not disagree. Those projects would have gone ahead, anyway.
Mr TAYLOR: The member cannot say that. Those projects go ahead because the people
involved, with the assistance and the championing of people in Government, make sure they
get off the ground. That is why I have recently set up a major projects ministerial council. It
was my view that the sorts of projects that are going or are about to be committed sometimes
find it tough to deal with Government. We will unblock the system so that they can get
through it. If, for instance, they are having problems with roads or power, the senior
Ministers involved in those areas will be able to sit down with them and say, "This is the
decision the Government is making in relation to that issue so far as the project is
concerned." These ar the sorts of things Governments have to do to make things happen. It
is neither appropriate nor correct to say, in relation to developments in Western Australia and
the creation of jobs, that we are sitting on our hands, as that is not the case.
Mr Fred Tubby: All the things that flow from that, all the support industries and all the
contracting businesses, are mainly small to medium sized.
Mr TAYLOR: That is correct.
Mr Fred Tubby: I am saying that you are not addressing the issues to get those small to
medium businesses to the point where they can operate efficiently and viably and get set up.
When those companies want something they will go overseas because we do not have the
wherewithal to do things here, or the Government encouragement through cheap industrial
land and all the other ways I have raised that they can get that flow on.
Mr TAYLOR: I will give some examples that prove the member wrong. There are good
examples in Western Australia of small and medium businesses that are not only doing
reasonably well in these tough times but are proving that they are able to export to the world
and be competitive outside Western Australia. The other day I launched for George Moss
Ltd (Gemco) its rail flaw detection vehicle which is being exported to one of the major
Japanese rail utilities. The vehicle costs $2.5 million. It is the latest in technology and will
save the railway utility in Japan an enormous amount of money in detecting flawed rails.
Those cars have been exported to China, Malaysia, I think Hong Kong, and lately to Japan.
The rest of the Japanese railway networks are looking and asking how it will operate in
Japan. I am sure it will operate well. That vehicle was developed and built here in Western
Australia and it involves an industry that has a lot going for it. That is smart business. Those
people are doing the right thing.
We have a computer industry in Western Australia which, from the point of view of both
hardware and software, is up with the computer industry almost anywhere in the world. We
would not have the sorts of quality mining processes we already have in Western Australia
without the enormous developments that have come from the computer industry in this State.
People in this State are developing programs and hardware that make the mining industry in
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this Stare much more efficient and effective. Not a lot is heard about that. We should be
going out and singing the praises of these people and saying in relation to these sorts of
companies that they are doing the right thing.
Another example is that I went the other day to the Wangara. industrial area where I opened a
large, new business for Austral Insulation which has recently developed, in association with
BHP, a new building product covering great spans of metal and its insulation which clips
together to make enormous factories appropriately insulated. That product is now being
exported throughout the world. They are putting cold stores and the like together for people
in China, Sweden, Thailand and the rest of the world. It is enormously successful.
Mr Fred Tubby: They have overcome insurmountable problems to get there. Not all
businesses get there.
Mr TAYLOR: They are not saying, "We have to overcome insurmountable odds." They are
saying, "We can get out there and get it done." The manager of that factory was so
determined to get out and get it done that he has made about 65 business trips to China in the
past 10 years or so. That is the sort of commitment which people are prepared to make to see
the results get up on the board.
Mr Fred Tubby: What about the clothing manufacturer who towards the end of last year
wanted to expand his operations? This State lost 300 jobs because -

Mr TAYLOR: Some of the people associated with that project are engaged in another
business in the northern suburbs which is also manufacturing clothing, particularly uniforms
and the like, so a lot of people have managed to get back their jobs in that area. Last week I
visited another clothing manufacturer, Burley-Sekem Pty Ltd, which is the official supplier
to the Australian Football League and manufactures football jumpers and a new line of rugby
tops. That company now has an enormous number of orders coming in. A criticism was
made the other day that an order for shirts for the Police Force had gone to China. Burley-
Sekem is now producing the brown and blue jumpers which police officers wear. That
manufacturer won that contract against the best of competition, and while I was visiting the
factory they were making those jumpers. We should pat people like that on the back and tell
them they are the sorts of champions to whom people should be looking and where we are
going as a State. If Opposition members continue to focus on the negatives they wiUl not
provide people with the right type of success ideals to which they should look.
Recently the Government announced that it would extend to 1997 the Wood Chipping
Industry Agreement Act which was negotiated in 1990, to indicate firmly the Government's
determination to see that industry continue in Western Australia. We do not need the
resources security legislation which the Commonwealth is tailking about in the Eastern States
because we are able to provide for the same thing ourselves under various agreement Acts.
The people associated with that industry know that they can continue their operations
through to 1997, and that after that time we MUl be looking at the situation where they will
get their woodchips from thinnings, regrowth and plantation forestry. Yesterday the Minister
for the Environment gave members an indication of the success of plantation forestry in
Western Australia and of its importance to the future of the State. A few days ago I
mentioned the determination of the people involved with the River House Group to get a
cereal straw project off the ground in Moora. I hope that some Opposition members wiUl see
those people and talk to them about that project.
Mr Fred Tubby: It was our idea in the first place.
Mr TAYLOR: I do not care whose idea it was and who claims credit for it as long as it gets
off the ground.
Mr Court: We will send you the prospectus and you can put your money where your mouth
is!
Mr TAYLOR: I am not inclined to do that but I am inclined to give them a great deal of
support.
Another person who deserves our support is the inventor who developed the Arbortech wood
carver. That brilliant invention is now being sold to people in the rest of the world. I met
with that fellow the other day. He was off to Europe to pursue new markets for his
invention. He can hardly keep up with the demand, and he is determined to see that product
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continue to be manufactured in Western Australia because not only is Western Australia a
goad place in which to live but it is also, in his view, a goad place to do business. The
Austissue Pty Ltd plant has been an enormous success and has received a lot of support, even
from Opposition members. That company has made a huge capital investment to ensure that
in Western Australia we have a plant which is capable of dealing with some of the waste
paper products which are of concern to the Government and to other people. Biotechnology
is another area which we are determined will be successful in Western Australia. The
Campbell Environmental group is conducting environmental work in Western Australia
which leads the rest of the world. We must encourage those companies to get on with their
job. They are prepared to conduct their operations in Western Australia, and I as the
Minister responsible am prepared to say to those people that we are prepared to look at the
types of advantages which they should be given.
One of those advantages is the supply of land. The member for Roleystone mentioned the
importance of indusr al land development in Western Australia. I know where he stands in
respect of the propr a! heavy industry site north of Perth. I am still not sure where the
Opposition stands. I think the Opposition would rather sit on the fence than take a stand on
these sorts of issues. We must focus on providing new heavy industry sites in Western
Austr.-lia. I am pleased to see that the member for Roleystone and I appear to be of one mind
in our attitude to that issue. People in the metropolitan area are saying to us that they are not
sure whether they want heavy industry in their area. People in regional centres, such as
Bunbury, Kalgoorlie, Cieraldton, Northam and the Pilbara, are saying to us that they want
heavy industry in their communities. We have a coincidence of thought in the sense of some
people saying they are not sure whether they want heavy industry and others welcoming it
with open arms. That provides an opportunity for the Government to say that is exactly what
it will do. We currently have studies under way in relation to Kemerton, the Port of
Bunbury, Northami, Kalgoorlie and Geraldton, and work is also being done in relation to the
Pilbara. Each of those areas is being addressed properly, and I believe will be addressed
successfully, with the cooperation of the people in those areas.
Mr Fred Tubby: Do you think that will be done in the next two years? We would like that
land ready for us when we get into Government.
Mr TAYLOR: Members opposite will not be in Government. I heard members opposite say
exactly the same thing in 1985 and 1988. Members opposite will be proved wrong because
the member for Roleystone would know, as would some other members on his side, that
there is nothing better than going into battle as the underdog, and we feel very comfortable in
that position as far as politics is concerned in Western Australia. Members opposite are very
cocky and over-confident They are still not offering anything to the people of Western
Australia. Members opposite come in here and make the same speeches which they have
been making year in and year out about the same issues. Members opposite come up with
policy documents, such as their policy document on small business, which are three or four
pages long, with no in-depth consideration.
Mr Fred Tubby: They are to the point - no waffle or rhetoric.
Mr TAYLOR: Each point has a couple of lines to it, but no thought and no consideration has
been given to the issues because members opposite are unable to properly address the issues.
The member for Nedlands wanders around the State saying the Opposition will do wonderful
things in this or that regional centre, yet his attention appears to be focused entirely on issues
associated with the Pilbara and he never tells us how he will create an additional 30 000 jobs,
except by adopting the cargo cult mentality of saying we will put a power station theme and
everything will happen. He will have to do better than that if he wants to convince people
that he is serious about these issues. People in the Liberal Party must come forward with
proper policies and documentation.
Mr Court: Tell us about your PICL project.
Mr TAYLOR: If!I had time I would also tell the member for Nedlands that we are now
putting together a major study group to look at the development of iron and steel industries in
Western Australia. I am sure the member for Nedlands would be pleased that CRA is
making a decision about that issue. Our record on industrial development in Western
Australia during the time we have been in Government exceeds by far anything the
Opposition was able to do when in Government, and we will continue to do better than the
Opposition.
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MR KIIERATH (Riverton) [11.58 am]: The amendment to the Address-in-Reply is
basically in two parts. It points out, frst, that the Government has failed in its responsibility
to stimulate and create economic growth; second, that its policies have caused record levels
of bankruptcies and a massive increase in the level of unemploynmentL My colleague the
member for Roleystone has talked about small business and bankruptcies; I will confine the
majority of my remarks to the level of unemployment. The Governor said in his Speech chat
"The opening of this Parliament occurs at a time when international economic forces and
national action to address them have led to a recession and an increase in unemployment".
The Government is trying to lay the blame on international affairs; anything other than itself.
The Government also tried to blame die Federal Government for the major problems we are
facing.
When we look at the unemployment figures for Western Australia, we see that the
unemployment rate is 9.8 per cent. Compare that with the rest of Australia. We have heard
proud boasts from members opposite that Western Australia was one of the best States in
Australia. I have news; it is official: We are the worst State in Australia We were at least
running second worst - Tasmania was worse than us - but the latest figures for February
show Tasmania as 9.6 per cent and Western Australia 9.8 per cent.
Mr Clarko: Is that not incredible? We are below Tasmania. Tasmania has traditional
problems with a small population.
Mr KIERATH: That is correct. Tasmania traditionally has inherent problems. Traditionally
it has been the worst. Now we are worse than Tasmania with 9.8 per cent. Ours is the worst
record of any State in Australia. It is interesting to examine the figures. Do members know
what the best State was? It was New South Wales. The rate in New South Wales is
7.7 per cent.
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: I am just coming to that. That is two per cent up. Perhaps New South
Wales is actually addressing its problems instead of talking about them and never doing
anything. Perhaps New South Wales has some policies. What sont of Government is there in
New South Wales? It is the Greiner Liberal Government. I have been in this place for two
years and I have heard nothing from the other side but continual bucketing of the Greiner
Liberal Government in New South Wales.
Mr Trenorden: There are a few Nationals there.
Mr IGERATH: Sorry, it is a coalition Government; my apologies. In New South Wales, on
winning Government, that coalition Government had to make some hard decisions. It had to
look at some of the hard issues and tackle them head on. It did. That Government was
roundly criticised by various people on the other side every time it made a decision which
was not popular. Members opposite have taken every opportunity they can to bucket that
Government. New South Wales was one of the States with the worst unemployment figures.
Now it is the best by far. The next best is Victoria, with 8.4 per cent. New South Wales is
0.7 per cent better than its closest rival. We should compare that figure with Western
Australia's. We have heard the Deputy Premier say how many good resource projects we
have. We do have them, but that makes the position even worse. We are blessed with
natural resources. We have been developing them. Compare us with the rest of Australia,
and we are an absolute disaster. It does not stop there. That 9.8 per cent represents 82 000
Western Australians. Do members opposite realise that 82 000 people in Western Australia
are looking for work and cannot find it? What do members opposite have to say to those
people?
Mrs Henderson: Have you seen the figures when you were in Government?
Mr IERATH: I knew, as sure as I was standing here, that somebody would tell me about
those figures. I will come to that in a moment because I am well prepared. I knew that the
Minister of all people would open her mouth and put her foot in it. We did not have 82 000
people out of work; our largest number was something like 48 000. Th1e Minister cannot tell
me that our population has grown by that much.
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: Let us have a look at youth unemployment. Youth unemployment is now
26.7 per cent.
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Mrs Henderson: What was it in 1982?
Mr KIERATH: It is now 26.7 per cent. That is one in four.
Mrs Henderson: It was 32 per cent.
Mr KIERATH: It was 31, but I shall come to that in a moment.
Mrs Henderson: It was 31.8 per cent.
Mr KIERATH: In Western Australia we have one in four young people unemployed. At the
time when our Government was in power Federally we tried to say it was because of
economic conditions, but I have heard members opposite here, even in the last two years, go
back to that year and try to blame it on the previous Liberal Government. Whenever this
Government has a problem it tries to blame it on the previous Liberal Government. This
Government has been in power for eight years and it cannot do that any more. This
Government must stand up and take the rubbishing for its own actions. It must accept full
responsibility. It cannot blame us. Those days are finished. Members opposite are standing
there to be judged by the people, and they are being judged in the worst possible way
because this Government's record is abysmal.
Traditionally the reputation of Labor Governments as economic managers has been poor. In
fact it has been worse than poor; it has been pathetic. However, when the 1980s came along,
some people out there were fooled by members opposite. They thought that this mob and the
Federal mob might be able to do something better. They were fooled by that facade of
respectability.
Mrs Henderson: Ame you saying the public were fools?
Mr KIERATH: No, members opposite are the fools. They tried to fool the public. The
public is now seeing the results, or more importantly, the lack of action on the part of this
Government. They are seeing it, they are feeling it and they are experiencing it. People out
there are hurting, and they are hurting badly. I have heard members speak about going out
and talking to the people. I do. This Government will be condemned by its actions because
people now are hurting and they expected better. They have listened to the rhetoric, they
have listened to the talk, and they want to see some action.
What was the lowest level of youth unemployment while this Government has been in
power?
Mrs Henderson: It came down from 32 per cent.
Mr KIERATH: What is the best figure for this Government? It was nine per cent. We are
now at 27 per cent. That is a 300 per cent increase. Members opposite cannot blame that on
us. What are they doing about it? This Government is doing absolutely nothing. It is going
about and talking, but there is never any action. Youth unemployment is at the stage where
one in four simply cannot find a job. Unfortunately that is the 15 to 19 age group. It is also
the age group for which people expect the community and the Government as a whole at
least to provide work. These days they come to me and they say, "We are not even woried
about what type of work; we just need work." They are out there, they cannot find work, and
they are hurting.
Mr Fred Tubby: They can't even go back to school.
Mr KIERATH: That is a very good point. What did this Government do with the TAFE
budget? In the Budget debate last year I pointed this out to the then Minister~ he has had the
axe. We warned him months before - around November or December - that he would get
the chop, the member for Fremantle was moving in and his head was on the block. The only
sad thing is that he did not listen to us. He should have listened to what we had to say then.
To return to the point of unemployment, I have a graph which I would like incorporated in
Hansard.
[The material in appendix A was incorporated by leave of the House.]
[See p 400.1
Mr KIERATH: When members look at that graph they can see that there was a peak. I give
credit where credit is due; there was a general decline. One of the big problems is that that
increase in unemployment was basically brought about by increasing community services in
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the service sectors of industry. Those are not the wealth creators. When we examine the
manufacturing, agricultural and industrial sectors we Will find that they have not grown a: the
same rate. Unemployment in this country has been generated by the community services and
the service sector, not wealth creating industries. It is important to remember that.
Turning to the statistics, at this period last year from January to February there was actually a
decline. The figure for January was 7.3 per cent and for February it was seven per cent. This
year the January figure was 9.3 per cent, and the February figure was 9.8 per cent. We are
going against seasonal trends; the unemployment levels should have been decreasing not
increasing; that is, the problem is twice as bad as we suspected-
I turn now to the comments on unemployment by various Ministers. On 8 February 1990 the
then Minister for Employment and Training stated in a Press release -

This increase in jobseekers is occurring at a time when job vacancies have been
falling steadily over a number of months ...

And further on -
The number of people employed in WA fell by 4 400 over the month. Mr Troy said
WA had experienced record job growth over a long period.

That is important. He went on to say -
We are coming from a very high base, so the effect tends to be amplified.. .

That was in February 1990 when the figure was falling. Further on Mr Tray stated that
teenage unemployment rose from 16.8 per cent in December to 17.9 per cent. In July 1990
the then acting Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations, Mrs Beggs, stated -

Western Australia's unemployment rate rose from 7.4 per cent to 7.7 per cent l ast
month, despite a decrease in the number of teenagers out of work.

She went on to blame that on the Federal Government as follows -

It is time the Federal Government recognised that its policies are hurting some States
more than others, and took action to try to ease this situation ...
It had a clear opportunity to counter some of the difficulties being experienced in WA
with the submarinecontract ...

Do members recall that contract; that is, the one that would solve all our ills? That was
another broken promise. On I1I January 1990 the then acting Minister for Employment and
Training stated that Western Australia had experienced record job growth over the past two
years and said that the 6.6 per cent unemployment rate compared with 5.5 per cent the
previous November. The unemployment rate between November 1989 and February 1991 -
that is, 16 months - moved from 5.5 per cent to 9.8 per cent. How is that for a record? It
follows from the statement by the Government that this State would have a future it could
believe in.
On 19 January the acting Minister for Employment and Training stated in a Press release -

West Australian schools leavers will find it easier to get jobs this year than their
counterparts in other Australian States ...

Can members imagine that? Western Australia now has the worst record of any Australian
State - so much for that promise?
Mr Gordon Hill: What about inflation and population growth?
Mr KIERATH:- I have another quote from the same Minister -

the expected downturn in job opportunities would not be as severe in Western
Australia.

We went from being one of the best States to the wonst State. That is what has occurred
under this GovernmenL. The Government will wear that record all the way to the next
election. In another Press release on 6 September 1990 the Minister for Productivity and
Labour Relations stated -

youth unemployment rose to 20.2 per cent in August compared with 15.6 per cent
the previous month.
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That is a very disturbing increase and must be addressed as a priority.
Mr Trenorden: He has done well!
Mr KIERATH: No wonder the Government got rid of him! I would hate to think what he
would have done had we asked him to take his time.
During the Budget debate we pointed out to the Government the stupidity of cutting the
TAFE budget when we knew that all the figures showed a batooning in unemployment
levels. We saw a cut in the TAFE budget of seven per cent in real terms which involved
millions of dollars. Training is a bandaid measure to overcome the shortage of work over the
next couple of years; we support the Government in those endeavours. We stated during the
Budget debate that we would support the increase in money to TAPE but the Government
would not agree.
Mr Clarko: The Minister has made a point about percentage unemployment back in 1981 but
is it not tute that a dramatic change has occurred in the way statistics are put together under a
Labor Government so that people previously unemployed are now in training?
Mr ICIERATH: Exactly, and that is what I said before about levels of employment growth;
the method of recording statistics has changed. The same applies to the presentation of
Budget papers; they are changed so that the Government can hide its poor economic
performance. At this stage I would have thought that a Minister would have asked, "What
would you do?".
Mr Pearce: What are you going to do?
Mr KIERATH: I am glad that the Minister has interjected. We could do a number of things.
Mr Pearce: There are. a number of things you could do, but what are you going to do?
Mr KIERATH: Firstly, we suggest that the Government should study what the New South
Wales Government has done because it has taken over what was the second worst State and
made it the best State in Australia- We would support moves by the Government to study the
New South Wales initiatives. If one wishes to become successful one should study the
people who operate in the best way.
Mr Pearce interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: New South Wales has taken on micro-economic reform measures; it has
tackled the hard decisions -
Mr Pearce interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I would be interested to hear the reply but as a consequence of what
has been happening I could neither hear the person on his feet nor the Minister. I do not
know how that exchange will appear in Hansard but I suggest that it could be covered by a
few dots, dashes and commas.
Mr Pearce: Perhaps by inserting one of my interjections, then an answer, then another
interjection - but mine would make more sense.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: The Minister should at least allow me to commence speaking before he
interjects.
I wish to place certain comments on the record. The Opposition wants the Government to
bring forward capital works. It is time to kick-start the economy.
Mr Pearce: That was Hitler's solution.
Mr KIERATH: That is a stupid answer to these mactens.
Mr Pearce: It is an historical truth. The member is advocating Hidler's solution.
Mr KIERATH: Many people around the world do things that are wrong but they also do
things that are right. I do not agree with what Hitler did. The Government has asked the
Opposition to put forward some initiatives. We have stated that we will support bringing
forward capital works measures. We also believe that if the Government is not prepared to
remove payroll tax it could, by targeting youth, have special payroll tax exemptions to
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encourage industry to take on as many young people as possible. We need to implement
special youth training measures. All the experts agree that the economy will not pick up
dramatically until 12 months have passed so there will be a lull in the economy. We must
take action immediately. Training is the way to get people out of the unemployment queues,
and when the economy picks up those people will be prepared to participate in the work
force and take advantage of the upturn in the economy. We would support chose kinds of
measures. We have done that all along. We put our policies out ahead of rime. We realise
the Government has completely disregarded its responsibilities and is devoid of any
constructive ideas. We must promote our ideas in the public arena. The Deputy Premier has
the gall to suggest that the Opposition does not have any positive measures. We have more
positive measures in mind than the Government has had over the past eight years. That fact
is borne out by the figures.
I strongly support the amendment.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [ 12. 18 pm]: I was privileged to obtain a seat on the bus with
Hon Eric Chariton when he toured the wheatbelt. Primarily, the people we spoke with were
small business people who consistently conveyed the message that they are overtaxed. When
Governments impose taxes in good times they can usually be met, but as the wheel turns and
lack of confidence reaches a crisis, as it has now, many of the businesses cannot survive.
The desperation in which some of the people find themselves and the effect the situation has
on their families and the community is appalling. The response to this crisis by the
Government leaves one cold.
An announcement has been made that interest rates are to be charged on overdue SEC WA
accounts. The Government refuses to accept that that action will penalise the people in
trouble and that the reason they cannot pay their accounts is because they are battling to earn
a dollar. Instead, it puts on a size 10 boot and severely kicks them. It is also appalling that
SECWA can demand a deposit in case companies go broke. No-one else delivering a
service in the market can be asked to be paid in full before delivering a service. That system
is run by the Stare Government and shows it lacks comprehension of what small business is
all about.
Another important issue concerns the employment of apprentices to win State contracts.
That rule was introduced to encourage people to employ apprentices. However, we have
struck a deep recession - some people are talking about a depression - and many firms have
had no option but to release their apprentices as well as many other workers. As a result, the
companies are unable to apply for State contracts That affects sizable companies which
have some substance to them. However, the small businesses are the most affected,
particularly in the rural areas, although many in suburban Western Australia have had to put
off their apprentices and can no longer tender for state contracts. That situation must change
immediately. I do not see a soul looking at me on the Government side. Members should be
paying attention.
Mr Graham: You're too ugly.
Mr TRENORDEN: That might be the case, but the consequence of that action is very ugly
for small businesses- The member for Pilbara, who has fought for those apprentices would
support my stand because it is important that the companies remain viable through difficult
times. At the time these provisions were made the situation warranted them, but the wheel
has turned and they must be removed now, not after the next Budget. All companies must be
able to tender for Government contracts regardless of whether they employ apprentices. The
Government must remember that not many jobs are in the market for most of those
companies.
During the tour of the wheatbelt I found many aspects amazing and could not comprehend
some of them. Moylan in Kellerberrin which has made 220 replica Cobra cars, until a few
days ago, paid luxury tax on its cars. Can members believe the stupidity of a Government
placing a luxury tax on a replica car made in Western Australia ensuring that a small
producer could not sell his car? How dumb can a Government be?
The imposition of payroll tax, particularly the deeming of associated companies by the State
Taxation Department, is causing a great deal of pain, yet the State Taxation Department tells
us an unintentional hiccup is in the Act. Nonetheless, it is still taxing those people because
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they are involved with other companies or with other individuals which in many country
towns occurs almost automatically. When five or six businesses operate in country towns it
is common for a few people involved to be interested in other companies. That situation is
causing them to be levied with payroll tax when that would not normally occur. I drew that
situation to the Government's attention nearly a year ago, but nothing has changed; it has
made no attempt to remove that burden. The situation can be remedied through the
Interpretation Act which clearly provides that unintentional consequences can be waived.
However, the State Taxation Department is taking no notice of the situation while many
small companies have been hit by downturns of 40 to 50 per cent in turnover but must
continue to pay that tax. The situation is unbelievable.
The waterfront is also very important in relation to small business. In Western Australia
50 per cent of businesses in this State are small and many of them have dealings with the
waterfront. During the past three Or four days many people have asked what can be done
about the situation and they continue to point to the Federal Government. However, the
State Government should deal with the waterfront now - today is the time to take action.
The waterfront should be stormed just like the Bastille. The State's producers should go to
the waterfront and throw out people like the port authority.
Dr Gallop: That is a disgraceful comment.
Mr TRENORDEN: The day has come. Since the Second World War the waterfront has
become a monopoly.
Mr Court: Does the Minister support the military running the airlines?
Mr TRENORDEN: The Prime Minister sent the armed forces to assist the airlines during the
pilots' strike and I heard him saying on the radio yesterday that he was proud of what he did
for the airline people. We can use the same scenario. In the 1991 Budget Program
Statements one of the planned achievements was an annual benefit of $620 million nationally
from successful reform. It showed $100 million was allocated to Western Australia and said
that an operations issue of the State Ports Task Force included reducing truck queues at
Fremantle. Small business operators who wait for four or five hours to enter the port are in
those truck queues. The reforms provide a potential saving of $3 million to $4 million per
annum in Western Australia. The introduction of electronic technology at ports to replace
paperwork will save three to five per cent of the value of the goods handled.
Another interesting statistic was supplied to me by the Federal Leader of the National Party:
The number of pieces of paper required to move one container through the Melbourne wharf
is between 103 and 107. The number of containers handled by the Swanson dock annually is
50 000, and, according to David White, the State Minister for Transport in Victoria, a similar
wharf in Singapore can handle 500 000 containers. It is estimated that the Port of Melbourne
is 20 per cent as efficient as the Port of Singapore. Who is paying for that? The average
down time for the Port of Melbourne, due to a lack of organisation, is three to five hours.
Therefore, small businessmen are lining up to enter these wharves waiting for the people
behind a protective sceen to get their act together-
Mr Grahanm: What do you do about it?
Mr TRENORDEN: Move in and throw them all out! Once we took control, we would
contract the wharf 0111 Some interesting statistics were revealed in a debate in this place in
1987 regarding the painters and dockers at the Port of Fremantle. At that time 31 painters
and dockers were registered at the Port of Fremantle. At the moment 28 such people are
employed, which is a 10 per cent improvement. The idle time in April and May in 1987 was
90 per cent; the idle time from April to December 1986 was 70 per cent. At that time the
average available daily strength was 22 workers. However, in the period from April to
December in 1987 the avenage number of people who were sick was 3.5 persons and the
number of people employed during that period was 7.8. The number of people on
compensation was half the number of the people working! Of the work force, 70 per cent
were idle. We are paying for this system through fees, such as service charges, guarantees of
earnings, the annual leave account and the long service leave account. This resulted in
$20.12 in levies -an hour!
Mr Court: Do you remember the case at Wittenoom at which the workers had guaranteed
minimum hours and when BHP shipped out; the wharies were upset because that would
upset their other jobs?
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Mr TRENORDEN: Nothing has changed on the waterfront. I heard Mr Keating on an ABC
radio program stating that we were two years into a three year program of waterfront
reforms. He said that this was excellent. The reporter asked him how many people have lost
their jobs, and Mr Keating replied that no-one had lost his job but that it would happen in the
future. We cannot wait any longer.
Mr Court: They are paying them to be redundant and they will bring in a new generation
who will also be paid to be redundant.
Mr TRENORDEN: Precisely! I could run through the figures ad infinitumn. The cost of
these inefficiencies to importers is in excess of half a billion dollars. Who pays those bills?
These goods come through our ports as imports so we are adding a burden to the consumer.
This is a ludicrous situation with our balance of payments!
Mr Gordon Hill: Are you aware of the recent changes in the system?
Mr TRENORDEN: There have been no recent changes. One could fill a container, which
takes so long to move through the ports, with the reports which the Federal and State
Governments have compiled. These Governments are making more reports because they
have no intention of reforming the waterfront. We see report after report and inquiry after
inquiry because they are desperate to protect their mates on the waterfront!
Mir Gordon Hill: Do you want the truth? One of the agreements reached was that the work
force of 5 000 on the waterfront Australia-wide will be reduced by 1 500 over the next
12 months, and productivity will be increased at the same time.
Mr TRENORDEN: These agreements have been reached! There have been no changes.
The Australian cardied an article on 7 November 1990 which stated -

Reform has become the opium - a slow-working dope in wharfie-speac - of the
waterfront.

That is typical of what is happening on the waterfront. The Government is compiling reports
and recommending all these changes but no action is taking place. None whatsoever!
Mr Gordon Hill: You are not familiar with the changes that are taking place.
Mr TRENORDEN: They are not taking place.
Mr Gordon Hill: I have just given you one.
Mr TRENORDEN: The last strike we had on the waterfront in Western Australia was at
Christmas. An article in The West Australian read -

Waterfront employers claim a national 24-hour strike by waterside workers will
delay 60 ships at a cost of about $1.2 million.

Who pays for that? What were they striking over? I read the article and I could not work it
out. It continues -

Employers claimed the strike was unnecessary but said the unions were hell bent on
it.

The truth is that the unions are hell bent on maintaining the situation on the waterfront, and
the Minister opposite is hell bent on making sure it stays that way.
Mr Gordon Hill: There will be a 20 per cent reduction in the work force, and you say there is
no change.
Mr TRENORDEN: There has been no reduction in the work force! The people opposite
wanted to introduce legislation into this Chamber to pay the painters and dockers $500 a
week for not turning up to work. This State is the only place which gives permanency to
people who are not turning up to work. In April 1986 the average number of painters and
dackers employed at the Port of Fremantle was 1.9 persons while the number of unemployed
was 19.32. The number of people on leave was almost 10. Therefore, of 31 people,
90 per cent of the work force was unemployed. What happened to those people? They were
picking up their pay cheque although they were doing other jobs. Members opposite brought
legislation into this House to support and maintain that position. The Government has not
changed its position. We are talking about a billion dollars-worth of lost opportunities on
the wharf, and that money is coming out of the pockets of all Western Australians, and
particularly from small business.
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[The mem ber's rime expired.JI
MR COURT (Nedlands) [12.38 pm]: I support the amendment. As the Minister for Mines
has so much to say, it will be interesting to hear some of the things he will do to encourage
economic growth in this State. One of the few positive things coming out of this recession is
chat it is highlighting the importance of a strong economy to ensure the maintenance of living
standards in our community. We have gone into a deep recession; we have an economy that
has failed. As the member for Marangaroo would know only too well, this economic slump
has caused considerable pain in the community as people have lost their jobs. I am sure
no-one opposite can be proud of the fact that we have record levels of unemployment. When
people lose their jobs it puts huge pressures onto families.
Dr Gallop: Itris appalling.
Mr COURT: I amn glad that the Minister for Fuel and Energy has acknowledged that. As
members of Parliament, we travel around the State and come up against the very real
problems that people are facing. Members opposite all pride themselves that the Labor Party
looks after those people that are disadvantaged in our community.
Mr Gordon Hill: Hear, hear!
Mr COURT: The Minister says hear, hear, yet this Government has created a huge pool of
new, disadvantaged people. We have tens of thousands of people who face declining living
standards because the Government has allowed our economy to slump. It does not matter
where one looks, or whether one talks to the different voluntary agencies trying to handle the
problems, the demand for crisis care is evident. I visit these agencies, and I am also involved
with some of them, and the demand is so great that they literally run out of food to give to
people in need. The demand for their services increased by more than 100 per cent in the last
year. No matter how one measures the wellbeing of families, they are under extreme
pressure.
It was with great interest that I heard the comment of t Deputy Premier about
developments that are taking place in this State. No-one would support the Deputy Premier
or the Labor Parry more in encouraging development in this State than members of the
Liberal and National Parties. But the point we make to the Premier, the Deputy Premier and
the rest of the team is that this State has had stagnant levels of new investment. We are in a
recession because we have not had new investment at a level that will enable our living
standards not only to be maintained but also improved. One of the most worrying factors
which came out of recently released Australian Bureau of Statistics figures is the question of
long term unemployment. Western Australia has by far the greatest growth rate in long term
unemployment. That is the price we are paying for a lack of new investment over the last
few years. It will take some years to attract new levels of investment to enable the State to
reverse that cycle. The statistics reveal that more than 20 000 people in this State have been
without a job for more than nine months. The Deputy Premier has promised 1 700 new jobs
in resource development. Even he must understand that new investment at the level he is
talking about will not solve the problem we have today. During the second half of 1990 long
term unemployment in Australia increased by 21 per cent compared with a 64 per cent
increase for long term unemployment in Western Australia; we are running at thre times the
Australian rate. The number of Western Australians who had not worked for more than two
years increased by 35 per cent during that period compared with a 6.3 per cent increase
nationally. The Premier said that the reason we are facing these unemployment levels is that
people am coming across to work in Western Australia. That is a simplistic approach to the
problem. The number of long term unemployed has accelerated in those industries which are
thie core of our State's economy, such as the construction, manufacturing and transport
sectors: 158 per cent in construction; 149 per cent in manufacturing; and 103 per cent in
transport. Because of stagnant investment levels we are facing very severe problems. I have
not had time to analyse these statistics to distinguish any trend, but the long and short of it is
that we have a huge growth rate in long term unemployment which must be turned around.
The other interesting figure is the level of bankruptcies. Bankruptcies increased last quarter
compared with the previous quarter by 100 per cent. Bankruptcies in Western Australia are
now occurring at a rate 25 per cent higher than the rest of Australia. During 1990 Western
Australia reorded 1 411 bankruptcies which was an increase of more than 80 per cent
compared with the previous year. Of course the higher the rate of bankruptcies the worse our
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unemployment problems become. The Premier said, "What is the Liberal Parry going to do
about it?" One thing we have been doing, while the members opposite have been obsessed
with trying to get themselves out of the WA Inc debacle and fending off all the problems
they are facing because of their rather dubious dealings, is putting forward some positive
ideas to help create new investment and new employment opportunities in this State. The
first area that we concentrated on was energy. As I mentioned in this House yesterday the
Opposition has come up with proposals, designed to make sure that energy prices in this
State are competitive with those in the rest of Australia. We have outlined detailed ways in
which we believe those energy prices can be made competitive. Yet, while we have been
doing that, up until a couple of months ago we heard hardly any comment from the
Government. It has now become bogged down trying to make a decision on a new power
station, but we do not hear anything about its plans for the State as a whole.
The Deputy Premier accuses me of concentrating too much on the Pilbara. When I started
canvassing our Pilbara proposals a couple of years ago the reaction from the members
opposite was that there could not be any development in the Pilbara because it was too
expensive. I was told by experts that we could not locate certain industries in the Pilbara.
What absolute nonsense! Liberal Governments ensured that iron ore industries were
established in that region and that the North West Shelf project was established, and now
interestingly enough the member for Ashburton, since she resigned from the Labor Party, has
been advocating more development in the Pilbara. The Opposition is right behind the
member for Ashburton in supporting development proposals for the Pilbara. The Opposition
has been ridiculed by Government members for what it has been saying about the Pilba-a.
Mr Graham: That is not true. When you came to the Pilbara and started promising people
things I challenged you to put up or shut up and I never heard from you again.
Mr COURT: I am not accusing the member for Pilbara for knocking the Opposition's
development plans, the people who have knocked it have been members of the Government
front bench. The members for Pilbara and Ashburton know only too well that with more
than 80 per cent of Australia's gas reserves and with a large proportion of this nation's oil
and condensate reserves located off the North West Cape it makes sense to use those energy
resources for downstream processing industries rather than export them. The Government
can criticise the Opposition until it is blue in the face and say that the Opposition is gung ho
about development in the Pilbara, but it makes sense. Interestingly, many of those engineers
who were publicly criticising the Opposition at the behest of the Government for being
critical of the petrochemical plant being located at Kwinana are now telling the Opposition
that it was right. They are now saying that political reasons were responsible for that project
being located at that place. A Liberal Government will make sure that a new generation of
development takes place in the Pilbara. taking advantage of the abundant energy resources
there.
Mr Graham: Your father and my uncle had this same debate 20 years ago.
Mr COURT: I do not want to have to defend what happened years ago. I am more
concerned about what will be happening in the 1990s. The Government has foregone many
wonderful opportunities to bypass this recession. The recession in Western Australia has
been self-inflicted; even the Federal Treasurer has admitted that. There was no need for it to
have occurred because the world is crying out for many of the products that we can provide.
This recession is highlighting the need for Australia to have a strong economy if people are
to maintain and improve living standards. The Government has given Western Australia
declining living standards and a pool of social problems which are extremely difficult to
handle because it is not capable of providing a level of economic development to maintain
those standards. Instead, Western Australia will be left with the legacy of having an
appalling reputation internationally because of the way in which Labor has governed this
State.
The Government does not need to believe the statistics. They are released from the
Australian Bureau of Statistics and highlight the bankruptcies, unemployment and social
problems facing Western Australia. The Opposition intends to provide a way of solving
those problems. The Minister for State Development will receive every support and
cooperation from this side of the House in encouraging new development. However, he
should lift his goals because what he is currently proposing will not solve the long term
unemployment problems we face in this State. I support the amendment.
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Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (20)
Mr Bmadshaw .Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Clarke Mr HOus Mr Nicholls DrTurnbufl
Mr Court Mr Kierat Mr Ontodel Mr Wan
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Thompson Mr Wiese
Mrs Edwardes Mr McNee Mr Trenorden Mr Blaike (Teller)

Noes (25)
Dr Alexander Dr Edwards Dr. Lawrence Mr Thomas
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr McGinity Dr Watson
Mr Bridge Mr Graham Mt Pearce Mrt Wilson
Mrs Buchanan Mr Grill Mr Read Mrs Wadis (Teller)
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper
Mr Cunningham Mr Gordon Hill Mr DL. Smith
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor

Pairs
Mr Macnnon Mr Lay
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Troy
Mr Minson Mr PJ. Smith
Mr Strickland Mr Marlborough

Amendment thus negatived.

Sitting sisspended from 1 .00 to 2 .00 pm
(Questions without notice taken.]

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [2.36 pm]: I want to focus on a dispute in Robe River in
Ashburton, one of my neighbouring electorates, which happened almost five years ago. I
chose this issue because although the dispute made national headlines and tied up much air
time and people's efforts in Western Australia, it also became something of a cause celebre -
it highlights the philosophical argument between the two major political parties. I thought it
might be interesting after five years to see the outcome.
The Robe River dispute started with a huge hoorah in 1986 and was, in my view, an attempt
to retur industrial relations to the 1890s. It was an attempt by a corporation - Robe River
Iron Associates - to introduce the Liberal Party's policy on industrial relations into the
workplace in Australia while a Labor Government was in office.
Mr Court: Do you think Robe River is a good company?
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Nedlands should ask mue that question at the end of my
speech. I do not think it is a good company. If it lashed out and offered Lan-y Graham a job
as a sparky, I would respectfully decline its offer.
Mr House: After the next election you will need to look for something.
Mr GRAHAM: Not at Robe River. The dispute occurred in 1986 and, incidentally, with the
exception of two glaring omissions, had the full support of the Liberal Party. To his credit,
the member for South Perth spoke out critically of Robe River's actions. The member for
Darling Range did the same thing and took the initiative of visiting Robe River to speak to
people, following which he condemned the company's actions. If any doubt exists about that
support a book was produced by the Australian Institute for Public Policy written by a chap
called Patrick Gethin whom I have not had the privilege of meeting. On page 49 he says
quite clearly that the Labor politicians not surprisingly were generally critical of Robe.
Liberal and National Parry politicians on the whole spoke in favour of Robe's actions. The
message is clear that action was taken with the support of the Liberal Party.
We were talking earlier about fund raising and political donations. Members should cast
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their minds back to September 1986 when Charles Copemnan had wonderful ideas about
getting rid of State Governments and how he would run Australia if he were in command.
Guess what he did in Western Australia? An article in the Western Mail - I remember that
newspaper - in September 1986 said that the test tubes were rattling when he spoke to about
450 businessmen at the Liberal Party's inaugural community leaders' luncheon organised by
the 500 Club. I wonder what happened to the 500 Club?
Mr Bradshaw: Ir is still going.
Mr GRAHAM: I am glad the member said that because the article says the fact thac the
Liberals have adopted Labor's successful concept and that Mr Copeland was a first guest is a
sign of the times.
Mr Kierath: It went down like a lead balloon.
Mr GRAHAM: It is still true. The Leader of the Liberal Parry at the time was Bill Hassell.
Do members remember him?
Mr Kierath: All you can do is criticise Liberal politicians.
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Riverton should bear with me. Mr Hassell was asked by
Peter Kennedy, a young industrial relations journalist, whether he endorsed the actions taken
by Peko Wallsend throughout the dispute. He said that he could not say that he endorsed all
its actions because he did nor know what they were. Mr Hassell is reported as saying -

What we do endorse is the right of Peko-Wailsend to manage and operate its business
according to economic and profitable practices and without management interference
from industrial tribunals, federal or State.

Later in the article Mr Hassell mentions how Australia needs that kind of approach and how
it is necessary to do those things for workers. When talking about the role of industrial trade
unions, Mr Hassell states that they have a future only if they are restructured to take account
of the economic reality and the so-called industrial reality. It is my contention that this
action was supported by the Liberal Party in accordance with its policies. Further, it has
been tested electorally, and rejected. The great Charles Copeman contested a seat for the
Liberal Party and was defeated! The National Parry had that doyen of market forces, Senator
John Stone, directly involved. At the time he was advocating marker forces, Senator Stone
was receiving a $100 000 a year pension. He also was rejected by the electors. My friend
and colleague the member for Ashburton contested the last election against a candidate from
Robe River Iron Associates. I have been given to understand that his campaign was funded
by Robe River.
Mr Bradshaw: How do you support that?
Mr GRAHAM: I do not have to, because members opposite will not support legislation
concerning disclosure of donations to political parties.
Mr Court: We have just been talking about unemployment and record bankruptcies. Why
don't you get up and say that Robe River employs a thousand people in the Pilbara and that
they give a thousand families a good living? Why don't you say something good about the
company?
Mr GRAHAM: Instead of getting angry and getting on his bike the member for Nedlands
should listen.
Mr Court: It is a good employer.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kobelke): Order!
Mr GRAHIAM. I am glad to see Robe still has the member for Nedlands' support.
Mr Court: Ir is a good company and it is a good employer and the member for Pilbara should
think twice before coming into this Parliament and discrediting the company.
Mr GRAHAM: The Robe River dispute in 1986 was essentially political in nature.
Mr Court: Your Prime Minister said it was a watershed workplace.
Mr GRAHAM: I do not want it levelled at me that these are my views alone, I am echoing
sentiments expressed at the time. I will quote lenni Hewett writing in the Australian
Financial Review on 9 September, 1986. She said -
01464-13
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Peko-Wailsend chief executive, Mr Charles Copemnan, strode into the political arena
yesterday with a declaration that the battle at Robe River was "essentially political".
But this is Mr Copemnan's clearest statement yet that the company's tactics are aimed
at more than curbing restrictive work practices or challenging the current industrial
relations system.

Thtis what was said at the time. Where does one go to substantiate it? I have picked out
the five points that I think the company had on its agenda, and it is reasonable to look at how
the company performed. The company sought to firstly, introduce common law; secondly, to
remove unions from industrial relations; thirdly, to increase productivity and profits;
fourthly, to remove awards and introduce private contracts; and fifthly, to provide an
unfettered right for management to manage. If one bothered to look at the advertisements
that the company placed in the newspapers at the time, one would see that those points were
on the company's agenda. Robe River Iron Associates put forward the common law
argument; this was in the heady days of Mudginberri and the Dollar Sweets company where
there were legal settlements against people who had been taken to court outside the industrial
relations system. Robe River executives stated that that was one of the prime objectives of
the dispute. Let us look at the unions' side and what they did when writs were served on
individuals. As an aside, one would have to question the wisdom of a multinational
company that thinks that by way of compensation for damages it could get millions of dollars
out of a trades assistant. The logic of that is nonsense. If a person had millions of dollars he
would not be a trades assistant with Robe River, but that is what the company did. The net
effect of that action was to extend the strike - not end, but extend it. The President of the
ACTU and the principal of Robe River, who was the instigator of the dispute in the first
place, agreed that the company would on a resumption of normal work, withdraw all writs
issued against unions and members as a result of this dispute.
The message to the trade union movement is quite simple: If someone is served with writs of
common law, or for damages, stay on strike until the company agrees to withdraw them.
That is the practical result of that dispute. It was the fmirt time chat the unions had been
confronted with common law writs and had won the action. They forced the employer to
remove the writs, when the intent of the company was the opposite. Quite clearly, and by
agreement between the two protagonists, the company failed in its objective of introducing
common law into industrial relations. The company's second objective was to remove
unions from the workplace. I will not spend a great deal of time on that because simply it
has not happened. I contacted the unions to find out the union membership at Robe River,
and was told that it was between 85 and 90 per cent of the work force. The national average
is in the 40 percentile, so Robe River is running at roughly double the national average, and
has failed in that objective. It is interesting that since 1986 there has been a further three or
four disputes each of which has been settled between the company and the unions.
The productivity argument is an interesting one because that in the company's public rhetoric
was the major justification for the dispute. I amn sure that everyone can remember the
rhetoric of 1986: The company is going broke, it must do these things. Let us analyse that.
It is a shame the member for Nedlands is not present because he may have liked what I am
about to say. There is no doubt that productivity has increased at Robe River, but let us put
that increase into perspective to discover how it came about. The basis of the company's
argument was that it was going broke. Shortly after this I remember sitting in a room with
Charles Copemnan who was severely embarrassed because at the time he was publicly
claiming that his company was going broke, what happened? And one must bear in mind
that Peko Walsend had just bought into Robe River Iron Associates - the damning headline
in the Australian Financial Review on.29' August was "Pilbara provides lion's share of
Peko's excellent result". When one sits down and analyses chat, one finds that this company,
which rode in to save the Pilbara, was in fact being saved by the Pilbara. The iron ore mine
was exceedingly profitable - as it should have been.
Mr Court: Robe River Iron Associates is now the largest profit contributor to that
organisation.
Mr GRAHAM: Yes, as it was in 1986. The member for Nedlands is making exactly the
point that I want to make.
Mr Court: The point is that the company had the courage to make those changes.
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Mr GRAHAM: I will go on, putting aside the member for Nedlands' ideology at the
moment, and look at this objectively.
Mr Court: I am getting sick of you. Your aim and the Labor Parry's aim is to wipe out Robe
River.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kobelke): Order! The member for Pilbara is addressing the
Chair and I ask him to continue doing so. Other members will facilitate the debate by
listening to the speaker and taking up their points when their opportunity arises.
Mr GRAHAM: Let us look at what happened. I said things had improved at Peko Wallsend.
I am not bloody-minded about Robe River, I just do not like it or its system. Between 1984
and 1989, its productivity increased by 27 per cent. That is a good achievement- However,
when that is compared with a company operating in the same region, 1-amersley Iron Pty
Lid, which had a productivity increase of 38 per cent, it is not quite so good. What does the
member say about that? How does he justify that? If Robe River had won its crusade and
did these remarkable things, why is it coming second? To put that into perspective for
members who do not know the iron ore industry: Right across the industry there has been an
increase of 22 per cent in productivity. Therefore, Robe River has done better than some in
the industry, but not as well as the major player. The major player has achieved its increase
without any major disputes, without causing national disputes, without upsetting and sacking
people and without spending millions of dollars on lawyers arguing little silly points of law.
It has done it without any of those things and it is still doing it.
This matter has to be put into perspective. When we consider the Robe River argument and
hoist it up on the productivity argument we find not that it has failed totally, but it has not
been as successful as other methods of conducting industrial relations. The other method of
conducting industrial relations is mome in line, but nor totally in line, with the tack taken by
the ALP. It is interesting also to look at what happens when productivity increases because
that is an argument in which I became involved when I was in the union movement.
Hamersley Iron has reduced its costs and increased its productivity and it is reinvesting. It
plans two new mines and it has its HIsmelt proposal, into which it is putting a lot of money,
is a fantastic proposal. I hope it gets going and I look forward to its being set up in Port
Hedland.
Mr Court: What about Robe River?
Mr GRAHAM: Let us look at it. Although it has increased its productivity by nearly as
much as Hamersley iron, its contribution to further processing has been limited to putting a
bunch of union conveners on gas axes to cut its pellet plant up to send it to China. That is it!
It is reasonable for members opposite to say that Larry Graham is biased, because I am.
However, I did go somewhere else for independent information. To my way of thinking,
nothing is more independent than the Tex report. That report states that, in relation to pre-
tax profit, Hamerslcy Iron is expected to register a profit of $400 million, being about $9.50
a tonne, while Robe is expected to record a profit of about $200 million being somewhere
between $8.50 and $9 a tonne. Even that independent source indicates that Robe River does
not match up to its opposition. It should be making a better go of it than anyone else with
mining techniques, natural advantages and other processes that it uses. It has a simple
operation, close to the coast, but it is not making a better go Of it.
Mr Court: It mines a low grade ore.
Mr GRAHAM: But that does not affect the dollars in profit it gets back from the operation.
On a pure productivity question, Robe River fails. Let us next consider the awards versus
private contracts argument which is clearly a Liberal agenda. We should bear in mind that
this problem at Robe River that needed sorting out was originally caused by "deals" done
between management and the workers in most cases to the exclusion of the commission and
the unions. This surprisingly is what was being sought as an end by Robe. That is what we
started with. That position was also supported by Bill Hassell at the time.
Once before I spoke in this House about the agreement that was sought in 1987-88 for
alleged workcing conditions at Robe River. in 1986-87, this company that allegedly did not
want to get involved with the Industrial Commission made applications in the Federal
Industrial Commission for an award for its land-based people at the same rime as it was
trying to get out of the awards and agreements in Western Australia. It lost both of those
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cases. In 1990, the same company sought to withdraw from the national tugboat industry
award. It has formed a front company called Cape Lambert Services and is currently using
the law to the nth degree to frustrate the industrial processes as it did in 1987-88. We find
that the workers on the tugs, the people for whom the member for Nedlands says he has so
much concern, as a result of all of those little games and charades, have not been given a
wage increase for over 12 months. The last increase they received was the three per cent
superannuation increase. That is what the real agenda is about today at Robe River. It is not
about changing the system. It is about shifting the responsibility of the employer to pay
wages to its employees and paying it back into the company profits, and that has always been
what it was about. That was done with the full support of the State and Federal Liberal
Parties.
A series of things ran on after that. The Australian Financial Review of August 1986 carried
the headline "Attack on leave loadings after Peko shows the way". I remember Copeman
saying at a public lunch that the leave and shift loadings and other things had to go, but they
are still there. Robe River failed on that front also. It is still trying with the Seamen's Union
but to date it has failed to get an award-free and individual contract operation.
The management's right to manage argument upsets me most because it is really so sad. The
style of industrial relations promoted by the Peko Wallsends of this world fails whether it is
carried out by a trade union or by an employer. It always has failed and it always will fail.
There is no room for confrontationist industrial relations in Australia. The sadness of it all is
that it was doomed to failure in 1986. Let us have a look at the management that came in to
".save the iron ore industry", their words, not mine. It had misled the Australian public about
the status of its company. Copemnan, one of the leaders of the company, according to an
article in the Australian Financial Review under the heading "I am no Robe River Rambo"
said that any worker could return on any shift without having to sign any documents. What
did I find at that time after I had been to Wickham? People were being forced to sign
documents in order to get their jobs back. Yet a week later Mr Copemnan denied that in the
Press. On at least two occasions I know of, this man misled the Australian public and yet he
was supposed to be the guy who would save us all. Let us consider what has happened. This
company came into one of the safest industries in Western Australia, and it was found that
the mines it operated in other States had conditions described as primitive. These are the
same people trying to link industrially with their iron ore operations. The following
appeared in a newspaper article -

Justice Southwell found that conditions at Peko's Warrego mine were "pimritivc."
The workplace was "ill designed" with "glaring inadequacies".. ; was exposed to
mercury in the air at measures 10 times the Commonwealth and Victorian standards
and 20 times international standards.

It is interesting to note that the settlement of $250 000 in that case was uncontested.
This had all been done before on King Island. I refer to the headline in the King Island News
"Island knows the feeling!" That mine is now closed. These are the things this company was
allegedly introducing into industrial relations in the iron ore industry in Western Australia. I
have picked out what I believe are five of the key issues that the company said publicly were
on its agenda in 1986. It can be clearly shown that the company has failed in all aspects.
The industrial relations system in Australia is like any system; silly things happen from time
to time but generally it stands up well. That is the system of industrial relations and
consultation pursued by the political party to which I belong. It can be contrasted with the
system of industrial relations proposed by members opposite - the system sought to be
introduced by Robe River Iron Associates. As I have demonstrated, it has clearly failed.
One more chapter remains to be written in the Robe River dispute, and that will come as sure
as night follows day. I refer to the day the trade union resumes control at Robe River. It will
pay out at Robe River and that will damage us yet again. That is the inevitable result of
confrontationist industrial relations. It does not work. A system cannot be run on the basis
that whoever is toughest today is allowed to bash the other side. We need to focus our
attention on other places, such as West Germany, Sweden and Japan, which have something
in common; that is, they out-produce Australia in everything they do. They also have
interventionist economic policies by Government - surprise, surprise. They have
consultative and democratic industrial relations systems in which owners and workers
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cooperate to drive the management of an enterprise rather than as in this case the
management of an enterprise using both workers and owners to its own ends. That course in
industrial relations should be followed in Australia.
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [3.05 pm]: I want to take the opportunity in this Address-in-Reply
debate to once again bring to the attention of this Parliament the plight of the constituents I
represent in rural areas, and the problems they are currently experiencing in this rural
downturn. Being a member of the rural community is akin to being a member of the
Opposition in this Parliament: One can make all sorts of suggestions and suffer all sorts of
problems but the only solutions are in the hands of the majority. In this Parliament the
majority is the Government and it makes the final decisions despite the fact that Opposition
members may put forward many suggestions. So too, with rural people; the sad fact of life is
that we are greatly outnumbered in relation to the rest of Australia. Although we receive
some sympathy in same places and none in others, we are not in control of our own destiny,
and we rely on the goodwill and judgment of others for assistance when we axe in need.
Before outlining some of the basic measures that should be introduced, I appeal to the
Government of Western Australia, the Federal Government and all people in the cities to
understand the plight of rural people at the moment, and to recognise that although some
have seen fit to take what might be regarded as extreme action, it was not done because they
wanted to do it but because it was necessary to bring their plight to the notice of suburban
Australia. This Government does not appear to have an answer to stop the financial
massacre of the bush. The Governor's Speech outlined a package of measures that would
reverse the problems of rural Western Australia. However, it did not foreshadow legislation
that would alleviate the pressure felt by women and children in rural Australia. I repeat,
there is a tendency to think all rural Australia is composed of farmers; in fact, it comprises
many small business people, business employees - who vote for all political parties - women
who need the same facilities as their city cousins, and children who need a proper education.
Rural women are denied some of the facilities available in the city for many reasons - some
because of the tyranny of distance, some because they cannot afford them, and others
because they are not available in rural areas. That applies also to the standard of education in
some country areas, which I will deal with first.
It is absolutely essential that we do not allow the next generation of Australians who grow up
in rural areas to be caught in a poverty trap because their parents cannot afford to send them
away to gain a higher education - either upper secondary or tertiary. We must ensure that
they are not trapped in areas where they are unable to obtain further education and, because
they cannot better themselves, are caught on a treadmill that in turn will prevent their
families from improving their conditions.
I appeal to the State and Federal Governments to take every opportunity to make every
possible educational facility available as cheaply as possible to country areas. It should defer
the charging of fees at high school hostels, it should allow children access to Government
transport so that they can travel to the places where education is available, and the State
Government should pressure the Federal Government to allow Austudy to be granted to
children of 15 and 16 years of age who do not qualify for assistance under the present
system. I know of a number of young people who, having left school at 15, sought some
form of further education, particularly through TAFE in Albany, but whose parents received
no financial assistance because their children had not turned 16; therefore, they could not
take up that further education opportunity. This Government could do something positive
about that situation, and it must do so very soon.
It has been said that Australia rides on the sheep's back. It is an economic fact that there has
never been a recession in the history of Australia which has not been led by either a drought
or a severe drop in commodity prices for rural produce. At this time Australia is again
suffering from a major drop in commodity prices. Rural Australia must be given assistance
to get over that hump. I have heard some people say that what rural Australia wants is a
restoration of the subsidy which used to be paid to agricultue. That is not so. We want the
same justice which is meted out to other people, and I will demonstrate that. People in the
city who lose their jobs have access to unemployment benefits and are able to draw on that
pool of wealth which they created when they were paying taxes to the Government. Farmers
are now in the same position. I implore every member of the Government to examine
closely the Wheat Marketing Amendment Bill which I introduced into this Parliament on
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Tuesday, because I hope we will be making a judgment about that Bill next week. I implore
members to support that Bill on the same basis as they would suppont the payment of
unemployment benefits to their constituents were they to lose their jobs, because it is an
amazingly similar parallel. The avenage wheat farmer who produces 1 000 tonnes of wheat
would, were this legislation passed, receive $20 000 a year in direct assistance. A married
man in Western Australia with two school aged children, who receives the normal family
income supplement and the other benefits which are available when one is on unemployment
benefit, receives $19 600 a year. This is a similar parallel to what farmers are asking for, and
to what many members of this Parliament would consider to be fair and equitable for their
constituents. When we consider the issue in that context, we are not asking for something
which is irresponsible or beyond the normal social justice that we would expect to be meted
out to any person who needs it. Last month in Western Australia the total amount paid out in
unemployment and Jobsearch benefits was $41 million. That is an amazing figure, and that
figure will obviously increase as we go into the next financial year because of the rising level
of unemployment in Western Australia. If we do not do something about the situation in
rural Australia and Western Australia, theme will be enormous social dislocation, and a
massive cost to society of readjusting and rehousing those families, of finding them jobs, and
of dealing with the mental problems they are experiencing because of the strain they are
under. It is better that we keep those people on their farms, in their jobs and living in country
towns, where they can do the best job for rural Western Australia.
We are competing on an unequal playing field. The Federal Government has decided that
Australians will market their produce on an unsubsidised, unprotected and unassisted basis.
Australia is the only country which believes it can do that and still keep in place its
infrastructure. However, that is simply not working, and we can no longer continue to press
the idea that if we just work hard at the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade talks, for
example, the Americans and the European Economic Community will see that we are right
and they are wrong. The fact is that they are not playing the game by the same rules. They
are not interested in whether the market is free, equitable and just. They are interested in a
cheaper food policy for their own internal domestic economies. They do not really care
whether it is the Australians who suffer or anybody else as long as they look after
themselves. The flaw in the argument put forward by the Federal Government, and also by
some farm leaders and members of the Federal Opposition, is that if we just keep plugging
away at it for long enough, everything will come right. However, while we wait for things to
start coming right, people in the bush am going broke. We cannot afford to wait any longer;
we must do something about it. That action will have to be taken by the State Government
because it appears that the Federal Government will not take it.
Mrs Beggs: We are good. We might do it. We listen.
Mr HOUSE: Will the Minister support the Wheat Marketing Amendment Bill next week?
Mrs Beggs: I have not seen it but when I have a look at it I will tell you.
Mr HOUSE: I will get a copy of the Bill for the Minister before I sit down so that the
Minister can have a look at it.
In many cases rural small businesses employ more people than do agricultural outlets, and
those businesses are probably suffering more pain at this time than are farmers. The reason
is that fanners have simply stopped spending and have stopped using those particular
businesses. The employees of those businesses are at the forefront of the pain that is being
experienced because they are the first to be laid off. In my electorate I could use any number
of examples of small businesses which used to employ 10 to 16 people and which have laid
off 50 or 60 per cent of those employees in order to remain viable. That is hardly surprising
when we consider that in 1981, 15 400 tractors were sold Australia wide, but in 1990 the
figure was down to 9 200. So far in this financial year the figure is running at about 3 500
and is projected to bottom out at the end of the year to about 5 000. The number of tractors
now being sold is about one--third of the number sold nine years ago. The situation is the
same in respect of combine harvesters; the figure has dropped from 2 053 sales in 1981 to
487 sales in 1990. The reason is that farmers simply do not have the money and are not
making the profits which would enable them to buy that machinery. As a result, the people
who worked in those factories, serviced that machinery and sold it in country dealerships
have lost their jobs. That situation is partly to blame for the dislocation of rural areas, and it
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has a snowballing effect on schools, hospitals, transport and just about every other facility
which I can name in rural towns. Until we restore confidence and an income flow to rural
Australia, that will continue to be a massive problem.
Rural people are outnumbered by city people. To support that claim I should indicate that
the percentage of people who lived in the metropolitan area in 1911 was 41.1, and according
to the last census that figure in 1988 was 72.4. While there may be many measons for that, I
wish to emphasise also that it is no good parliamentarians making speeches in this House, or
farm leaders making speeches elsewhere or taking other action - be they militant farmers or
other people who demonstrate - if people living in the cities do not listen to our pleas. I
implore people to listen, to have sympathy for agricultural areas, and to give agriculture the
recognition that it deserves in order that we can return to the job of producing wealth for this
nation. People living in the cities would became more wealthy as well because as farmers
make money they spend money which finds its way to the metropolitan area. City people
will prosper from the dollars made on the farm.
I turn now to my electorate. I was disappointed to note that the Governor's Speech to
Parliament a week ago did not include reference to other issues which should have been
covered. I refer to maintenance of schools in rural areas. A gross underexpenditure on
maintenance at country primary and high schools has occurred. One can go to any school in
my electorate and notice that they are in desperate need of paint work, repairs to roofs,
general repairs to carpets and windows, and a host of other repairs. No major building
contracts have been undertaken. Denmark Primary School is a good example of this lack of
maintenance. That school is in desperate need of better toilet facilities, facilities for staff,
and an upgrading of the playing area for children. 1 thank the current Minister for Education
for receiving a deputation from this school a couple of weeks ago. Urgent action should be
taken. In an area where the population is increasing rapidly, it is not good enough that
people must put up with inadequate facilities. The children are being seriously
disadvantaged. Similar comments can be made about primary and high schools at
Mt Barker. That high school is one of four high schools in Western Australia which do not
have proper gymnasium facilities. The situation should be rectified to give children in
country areas the same quality of education and facilities as their city cousins enjoy.
Another problem in rural areas is the decline in the school bus services. In some areas where
the population is declining the school bus service falls short of the Ministry of Education
standard regarding numbers. I implore the Minister again not to reduce those services in the
short term but to allow people in country areas the time to readjust to the situation, allow
dhem time to ascertain whether such problems will be long term, and time to be able to at
least work on getting people back into these areas so that the bus service can be reinstated. It
is an enormous problem for people who live 30 or 40 miles out of town when the school bus
service is restricted by the Government due to lack of numbers. I acknowledge that in some
cases there is a supplementary service where parents are paid to use their cars to pick up and
deliver children, but that is not the answer. Sometimes parents are not able to do that
because in many cases they are working off-farm. In other words, they are not able to meet
their children at a specific time and the children may be dropped at the side of the road, often
in winter when conditions are not good. I ask the Minister for Education not to make any
hasty decisions simply because the criteria do not match the manuals. We need time to work
on adjusting to the problems we face at the moment.
Yesterday I spoke about the attitude of banks towards rural customers. I referred to a bank
which I considered not to be very fair and responsible in its delivery of services to customers.
I acknowledge that banks have every right tar act in any way they think fit-but surely they
also have the responsibiitj under their licences not to charge exorbitant fees, not to make
unreasonable demands on customers, and at least allow customers - where the evidence
suggests they could - to trade out of their difficulties. I doubt whether there is one farm
budget in Western Australia which balances at the moment. Whether a farmer Owes money
or not, he would have trouble balancing the budget. A farmer who owes money must pay
excessive interest rates, and with the existing interest rate margin a person will go broke
quickly. I cannot see the logic in banks forcing that situation on their customers.
Mr Lewis: What are the current rates?
Mr HOUSE: That is a good question. I have a letter here which outlines the facility to be
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made available to a farming customer in my electorate. The rate indicated on the overdraft
facility offered to the customer by the bank is 15.5 per cent. On top of that, of course, there
is a margin of 1.375 per cent, and if this customer exceeds the agreed overdraft rate the
margin will be four per cent. In addition, he faces a fee of 2.5 per cent on any of the
arranged but undrawn amount of the overdraft. It does no: stop there: T'he establishment fee
on the overdraft facility is $610, which is payable up front. Additionally, if the customer
decided to reject the offer, he would be charged $305 anyway. That is amazing!
Mr Lewis: It costs about 17.5 per cent.
Mr HOUSE: It does not stop there. Under the heading "Other fees", the bank charges a half
yearly loan administration fee of $120, together with an unused limit fee of 1.5 per cent.
Then, the State Government takes $112 from the customer.
Mr Lewis: That is for Fit) and BAD.
Mr HOUSE: This is Westpac Banking Corporation. I am prepared to table the documents
because the name of my constituent has been obliterated. I bring this information to
Parliament with his knowledge and agreement. It is interesting that while banks purport to
help people they certainly leave no stone unturned to assist farmners to move out of
agriculture, if this is a typical example. One can only appeal to them to take a more
compassionate and considered look at some of their clients. Also, at the bottom of this letter
Westpac has said in a very condescending manner, "We have waived taking a crop lien
approval against your net wheat crop." That is very generous! 1 suppose we have to thank
the banks for something. The banking summit held in this Chamber last November was of
great assistance in creating good dialogue between the Government, members of Parliament
and senior banking figures. However, it is clear that that dialogue has not travelled down the
line to the managers of some of the baniks' country branches. The Deputy Premier played a
large part in setting up that seminar, and I ask him to consider arranging another seminar
along those lines. Now that we have been through the time of year at which farmers set up
their credit with the banks for the next 12 months, another seminar could shed some light on
the problems which arose in that process.
The Rural Task Force established by the Minister for Agriculture has produced many
recommendations. I was somewhat critical of the task force at its creation because I thought
the Government should have acted more quickly. In the end it did a reasonable job in
producing 68 recommendations, of which Cabinet has approved 22. Nine of these
recommendations directly concern Commonwealth action involving the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation. Commonwealth concurrence will be required to change the
legislation and I appeal to the Minister to keep the pressure on the Commonwealth to amend
the RAFCOR guidelines so more people will become eligible for assistance, especially rural
small business. The other recommendations need to be acted upon quickly as they will help
to alleviate the rural crisis. Many recommendations will have a direct financial impact and
will allow people to stay on their farms. Education facilities and access to education is a
very important issue at the moment, and this must be borne in mind by people making related
decisions.
Dr Gallop: I indicate to the member for Stirling just how impressed I was with the
Onowangemup Agricultural School. This is not just an agricultural school; this is a model for
the way we might deal with problem juveniles in our society.
Mr HOUSE: I agree. I compliment the former Minister for Education because - he may not
be aware of this - during the 20 years of the school's life he was the first Minister for
Education to accept an invitation to attend the open day. We were grateful and pleased that
he was able to attend. That school plays a big part in the rehabilitation of some children, and
I am sure it could be expanded upon to help others in that way.
I thank the House for listening to the points I have raised on behalf of my constituents and
rural Western Australia. I hope that members do realise that these problems exist, and that
we who ame in a position to act, will do so to rectify the situation.
MR GRAYDEN (South Perth) [3.35 pm): I would have liked to refer to a number of issues
today, particularly those relating to the crisis in our rural community. However, that subject
has been dealt with very thoroughly in the last few days, and in those circumstances 1 will
confine my remarks to a matter which has concerned me for some years. I refer to the way in
which the dugong. the marine mammal, is being slaughtered in our north west.
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Of course, this has been happening for years from Shark Bay right around to the Western
Australia-Northern Territory border. Last year in this Chamber I stated that at any one time
up to seven boats would be out hunting dugong in Roebuck Bay in Broomne. Thke Minister
for the Environment at that time replied, "Thiat is absolute nonsense." The exchange, on
Tuesday, 27 November 1990, can be seen on page 7810 of last year's Mansard. However, it
was not nonsense because the information was contained in a report released by the
Ministers' Department of Conservation and Land Management. The report was headed
"Dugong in the Northern Waters of Western Australia" and prepared by R.L.T. Prince, and
this was subsequently printed in the Technical Report No 7 of March 1986. In that debate I
quoted statements from that report but unfortunately I did not mention that reference to
dugong hunting. However, I shall do so now. The report states -

Up to seven parties have been noted hunting dugongs at one time in the past and a
maximum of four mamnmals have been known to have been taken on one day in
Roebuck Bay.

That was the situation in 1984 and that has continued. Two years after that report was
released, I raised the matter with the former Minister for the Environment and a senior
officer from the Department of Conservation and Land Management. The discussion took
place in this House and it was made clear that as far as they were concerned they were
prepared to allow the slaughter of dugong to continue. I would like to quote many extracts
from that report, but I will not do that. However, I refer to a very significant extract -

In the vicinity of Broome changes in harvest technology have potentially increased
the "fishing power" of those wishing to take dugong. Apart from the initial advent of
the spear or harpoon, the availability of the outboard motor in more recent times has
freed the hunter from some environmental constraints.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! The Hansard reporter is indicating that due
to the four loud conversations taking place around the Chamber he is unable to hear the most
senior member of this House. I know that the House does not mean to extend the member
other than the greatest courtesy, so I know that for the next 26 minutes he will be heard in
relative silence.
Mr GRAYDEN: The report continues -

Pre-World War II, access to the favoured hunting areas in Roebuck Bay was
dependent on the tides. The intending hunter rowed his dinghy out into the main
channel of Dampier Creek on the falling tide and was then carried further out into
Roebuck Bay. He achieved what he could around the period of the change of tide
and then repositioned himself to catch the incoming tide to return home. He was thus
compelled to be at sea for a period of 5-6 hours on each trip and was also effectively
prevented from ranging over to the eastern sector of Roebuck Bay by the pattern of
tidal flow. Use of an outboard powered dinghy now frees the hunter to go where he
desires and also increases the effectiveness of time that may be spent in the hunting
area. A comprehensive assessment of the net impact of these changes on the hunting
of dugong in Roebuck Bay cannot be made on present information, but it is apparent
that the risk to dugong may now be greater than in the past.

That is from the report, "Dugong in northern waters in Western Australia 1984" by R.I.T.
Prince. That indicates that the extent of this hunting is extremely well known to the
Department of Conservation and Land Management. That report was a very comprehensive
one. However, when I quoted from it, the Minister said that it was absolute nonsense. The
Minister misled the House, he misled the media and he misled the people of Western
Australia with a statement of that kind. It demonstrates that, although he is the Minister for
the Environment, he does not know what is happening to dugong in Western Australia and he
is not conversant with the affairs of his own department.
That report indicates that the number of dugong in Roebuck Bay totals 50 to 100. That is all
the dugong that exist in that area. Dugong in Western Australia exist only because that
northern area is sparsely populated. When we reach the stage where outboard dinghies
power all over the Roebuck Bay area and extensive netting occurs in that area, the dugong
will be gone. Dugong cannot exist in those circumstances. It is therefore absolutely
unforgivable that this Government tolerates the continued slaughter of dugong in Western
Australia.
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Dugong are extraordinarily susceptible to all sarts of events. For instance, a cyclone causes
tidal surges which leave them, together with turtles, rays and various other marine creatures,
stranded up to nine kilometres inland in some cases. A cyclone has that effect. Literally
hundreds and sometimes thousands of marine creatures are destroyed by cyclones. Extensive
hunting occurs in Roebuck Bay. If the dugong leave those areas and look for other sea grass
beds sometimes many kilometres away, they run the risk of being attacked by the larger
sharks and they are also susceptible to attack by killer whales. Gill nets set for sharks and for
barrannundi constantly kill dugong. If a dugong swims up against a barramundi net, it
attempts to push through, becomes caught and rolls over and over as does a crocodile when it
has caught its prey and tangles itself in the net- Within a few minutes it has drowned. That
happens constantly with shark nets and barramundi nets.
Hunting is also devastating these animals. Instead of being hunted in the traditional way
which involved people paddling out on a raft made from a few poles, people are now using
outboard motors on dinghies and are travelling considerable distances to find dugong. The
dugong has to surface because it can stay submerged for only one or two minutes. These
people approach within 100 metres of the dugong, wait until it dives and scull up to the area
where they hope it will surface and use harpoons with detachable heads. That is the
equivalent of an African being brought out here and going to our zoo and spearing an
elephant in the enclosure. In fact, the dugong is more closely related to the elephant than it is
to the dolphin or seal. They weigh up to half a tonne, yet they are being speared with
harpoons with detachable heads. The Press and the conservation movement are saying
nothing about it and the Government is culpable in the extreme for not doing something
about it.
We have only to look at the animal and consider some of the facts related to it to understand
how vulnerable it is. The dugong lives for 70 years or more. The female does not calve until
it is 10 years of age and then it has only one calf every three to five years. When those
figures am put into a computer we find that, other than those that die by natural means, only
five females in a herd of 200 can be killed by humans before the population becomes
unstable. Yet, at Broome 20 or 30 are taken each year in a herd of 50 to 100. Obviously the
figures am not right. However, the Department of Conservation and Land Management's
last estimate was that the dugong population in Roebuck Bay totals 50 to 100, yet 20 to
30 animals are taken annually. The dugong has been exterminated in many parts of the
world, although its habitat extends from the east coast of Africa to the Pacific islands.
Recently, the 18th General Assembly of the World Conservation Union met at the Burswood
Convention Centre. As many as 1 400 delegates representing 119 countries from all over the
world attended. The World Conservation Union in its Mammnal Red Data Book lists the
dugong as a species vulnerable to extinction and until the Christmas break last year the
Western Australian Wildlife Conservation Act 1940 listed the dugong as a rare and
endangered species. However, since the last session the dugong has been taken off the rare
and endangered species list and has been listed as otherwise in need of special protection.
The way in which the Minister for the Environment has given special protection to the
dugong - notwithstanding that it is on that list - is to allow 40 000 people in Australia to
hunt it for food purposes and to allow for its regular and continual slaughter in its natural
habitat in Western Australia. This animal needs special protection and the way the
Government protects it is to allow people to go out in aluminium dinghies with outboard
motors, armed with harpoons with detachable heads and spear this animal for food. Such
activities can only lead to the extermination of the dugong in those areas.
The dugong is an animal which does not calf until 10 years of age and then has only a single
calf every two to five years. A population of 200 dugongs can only sustain five females
being killed by humans per year, yet at a place likec Roebuck Bay. adjacent to Broome,
people are going out in up to seven boats a day and hunting them. That is an extraordinary
state of affairs. Many years ago a close relative of the dugong, the Steller's sea cow, became
extinct. The Steller's sea cow was about 10 times as big as a dugong. Naturalist Georg
Steller survived a shipwreck on the Commander Islands off the coast of Siberia in 1741 and
found 2 000 of these giant kelp eating marine animals. Even by 1741 they had been
exterminated elsewhere in the world and by 1768 - 27 years later - those 2 000 had been
exterminated. They were hunted ruthlessly for their meat.
It is extraordinary that the media and conservation organisations in this country jump up and
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down if any suggestion is made to reintroduce whaling - which is quite right - and do
nothing about the killing of dugong. If anything happens to a dolphin in Western Australia
all sorts of action is taken. Department of Conservation and Land Management officers will
treat the animals, as they did recently with a dolphin down in the south west. If an oil spill
occurs, such as the one recently at Esperance, they will go out of their way to carry out the
removal of oil from seal pups affected by oil. They will spend huge amounts of money and
time in protecting those animals. I applaud that action; however, while that is happening
they are also prepared to turn a blind eye to the slaughter of the dugong in Western
Australia - animals vulnerable to extermination in this part of the world. That attitude is
unbelievable.
Recently, when members of Parliament visited Zimbabwe and Kenya they were informed
that there were about 50 000 elephants there. Some were being culled because the animals
had destroyed village crops. Many of those members who went to Kenya and Zimbabwe
were horrified at the thought of elephants being destroyed in those circumstances. Yet, the
dugong, a close relative of the elephant, weighing perhaps 1 000 pounds, a cumbersome and
gentle creature feeding on sea grass beds in the north west, is being hunted with harpoons
with detachable heads and no-one says a word. It does not mailer that they have been
exterminated in many parts of their original habitats or that they cannot continue to be hunted
on the present scale and survive.
The Government is culpable for this. The Minister for the Environment, responsible for the
protection of fauna in Western Australia, has placed the dugong in the category of being in
need of special protection. The special protection he is authorising is to allow 40 000 people
in Western Australia the right to hunt the dugong. It is not being hunted by traditional
means, but with the latest modemn technology. People are not hunting the dugong because
they have no food but merely to add to their diet; they are engaging in a thrill kill.
Cape York Peninsula Aboriginal people will not even look at a dugong for food. They
consider the flesh to be inferior and think that eating the flesh of a dugong will bring
misfortune. In many areas of Western Australia Aboriginal communities have given away
hunting the dugong and are concentrating on hunting feral animals, such as buffalo and wild
pigs. The people most responsible for the killing of dugong in Western Australia have been
one family living in Broome. It was not a family which was destitute; it was a family whose
members were either employed or in receipt of social services. They were going out in an
aluminium dinghies with outboard motors and harpoons with detachable heads and spearing
the dugong in that area.
The whole situation leaves me absolutely aghast. I cannot believe that a Government which
claims that it is committed to the protection of wildlife in Western Australia, which is against
whaling, is for the protection of dolphins and does everything possible to protect the seal
population on islands off our coast would allow the indiscriminate hunting of dugong. The
dugong is a species which is much more likely to become extinct than any of the other
species to which I have referred. We are dealing with an animal which grows to a weight of
1 000 pounds and which is a cumbersome animal. To spear a dugong under those
circumstances would be equivalent to allowing an African visitor to Western Australia to go
to the South Perth zoo and stick a spear with a detachable head into the side of one of the
elephants. That illustrates the level of skill required of a person to kill a dugong by using a
harpoon from an aluminium dinghy.
I am not talking about remote areas, but about Roebuck Bay on which the relatively large
town of Broome is located. In Western Australia not one person out of the 40 000 I have
mentioned who is allowed to take dugong under these circumstances is dependent on fauna
for subsistence. I have asked this question before and I have been told that there is not one
person in Western Australia in that category. Every person in Western Australia who is
entitled to take dugong is either in receipt of social services or is employed, yet the
Governiment is allowing the continued slaughter of the dugong.
The Government is culpable for its action; it is a reprehensible and irresponsible action in the
extreme and it is deserving of the strongest censure for permitting the continued slaughter of
dugong. Firstly, I blame the Government and, secondly. I blame the media. The media
thrive on small incidents; for example, a person smuggling an aviary bred bird overseas. I
asked a question about this subject today and I was told that there had been 117 offences for
smuggling birds out of the country and the Fisheries Department has charged 700 people for

395



various offences. A person is prosecuted if he has one undersized abalone in a catch of 10.
Government departments prosecute for the most minor offences, yet they turn a blind eye to
the harpooning of dugong in the north west The Government and the media are responsible
because they have placed the emphasis on minor incidents and have swept this issue under
the carpet. Can members recall an occasion on which the electronic media have taken
exception to what is happening at Roebuck Bay? Of course not, because they are interested
in small incidents only.
The third group of people to be blamed are the conservation organisations of which there is a
large number. They talk in terms of mining in national parks and they do not take into
consideration the fact that the boundaries of those national parks are often placed without
very much thought and they encompass vast areas that should not be included. Officers of
those organisations look upon conservation as a meal ticket and they are interested in those
issues for which they can obtain publicity. They have swept under the carpet the continued
slaughter of dugong in the north of Western Australia. I reiterate that, firstly, I blame the
Government, secondly, I blame the media and, thirdly, I blame the conservation
organisations for their apathy in respect of what is happening to the dugong in Western
Australia.
MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah) [4.05 pm]: I will raise a few issues which are of importance
not only to the State, but also to my electorate. I had hoped that the Minister for the
Environment would be in the House during my speech. One of the benefits of having a
parliamentary recess is that it gave me the opportunity to travel to the Eastern States and to
speak with a gentleman who is developing technology which he has termed "Brown's Gas'.
I learnt from Mr Yull Brown that this technology was not discovered this year but that it had'
been around for some time. It has the capacity to replace fossil fuels and it is created via
electrolysis to create a mixture of hydrogen and oxygen gas. I was privy to a demonstration
and I witnessed some of the properties of this gas and I must admit I was very impressed.
People with far greater expertise than I may be able to tell me why this technology is not
possible or, in fact, is not real. A number of people in Australia are developing technology,
but they find they have to go overseas to have it recognised and commercialised. I am
informed that this happened to Mr Brown and he left Australia recently to take his
technology to the United States of America where it has the potential to be used in
connection with spent fuel rods at nuclear power stations and for developing other power
sources.
I do not have any expertise in this area, but I would like to give members an idea of what this
gas could be used for. it is a stable gas which has a unique mixture of two-thirds hydrogen
and one-third oxygen. The gas is held in a cylinder and it can be ignited, which causes an
implosion instead of an explosion. It has the ability to fuse aluminium at about 600 degrees
Celsius and to vaporise tungsten at about 6 000 degres Celsius with the same flame. I
observed a person holding on to a piece of six inch steel with his bare hands, burning a hole
through the opposite end of the steel. It demonstrated to me that this form of technology did
not require the normal method of applying as much heat as possible by using a flame to
cause the product with which it came into contact to melt. The flame creates a chemical
reaction with the substance it comes in contact with and that, in turn, creates heat at a very
localised. point. I marvelled at the sight of this flame melting a house brick and then a
furnace brick and actually turning the brick molten at the point of contact. Again, this may
be something that is common knowledge. I have tried to obtain information either
substantiating or discrediting this technology. The information I have leads me to believe
that it has potential. It has not had in depth commercialisation and exploitation. I have
raised this matter today because I believe this sont of technology needs to be assessed and, if
it stands up to public and professional scrutiny, it can be a key to future energy needs. If this
technology, which comes from any water including salt water, can be utilised to generate
energy, can be commercialised. and is viable, it would be far better than burning coal, oil or
gas and filling the atmosphere with carbon dioxide. The other side of the equation is that the
by-product given off by this gas is said to be pure water. That sont of technology should be
scrutinised intensely and if it stands up to some sort of investigation and has credibility, at
least from initial examinations, we should look at implementing it as soon as possible for
such things as power generation and other energy needs in Western Australia. It is a pity that
the Ministers concerned are not in the Chamber. It may be that the Minister for

396 [ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday, 21 March 1991]19

Microeconomic Reform will take a message to Cabinet suggesting that some sort of
investigation of this technology shold be undertaken and if it is proved to be feasible a
further investigation could be undertaken to look at a research plan for use in a power station
for example to evaluate it. Whether this technology can produce some of the power for the
State, particularly in remote areas, instead of our building power grids all over the Stare to
transport power from one or two sources, is the question. This investigation could prove
whether the technology could be used in further applications such as combustion or other
engines.
The other value of this technology, if it is what I believe it is, is that it could create a pump
without moving parts as when a litre of gas is ignited by a spark imploding and creating a
nearly perfect vacuum. I am led to believe that such a vacuum has the potential to lift one
tonne of water 30 metrs. If it had offset chambers it would be quite feasible to create a
pump which on ignition created a vacuum pump without moving parts. That would
revolutionise the way in which fluids axe pumped. I believe this technology offers an
alternative to that which we see currently in relation to exploitation of fossil fuels. I do not
see this technology as the total solution to power needs, or say that it will revolutionist the
world overnight by getting rid of oil, gas or anything else. However, one area of major
concern to this State at present is power generation and the building of future power stations.
I do not suggest that we should rush into unproved technology, but we will need more power
stations to generate power, particularly in the northern part of our State, where increased
development and industrialisation is taking place in the Pilbara. This sort of technology, if
we were prudent and invested in it after ascertaining its possibilities, and if we were willing
to invest in some research to evaluate it, could prove to be a major contributor in not only
providing the energy that we need but also in helping to cackle environmental problems,
particularly those related to the use of fossil fuels.
As the Minister handling electoral mailers is in the House I will touch on some other issues I
believe have State wide and national significance; that is, the suggested one-vote-one-value
scheme and the plan to ban electronic advertising. I sneer cynically when I hear members
opposite continually say how one-vote-one-value will turn this State into a more democratic
one. Not only are we facing a situation where this State has been pushed to bankruptcy by a
Government that did not know the meaning of democracy or accountability, but also the
Government is now in the position of clutching at straws in an attempt to shore up a potential
avenue which could lead to the Government's victory in future elections. If we really wanted
to look at the case for one-vote-one-value I suggest that instead of trying to wipe out
electorates we should be looking at changing the way we vote and count those votes making
it one-vote-one-value or first past the post and removing preferential voting.
Dr Edwards: What about compulsory voting?
Mr NICHOLLS: I do not have a hard and fast opinion on whether we should have
compulsory voting. I think it would be far better to move towards non-compulsory voting at
some stage in the future. I have far stronger feelings about the situation where our political
system is becoming a game of buying off minority pressure groups to win their preferences
instead of standing and winning on one's own merit. We are in a situation of talking about
democracy and one-vote-one-value when what we are trying to do is turn parliamentary
representation into a city thing. It is fine for people to have close contact with a member
who lives a short distance away. However, in the country people say, "I will see him next
week when he flies north", or, "He might come through here once a year because he has half
the State to represent.' If we are truly to represent our constituents then surely the people
who are elected should have the facilities to make contact with their constituents, and vice
versa. I do not believe that making all electorates the one size and removing the weighting
from country electorates will achieve that. More importantly, changes to the Electoral Act or
to our voting system need to be done on a credible and justified basis, not on the basis that
next time around it may prove to be another bonus because the party which introduced it can
scrape into power.
Mr Ripper: Do you still support the preferential voting system?
Mr NICHOLLS: No, I believe it should be first past the post. I put to the Minister for
Community Services that the political structure and fabric of both Federal and State
Parliaments is under severe threat because of the continued use of preferential voting purely
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because we have reached the point where political parties are having to deal with minority
groups and not with running the country so as to secure their preferences to get past the post
on polling day. That is not a situation where one party dominates. It is time we did
something about that in this State so that we do not end up with representatives in this
Chamber who have received little of the primary vote in their own right but have been
elected by a lot of minor, one issue lobby group candidates who ran purely as stooges to
ensure that somebody got past the post using their preferences.
Mr Ripper: Don't you think the electors think about their second preferences when they
vote?
Mr NICHOLLS: The electors are now getting so confused about the way in which politics is
going that they are becoming very cynical. It does not matter what party or ideology is
involved, they are becoming very cynical. The simpler and more accountable we can make it
the better the electors will feel. The other part of electoral reform is how we vote.
Dr Gallop: In the 1950s and the 1960s the Liberal Party was in Government as a result of
preferences from minor parties. Have you changed your mind now?
Mr NICHOLLS: I represent the people of Mandurab. and I am delivering my views on the
changes to be pursued by this Government to our voting criteria and the Electoral Act
outlined by His Excellency the Governor.
Dr Gallop: Is one-vote-one-value favoured by the Liberal Party?
Mr NICHOLLS: Perhaps we should be focusing on preferential voting. If we are to get
down to tin tacks, the only way in which Independents will have a fair crack at being elected
to a parliament dominated by the two party system is if we have a first-past-the-post system.
This is something to which we should give much thought.
Several members interjected.
Mr NICHOLLS: I am just expressing a view.
Mr Read: You would not be here.
Mr NICHOLLS: We can look at history and find many examples where one party or the
other has been favoured. It is about time we did something about changing the system.
Dr Gallop: The lack of preferential voting has meant that Great Britain has had a
Government since 1979 which has not had the support of more than 50 per cent of the
population.
Mr NICHOLLS: That argument has been put to me several times. I do not care whether
there are 100 candidates in the electoral race; whoever gets the most primary votes should be
the person to represent the electorate. I put it to the Minister that he should give serious
thought to whether that is the sort of change we should be debating instead of a situation
where we make it impossible in many cases for country members to be able to service their
electorates, particularly in the north east and the south east.
Unfortunately the Minister for Transport is not in the Hcuse, but I would like to touch on an
issue of great importance to my electorate - and in fact the surrounding electorates, including
possibly your electorate, Mr Speaker. I refer to the situation with regard to buses servicing
Mandurah. During the Budget debate last year I asked a number of questions. I received a
reply from the person advising the Minister that if buses were seen to be overcrowded, some
sort of action would be taken to alleviate the overcrowding. That was a reasonable answer,
and one that I hoped would have been followed through by the Government. However, in
the past two months, not only has it been demonstrated that this Government is not prepared
to keep its word, but the people of Mandurah, particularly students travelling to school, are
being crowded on to buses like cattle so tightly that they cannot get any more on. In fact
students have been left at the side of the road and they have had to hitchhike to school
because the buses have not been able to pick them up.
Mr Fred Tubby: That happens in all third world countries!

Mr Real: That has been sorted out.
Mr NICHOLLS: The member for Murray may tell me that it has been sorted out. I put it to
him that a bandaid solution has been applied but the problem has not been sorted out.
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Several members interjected.
Mr NICHOLLS: An issue relating to the member far Murray's electorate was raised with
me. Children are being told they cannot catch the school bus from Dawesville, some
20 kilometres from Mandurah -

Mr Read: That has been sorted out.
Mr NICHOLLS: It may have been. My paint is that this Government is trying to put
bandaids on the problems; it is not solving them. The Government is not looking at the
demand and putting same thought into the needs, the resources and the manning of buses and
transport services, and then making sure that there is some logical, rational process of
implementing those changes in order to service the community. Instead parents and students
are subjected to trauma, uncertainty, and in same cases to arrogance when they try to use the
public transport system. In the end they find out that they do not count because they are nor
big enough fish. Same 63 or more buses service the Rockingham area daily. To my
knowledge only 19 or 20 service the Mandurab area, some 20 kilometres down the road. We
have many teenagers in the Mandurab area and very few recreational avenues for their
leisure time. The city is crying out for more people to use the services in the centre of the
city. It is stupid that public transport is not utilised so those people can visit the cinemas,
theatres and other facilities available in the city and return to Mandurah at night. In recent
weeks we have heard about the haze over the city of Perth and the need to look at alternative
transport. We need to cut down the hydrocarbons put into our air. The way we should be
going about that is by promoting public transport. Surely, with such a visible and tangible
market, we should be able to arrange that our public transport continues from Rockingham to
Mandurah. We have all the necessary components and the buses are sitting in the terminuses
at Mandurah. What we do not have is the extra cash to pay drivers. If members consider the
social needs and the benefits which will flow from such a service, they will all agree that it
would be a benefit. I urge the Minister and the Cabinet to look favourably upon introducing
such a service.
Another concern which takes up my time in Mandurah is that of education. It is unfortunate
that the Minister for Education is in the other House, but I would like to make it clear that the
Mandumah Senior High School is in urgent need of maintenance to rectify the defects which
involve more than just a coat of paint. I am talking about leaks, corrosion and electrical
failures. When the Building Management Authority made an assessment last year it
estimated that $137 000-worth of maintenance was needed. Unfortunately, funds were not
allocated over the Christmas break and no work was done, but fortunately in recent weeks
the Minister has seen fit to allocate some funds to paint some of the temporary classrooms
which have been there for years. That is a welcome change. Our schools need to be not only
in top condition, but also to be well maintained. I understand that last year rainwater leaked
through the roof onto a photocopier making it unserviceable. Apparently the school cannot
have it replaced because it is not covered by insurance. That situation should not arise; it is
ridiculous. I hope some of the Government members present will reinforce the need to
ensure that funds are allocated and maintenance is carried out on Mandurab Senior High
School.
Another important issue is the Peel-Harvey Inlet. Although I realise the State is facing
difficult economic times, it is imperative that it is kept open and that the sandbar does not
restrict access to it. The other issue which has dominated every speech since I have been
elected is the Dawesville Cut. I urge the Government, personally, not politically, to try to set
a commencement date for the work which will create jobs in the area. I believe
unemployment in that region is about 16 percent and it is imperative that employment
opportunities are created for local people; the construction of the Dawesville Cut will
provide those opportunities.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms Blaikie.

House adjourned at 4.33 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOSPITALS - COUNTRY HOSPITALS
Conzputerisa clan Project

33. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Health:
(1) What has been the tota cost to date of -

(a) computers;
(b) computer peripheral equipment;
(c) packaged software;
(d) software programnming;
(e) consulmancy;
in relation to the country hospital computerisation project?

(2) How many have been bought, from which suppliers and when?
(3) Are many of these computers not currently in use?
(4) If so, how many, and where are they in storage?
(5) Is the project on schedule?
(6) If not, how far behind is it?
(7) What is the next step in the project?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The total cost to date of the specified items in relation to the Small Hospitals

Information System project are -

(a) $252000
(h) $187800
(c) $205 400
(d) Nil
(e) $255 100.

(2) Four computers were purchased from Adelaide On-line Bureau Pty Ltd in
February 1989. One computer was purchased from Adelaide On-line Bureau
Pty Ltd in June 1989. One computer was purchased from WiJ. Moncrief Pty
Ltd in June 1989. Five computers were purchased from Stott and Hoare
International in June 1990.

(3) No. All of the computers are currently in use.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) The first phase installation was completed on schedule in January 1991.
(6) Not applicable.
(7) The next step will have a project scope which will result in enhanced systems

being made available for community health and other public health delivery
units as well as for country hospitals.

HOSPITALS - "COOK FREEZE" SERVICE
44. Dr TURNBULL to the Minister for Health:

(1) When was the frozen food service known as "Cook Freeze' and provided
through Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, established?

(2) How many meals does it produce annually?
(3) What is the average cost per meal, including the cost of nransporting meals to

hospitals, and is this cost the full "user pays" cost?
(4) Which hospitals are serviced by 'Cook Freeze"?
(5) How many meals per year are- provided to each of these hospitals?
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(6) Does "Cook Freeze" provide all of the meals that each of these hospitals uses
and, if not, approximately what proportion of meals does it provide?

(7) What is the projected annual cost saving for each of the hospitals using the
"Cook Freeze" service?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Healthcare Foods as it is now known was piloted as a trial in 1973 to supply

"frozen food" to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital only. In 1975 the system was
expanded to incorporate both Fremantle and Rockingham Hospitals. In 1988
the system was expanded to include a further 10 hospitals.

(2) Approximately two million meals per year would be a good estimate based on
current consumption.

(3) An avenage meal is in the range of $1.95 to $2.35, dependent on the receiving
institution.

(4)-(5)
Client Meals Client Meals

Law Cowrts 74000 Rockingham 60 000
Fremantle 453 000 Wanneroo 44000
Graylands 321 000 Mandurah 15000
Mt Henry 241000 Wickham 4000
Osborne Park 131 000 SCGH 438 000
Swan Districts 88 000 Armadale 153 000

(6) Approximately two thirds.
(7) Hospital Staff Savings Food Savings Total

Fremnantle
(1986 review) 900000 500000 1400000

Graylands 360 000 70000 430 000
Mt Henry 340 000 - 340 000
Osborne Park 280000 26000 306000
Swan Districts 140000 46000 186000
Rockingham 40000 50000 90 000
Wannenoo 120000 - 120000
SCGH 60000 200000 260000
Armadale 100000 - 100000
TOTAL SAVINGS 2340 000 892 000 3232 000

Based upon achieved staff reductions at 31.12.89, and projected food costs for
1989-90.

PETROL - BOWSER PRICES
Prices Commissioner - Lower Prices for Motorists Evidence

45. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) What specific evidence is there that the Prices Commissioner is achieving

lower fuel prices at the bowser for the motorist?
(2) If none, when will the practice of gazetting new maximum prices be

abandoned?
(3) Which of the Prices Commissioner's current functions cannot be adequately

carried out by the Prices Surveillance Authority?
(4) How many times has the Petroleum Products Pricing (Maximum Prices for

Motor Fuel) Order been amended since it was first gazetted on 3 February
1984?

(5) What is the approximate annual cost of publishing and distributing special
gazettes amendments to the oiiler?
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Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) The Prices Commissioner sets a maximum price and retailers are free to trade

under that price. Recently during the Gulf crisis there were moves made by
same retailers in the Eastern States to exploit the situation by increasing prices
above the increases in wholesale prices. This problem did not occur in Perth
as the maximum price is controlled.

(2) It is not proposed to abandon controls at this time. However, its continued
need is reviewed on a regular basis.

(3) The Prices Surveillance Authority recommends wholesale prices. It does not
set retail prices nor does it have the same powers of the State to control retail
prices.

(4) 130. Prior to the Gulf crisis the annual average since the firt order was
issued in April 1983 was 10 per annum

(5) The approximate cost is $120 per order.

CONSTRUCTION MINING AND ENERGY WORKER'S UNION - GORDON
WICKHAM CONSTRUCTIONS

Union Members Intimidating Bricklayers Allegations
49. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

(1) Has any action been taken to investigate allegations of violence and
intimidation by members of the Construction Mining and Energy Workers
Union against bricklayers working at Kwinana for a company known as
Gordon Wickham Constructions?

(2) If yes, will the Minister table the report?
(3) If no to (1), on whose instruction has no action been taken?
Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No. It is inappropriate to comment at this stage as the industrial dispute

referred to is currently the subject of proceedings before the WAIRC.
(3) Not applicable. See answer to (1).

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - HOMES A COURT BHIP
SHARES AND TERRACE PROPERTIES PURCHASE

Cabinet Borrowings Approval
54. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Microeconomic Reform:

Referring to the State Government Insurance Commission's dealings with the
Holmes a Court interests in November 1987 to purchase the $284 million
BHP share parcel and the $206 million Terrace group of properties -

(a) what was the total amount of money approved to be borrowed by the
Premier and/or Cabinet at the time for the State Government Insurance
Commission to facilitate the purchases as referred;

(b) were any of the borrowings required to finance the State Government
Insurance Commission purchases provided by Mr Holmes a Court, any
of his family or any other entity controlled by him or his family trust
companies; and

(c) if so, who were the moneys borrowed from and what were the specific
amounts lent by the separate entities involved?

Dr GALLOP replied:
See reply to question 1874 of 1990.
(a) $460 million.
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(b) No.
(c) Not applicable.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY - NOTICE PAPER NO 58
Printing Date

59. Mr MENSAROS to the Speaker:
When was the Legislative Assembly Notice Paper No 58 "date to be fixed'
printed and circulated?

The SPEAKER replied:
Advance proof copies of Notice Paper No 58 wert printed internally for the
information of members and staff shortly after the House rose on
27 December 1990 and prior to prorogation on 2 January 1991. The
necessary stock copies were printed on 29 January and sent to Parliament
House on 30 January 199 1.

SCHOOLS - MINOR WORKS ALLOCATIONS
64. Mr WAIT to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) Is there to be allocation for minor works in schools in the 199 1-92 Budget?
(2) If so, how much?
(3) Will the traditional practice of giving an early indication in March or April of

minor works allocations be followed this year to enable schools to commence
planning?

(4) If not, when will schools be given an indication of funding allocations for next
financial year?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) It is anticipated that a minor works allocation will be made to district

education officers in 1991-92.
(2) Until such time as the Budget process has been completed, it is not possible to

indicate the size of the proposed allocation.
(3)-(4)

It is proposed that the district education officers be advised of the funding
allocations in the early part of the 199 1-92 financial year.

COCKBURN SOUND - EFFLUENT DISCHARGE PREVENTION
South Freniandle-Coo gee Area Clean-up

61. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for the Environment:
Is the clean up of the South Fremantle-Coagee area on target to stop effluent
being discharged into Cockburn Sound?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Yes.

SCHOOLS - SAMSON PRIMARY SCHOOL
Enrolment Increase, Facilities Need

70. Mr SHAVE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the increase in enrolmnents at Samson Primary

School?
(2) Does the Minister acknowledge that this increase has resulted in an urgent

need for a library resource centre, a music roam and four additional
classrooms?

(3) Will the Minister ensure that these facilities are included in the 1991-92
Budget allocations?
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Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The need for a purpose-built library/resource centre is acknowledged. The

school has sufficient accommodation to cater for its current enrolment.
(3) The school will be considered for inclusion in the 1991-92 Capital Works

Pogam.
TRANSPERTH - FLEET MANAGEMENT COMPUTER SYSTEM EVALUATION

DB Computer Systems Pry Ltd
72. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Did Transperth install a fleet management computer system provided by DR
Computer Systems Pty Ltd in February 1990 for evaluation?

(2) (a) Was the evaluation period extended;
(b) if so, why?

(3) (a) Was the system rejected;
(b) if so, what reasons were given for the rejection?

(4) Were other fleet management systems trialed in addition to the DB system?
(5) When did Transperth begin the development of the alternative system with

Statewide Computer Management Services?
(6) Does the Statewide system incorporate any of the ideas contained within the

DB system?
(7) Did Statewide obtain those ideas through Transperth's evaluation of the DR

system, despite an agreement that details of the DR system would not be
disclosed to any third party?

(8) If not, where did Statewide obtain the specific detail on Government systems
of which it had no prior knowledge?

Mrs BEGOS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Yes.

(b) Workloads at the time did not allow sufficient time to be allocated to
the evaluation.

(3) (a) Yes.
(b) The cost of the selected option was substantially cheaper.

A more robust database management system was preferred.
Retention of the source code for ongoing inhouse maintenance was
preferred.
Availability of a report writer facility on the selected software offered
future savings.
The selected software offered more scope for portability across
different computer environments.
The selected option provided a vehicle system which was fully
integrated to a booking system.

(4) Yes.
(5) Analysis commenced in May 1990 and programming commenced in June

1990.
(6) No specific ideas were taken from any of the tialled software. The system

was developed on the existing Transperth manual system.
(7) No.
(8) The system was developed based on the existing manual operation in

conjunction with the Transperth fleet maintenance officer, incorporating the
requirements as specified by the Motor Vehicle Policy Committee.
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WATER AUTHORIT OF WESTERN AUSTRtALIA - HEADWORKS CHARGES
Increases

74. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) When were headworks charges last increased by the Water Authority of

Western Australia?
(2) What were the nature and extent of those increases?
Mrt BRIDGE replied:
(1) The standard headworks contribution amount is adjusted annually in

accordance with the variation in the average of the Australian Bureau of
Statistics' Price Index of Materials Used in Building other than House
Building, All Groups Pernh, and the Minimumn Hourly Wage Rates for Adult
Males, Building and Construction, WA, that occurred during the 12 month
period preceding October of the previous year. This adjustment is applied in
monthy increments.

(2) The standard headworks contribution amounts for July 1990 and March 1991
are -

WATER SEWERAGE DRAINAGE
July 1990 1203 608 313
March 1991 1265 639 329

PUBLIC PROPERTY - SALE PROCEEDS TREATMENT REGULATION
Treasurer's Instrucion 409 - Deletion

77. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:
(1) Is the Treasurer aware that Treasurer's Instruction 409, covering the treatment

of proceeds from the sale of public property, has been deleted and that notice
of this was given on page 1070 of the Governent Gazette of 8 March, 1991?

(2) What was the reason for the deletion of this instruction?
(3) What regulation or instruction now covers the trment of the proceeds of the

sale of public property?
(4) How is it intended that such proceeds will be treated from now on?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Substituted by Financial Administration Regulation 26 gazetted on 12 March

1991 -No 41 Special.
(3) See answer to (2)
(4) See Financial Administration Regulation 26.

SM[ITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

80. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for the Environment:
Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983, made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robent Smith or any firm with which he
is associate in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Mr PEARCE replied:
See the Premier's reply to question 78.
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SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

81. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Mines; Fisheries; Mid-West:
Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
See the Premier's reply to question 78.

SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

83. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport; Racing and Gaming; Tourism:
Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
See the Premier's reply to question 78.

SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

84. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Agriculture; Water Resources, North-West:
Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
See the Premier's reply to question 78.

SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

85. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Lands; Planning; Justice; Local Government;
South-West:

Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
Refer to the Premier's reply to question 78.

SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

88. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education;
Employment and Training; The Arts:

Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
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payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory autority?

Dr GALLOP replied:
See reply to question 78.

SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

89. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services:
Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
See answer to question 78.

SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

91. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Fuel and Energy; Microeconomic Reform:,
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Dr GALLO)P replied:
See the Premier's reply to question 78.

SMITH, MR ROBERT - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT
Surveillance Services

93. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Health:
Has any Government department, agency or statutory authority under the
control of the Minister either directly or indirectly since February 1983 made
payments for services rendered by Mr Robert Smith or any firm with which he
is associated, in relation to surveillance, in the broadest sense, of any member
of Parliament, former member of Parliament, public servant or other
employee of any Government department, agency or statutory authority?

Mr WILSON replied:
See the Premier's reply to Legislative Assembly question 78 of 20 March
1991.

SPENT CONVICTIONS ACT 1988 - PROCLAMATION
94. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Justice:

(1) Has die Spent Convictions Act 1988 yet been proclaimed?
(2) If not, why not?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) No.
(2) A number of administrative matters associated with the legislation, including

preparations for the receipt of applications and the need to await the Law
Reform Commission's advice in relation to exceptions, have delayed the

408 [ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday, 21 March 199 1] 0

proclarnation of the Act. As soon as these matters have been resolved the
legislation will be proclaimed.

SALMON - CATCH QUOTAS
97. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) When did the Government decide to impose quotas for catches on the State's
salmon fishery?

(2) On what basis was this decision made?
(3) How were the quotas arrived at?
(4) Will quotas apply to this industry in the futuire?
(5) If so, why?
(6) Is there any evidence to show that the quota system works?
(7) What research is currently under way to assess the salmon fishery?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) For the 1990 season.
(2) These were set following a review of salmon management rules for the fishery

and after initial representations to me by industry on the question of
management rules.

(3) On the basis of historical catch levels.
(4) The rules will continue to be examined on an annual basis. However, quotas

are likely to apply in the future,
(5) To provide a framework for industry adjustment should that be desirable or

necessary.
(6) Quotas are an effective management tool in constraining total catches. They

also apply in other Fisheries.
(7) The Fisheries Department continually monitors salmon catches, more specific

population modelling work and analysis on the impact of the Leeuwin current
on the distribution of salmon catches will be undertaken as resources permit,
and as new information becomes available.

ELECTORATE OFFICERS - SALARY INCREASES
99. Mr BRADSHAW to the Premier:

(1) Axe electorate officers being paid their increase in salary as soon as it is due?
(2) If not, why not?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Electorate officers are paid their salary increase as soon as practical after it is

due.
(2) Not applicable.

Should the member have any particular concern on this issue, he is invited to
contact my department.

POWER STATIONS - COAL FIRED POWER STATION, COLLIE
Government Approval

100. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Will the Government be giving approval for a private coal fired power station

to proceed at Collie this year?
(2) If so, when will this decision be made?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) Approval will only be given if the conditions announced as prerequisites by

409



the Premier in December 1990 are achieved by the coal companies and the
SEC WA power unions.

(2) By30OApril 1991.
POWER STATIONS - COAL FIRED POWER STATION, COLLIE

Tenderers, Government Commitment
101. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Did the Government give a commitnent to any of the zenderers for a new coal
fired power station at Comle that the Government would be selecting one of
these tenderers; for die construction of this plant at the end of the assessment
period?

(2) If so, is it still the Government's intention to proceed with a coal-fixed power
scation?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(18-2)

The member's question is unclear; however, no commitment has been given
to any one of the tenderers; prior to the end of the assessment period.
Furthermore, ihe tenderers are await that the power station will be gas fired
unless the conditions stipulated by the Government axe achieved.

NORTH WEST SHELF GAS PROJECT - NATURAL GAS SUPPLIES
Government 'Take or Pay" Commitmnent

107. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Has the Government taken supplies of natural gas from the North West Shelf

project in line with the minimum commitments it must purchase with the
"take or pay" contract during the months of July, August, September, October,
November, December 1990 and January, February 1991?

(2) If not, how much gas was taken during these months?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The take or pay commitment for North West Shelf gas is expressed as an

annual obligation. It is equivalent to an average of 393.1 terajoules per day.
There are no monthly take or pay obligations.

(2) Gas takes have been as follows -
Average Take for Month

July 1990 374.1 TJId
August 1990 374.3 TJ/d
September 1990 384.7 TJ/d
October 1990 370.7 TI/Cl
November 1990 336.9 TJ/d
December 1990 321.1 TJ/d
January 1991 335.0 TJ/d
Rebnu=A991 37111
Year to date 359.2 TJld

STATESHIPS - JAKARTA REPRESENTATIVE
Indonesia Tonnages

111. Mr COURT to dhe Minister for Transport:
(1) Does Staceships still have a representative based in Jakarta?
(2) What tonnages has Stateships carried to and from Indonesia in the months of

July, August, September, October, November, December 1990 and January,
February 1991?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) No. See response given to Legislative Assembly question 185.
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1990 July
August
September
October
November
December

To JndQrs
600
350
926

3 12.5
25

2 375

EMM Indflnesia
350

25
325
700
400
350

1991 January 1225
February 1 075 525

Tonnages calculated on the basis of 25 cannes per cubic metre per 20 foot
equivalent unit.

STATE ENERGY COMMI[SSION - ELECTRCITY GENERATION PERCENTAGES
Natural Gas, Coal, Oil

118. Mr COURT to the M inister for Fuel and Energy:
What percentage of electricity generated by the State Energy Commission of
Western Australia has been produced using
(a) natural gas;
(b) coal;
(c) oil;
on a quarterly basis for the years 1989, 1990 and the months of January,
February, 1991?

Dr GALLOP replied:
Approximately 97 per cent of electricity generated by SECWA is to supply
the south west interconnected system. The cable below details the fuel use in
this system.
Period
Jan-Mar 89
Apr-Jun 89
Jul-Sep 89
Oct-Dec 89
Jan-Mar 90
Apr-June 90
Jul-Sep 90
Oct-Dec 90
Jan 91
Feb 91
Three per cent o
predominant fuel.

Coal % Gas % Oil %
68%
71%
69%
66%
72%
72%
78%
86%
82%
81%

f electricity

32%
29%
31%
34%
28%
27%
12%
14%
18%
19%

generated is

<5%
<.5%
<5%
<5%
<5%
1%

<5%
<5%
<5%
<5%

for remote location. Oil is the

DAWESVILLE CUT - DEVELOPMENT STATUS
Limestone and Sand Mine Operation Approvals

122. Mr COURT to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the current status of the development of the Dawesville Cut?
(2) What approvals have been given for the opening of a limestone and sand mine

operation in the channel route?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Detailed design work for the channel and ocean entrance breakwaters have

been completed. Work has commenced on the excavation of sand and
limestone firom a quarry on the channel alignment.

(2) The City of Mandurah has issued an extractive industries licence for the
quarrying of sand and limestone on the channel alignment. The Department

(2)
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of Marine and Harbows is negotiating for materials to be removed from a
series of quarries along the channel route.

FISHERIES ACT - BREACHES
Prosecution Statistics and Penalties

131. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) In 1989-90, how many prosecutions resulted from breaches of the Fisheries
Act?

(2) What were the principal offences which occurred?
(3) What range of penalties resulted from prosecutions for each of the principal

offences?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Final figures concerning number of actual prosecutions for breaches against

the Fisheries Act during 1989-90 have not been extracted as some cases are
not yet finalised. However, it is estimated that approximately 700
prosecutions will result.

(2) There were a total of 367 breach reports submitted during 19 89-90. The
principal offences related to taking undersize, excess quantities, out of season
rock lobster, marron, crabs and abalone, and illegal netting of fish in closed
waters.

97 reports related to illegally taking rock lobster
87 reports related to illegally taldng marron
63 reports related to illegally netting fish
40 reports related to illegally taking crabs
26 reports related to illegally taking abalone.

(3) Penalties vary greatly depending upon the species, nature of the offence and
the number of fish involved.

WILDLIFE CONSERVATION ACTr - BREACHIES
Prosecution Statistics and Penalties

132. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) How many prosecutions resulted from breaches of the Wildlife Conservation

Act, during 1988-89 and 1989-90 respectively?
(2) What were the principal offences which occurred?
(3) What range of penalties resulted from prosecutions for each of the principal

offences?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) In 1988-89, 171 offences were reported of which 72 resulted in Prosecution.

In 1989-90, 236 offences were reported of which 64 have resulted in
prosecution, in addition to which approximately 35 cases involving some
60 offences are still pending.

(2) The principal offences in numerical terms were the unlawful taking of
protected fauna - 51 in 1988-89 and 67 in 1989-90 - and the unlawful taking
of protected flora - 49 in 1988-89 and 40 in 1989-90.

(3) In 1988-89 penalties for the unlawful taking of protected fauna ranged from
$50 to $800 and penalties for the unlawful taking of protected flora ranged
from $20 to $1 200. In 1989-90 penalties for the unlawful taking of protected
fauna ranged from $20 to $750 and penalties for the unlawful taking of
protected flora ranged from $100 to $850.
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STATE BANK OF SOUTH AUSTRALIA - BORROWINGS OR ASSETS SALE
Government Departments or Agencies

153. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs; Seniors:
(1) Has any of the Government departments or instrumentalities (agencies) uinder

the Minister's responsibility -

(a) borrowed money from, or
(b) sold any assets
to the State Bank of South Australia or any of its subsidiaries during the last
three years?

(2) If so, will the Minister detail such transactions?
Dr WATSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

DELOrn' ROSS TOHMATSU - CONSULTANTS
Government Departments

172. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs; Seniors:

Has the firm Deloitte Ross Tohmatsu been used as consultants for the
departments within your control during the periods -

(a) 1983 to 1986;
(b) 1986 to 1989;
(c) 1989 to 1991?

Dr WATSON replied:
(a)-(c)

No.
WATER RESOURCES - WATER PIPELINE, KIMIBERLEY-PERTH

Funding Options Report
196. Mr COURT to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) When will the State Government's report on funding options for a Kimberley
to Perth water pipeline be completed?

(2) Were funding and costing options covered in the last report prepared by the
Government on this pipeline?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) July 1991.
(2) The report prepared by Infrastructure Development Corporation Pty Ltd was a

preliminary feasibility and economic appraisal study. Costs, both capital and
operating, were covered but options for funding were not.

(3) This is to be covered ini the follow-up report.

WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANTS - OCEAN OUTFALL
Phosphorus, Nil Content - Environmental Protection Authority Requirement

199. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) Does the Environmental Protection Authority require a ni phosphorus content

for waste water disposal in an ocean outfall treatment plant?
(2) If so, how is that figure determined?
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Mr BRID)GE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

SENATE ELECTIONS - ONE-VOTE-ONE-VALUE
Government Policy

200. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Parliamnentary and Electoral Reform:
(1) Does the Government have a policy on *'one-voxe-one-value" for Senate

elections?
(2) If yes, what is it?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(I) Yes
(2) Western Australia is one of the six independent original States which

federated to form the Commonwealth of Australia. A feature of the historical
agreement to federate is that the Australian Constitution provides equal
representation in the Senate for each of the six original States irrespective of
population. Within each State, every primary vote cast at a Senate election is
equal in value. Both these features of Senate elections are supported by the
Western Australian Government. It is inappropriate to attempt comparison
between equal representation of States in the Senate and equal representation
of electors which should apply in other elected bodies lie the State
Parliament.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

BURS WOOD RESORT CASINO - FOREIGN OWNERSHIP
26. Mr CLARKO to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Is she concerned at the current level of foreign ownership of the Burswood
Resort Casino?

(2) What is the maximum foreign ownership level of which she would approve?
(3) What is the current percentage of shares in the Burswood Property Trust now

in foreign ownership?
(4) Does this percentage exceed the limit as specially approved by her, under her

ministerial powers, which limit is above the 40 per cent foreign ownership
limit as provided in the Casino Act?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
I thank the member for Marrnion for some notice of his question.

(1) Members will remember that a media statement outlining the
Government's position on the level of foreign ownership in the
Burswood Casino was made by the Premier on 26 March 1990. [ then
elaborated on that in a statement that I made to the House on 30 May
1990. Those statements were made at a time when Victoria Company
Ltd sought to purchase units held in the Burswood Property Trust by
Genting (WA) Pty Ltd - both of those companies under the Casino
(Btzrswood Island) Agreement. We allowed Victoria Company to
purchase 50 per cent of the units issued in the trust from Genting and
there was no increase in the overall foreign ownership of the trust.

(2) No more than the present level and I made that position public.
(3) The latest advice from my department is that the last check of the

register indicated that the foreign ownership of units in the trust
comprised 50 per cent held by Victoria Company Ltd and
eight per cent held by other persns deemed to be foreign holders
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under the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement. However, a current
check is being made of the register to determine whether that is still
the case.

(4) No. I have recently-
Mr Lewis: Yes, it does.
Mrs BEGGS: No, it does not.
Mr Lewis: Of course it does.
Mrs BEGGS: I pranted an exemption. The question asks whether "this percentage

exceeds the limit as specially approved by her, under her ministerial powers".
I amn answering the question. If the member had listened to the member's
question the answer would make more sense.

Mr Lewis: It is 80 per cent overseas owned, and you know it.
Mrs BEGGS: I do not know that at all. I will take action under my powers if the

member provides me with evidence of that
Mr Lewis: Everybody in Western Australia knows it How come you don't know.
Mrs BEGGS: I do not know it.
Mr Clarico: Have your officers indicated when you can advise the community on the

percentage?
Mrs BEGGS: Yes. As the member knows, under the Act, the onus for registration of

the uinits is on the miust. Penalties attach to that if that is exceeded As the
members said to me earlier when he gave me the question, they do every-thing
in their power to determine that it is not a foreign owner when the shares are
being registered. However, they may be foreign companies which have
Australian registration and it has to be checked very carefully. I am not in a
position to personally check that. That is why, under the Act, penalties would
be incurred by the trust if those levels were exceeded.

Mr Clarko: If in a month, six months or a year's time you know what the percentage
is, will you give that information to the public of Western Australia?

Mrs BEGGS: My understanding is that as they are being registered the trust checks
the bona tides of the companies to see whether they are Australian or foreign
owned companies. If the registration exceeds the limit they have an
obligation to advise immediately.

Mr Clarko: We ask that you make this public as soon as you can.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mannion has bad a fair go.
Mrs BEGGS: I have made public the information I have at my disposal today

because the member for Marmion asked me the question. I advise the House
that I recently wrote to the manager of the Burswood Resort Casino to remind
him of his responsibilities and obligations to prevent registration of units that
would exceed the foreign ownership limit. To the best of my knowledge there
is no exceeding of that foreign ownership limit.

POLITICAL PARTIES - INCOME DISCLOSURE
National Level Support

27. Mr CUNNINGHAM to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
Is the Minister aware of support at the national level for full disclosure of
income by political parties along the lines proposed by the State Government?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Government was very pleased to note that the leader of the Federal
Opposition, Dr John Hewson, has stated his intention to reveal the full story to
voters of the way in which politics is financed- He has certainly come down
very clearly on the side of the proposition that we have put forward in a
pamphlet which I distributed last week proposing the open disclosure of the
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financing of political parties and election campaigns. In that paper I have also
suggested that spiralling election costs are a potential threat to democracy and
therefore election spending limits should be considered.
As yet I have not received any indication from the State Leader of the
Opposition that he supports his Federal leader. Indeed, only last week on
radio the State Leader of the Opposition seemed to be opposing any move to
disclose the source of political donations.

Mr Pearce: Today he seems to be failing to disclose himself.
Dr GALLOP: That is right.
Several members inreijected.
Mr Lewis: Don't you talk about attendance in this House: The Premier is never here.
Mr Taylor: The Premier is here now.
Several members inteijec ted.
The SPEAKER: Order! This is a period for members to ask questions and for

Ministers to answer them; it is not a period in which I will allow this sort of
cross Chamber inteijection. If members want to go down that path they can
do it somewhere else. Let us get on with question time.

Dr GALLOP: When the State Liberal Party has had time to assimilate the sound
reform backed by its Federal leader, I hope it will fully support the proposal
when it is before Parliament.

POWER STATIONS - COAL FIRED POWER STATION, COLLIE
Two Consortia Proposals - Governent Decision Date

28. Dr TUJRNBULL to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
Further to the question I put to the Minister yesterday, and because of the
uncertainty in Collie as a decision has not been made about which coal
company will receive the contract to supply coal for the new coal fired power
station, will the Minister be more specific as to approximately when he will be
able to announce to Western Australians the decision on which consortium
will be building the next coal fired power station at Collie?

Dr GALLOP replied:
I thought my answer to the member's question yesterday was appropriate. My
answer was that the two bids finally in the system are currendly being
considered by the Western Australian State Energy Commission board which
is the proper approach to this issue. The board is yet to advise which way it is
going in respect of those bids. We are well down the track now and the final
date of any decision on our future power options is the end of April.
I expect to have advice from the board on this matter very soon, and it is not
possible for me to go beyond that statement. I am sure the people of Collie to
whom I have spoken in the past few weeks fully understand the situation the
Government is in. I do not understand the reasoning behind the member for
Collie's question.

SMALL BUSINESS - GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE
29. Mr CATANIA to the Deputy Premier

What is being done to help streamline the stant-up process for small business
and industry?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
I thank the member for Balcatta for that question because I am sure all
members of this House will be well aware of his great interest in the small
business community in Western Australia. In fact, a great deal is being done
to assist small business in this area. The most recent initiative has resulted in
16 computer companies submitting proposals to develop a high technology
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system, which will provide business people with access to a telephone hot-
line from which they can ascertain what regulations must be complied with
and licences obtained before starting a new enterprise. The current system is
quite time consuming and costly for small business. For example, someone
who warnted to start up a caravan park would need numerous licences and
would need to be aware of many regulations to be complied with before
getting that type of business off dhe ground The new computerised system
will enable such people to make a telephone call. to obtain information on
what must be done and where it must be done, and any other information
required in the establishment of a business. With one telephone call people
will have access to that information. That is a plus for small business. The
next plus is to ensure that they are required to do less in future than they are
required to do at present in terms of regulations and lice nces.

GOVERNNMNT ADVERTISING - ELECTIONS
Electronic Media Advertising Ban - Premier's Support

30. Mr LEWIS to the Premier:
Does the Premier unequivocally support the Federal Labor Government's
proposal to ban electronic media advertising at election times?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I assume the member for Applecross is the die facto Leader of the Opposition.
How many times can we expect his colleagues to be absent during the by--
election? Members on this side of the House take Parliament seriously. I
have arranged my trips to Geraldwon to coincide with the parliamentary
breaks. 'I count five members of the Opposition ftontbench - that is an insult
to the Parliament.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is never appropriate for members to shout interjections

and it is even less appropriate at this juncture of our proceedings. It may well
be that members on either side of the House from time to time take exception
to what is being said, but that does not give them the right to shout over it.
Members have the right to say whatever they like, although at a later stage
they may be asked to prove it.

Dr LAWRENCE: I was simply trying to argue before answering the question that
leaving the member for Applecross in charge of the Opposition benches of the
Parliament probably constitutes contempt of the Parliament!

Mr Clarko: It is nice to see you for a change.
Dr LAWRENCE: I am always in the House, and within two minutes of the Chamber.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Clarko: Even when you are here you arm not -
The SPEAKER: Order! If members persist in ignoring my request, the next question

will be die last.
Dr LAWRENCE: The proposal made by the Federal Government to ban electronic

advertising has been the subject of some discussion over the last couple of
days. There is a lot of merit in the proposal for the following reason: It
means all political parties, including the Liberal Party, are placed on a level
playing field - I use that term since it is the language Opposition members
seem to understand. Also, that small parties and independents have greater
access, therefore, to the information that they might want to put forward.
Secondly -andlIthink we would all agree with this in our heart of hearts -
political advertising is not very appealing in the sense that it is supposed to
provide information to the electorate. Electoral advertising is designed to
promote a product in the same way as people sell motor vehicles or soap

01464-14
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powder. As a private citizen I found the political advertising parties had to do
because they were in competition with one another pretty offensive.

Mr Clarko: You have used it.
Dr LAWRENCE: Everybody has used it. Parties have to use it to keep up with one

another. There has been a constant escalation, not only in cost but also, if one
likes, in the professionalisnm of the advertising.

Mr Lewis: You have lost your friends. They are all broke and now you have no
money.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Applecross will come to order.
Dr LAWRENCE: I remind members opposite that the question of cost is relevant,

and that is my point. After the last election the Liberal Party President, as he
was then, said that this suggestion was worthy of examination precisely
because the Uiberal Party - and I have no doubt the National Party, too, their
use of certain postage allowances aside - was finding the cost of advertising
pretty prohibitive.

Mr Houre: That was pretty rough.
Dr LAWRENCE: I talked about the Federal election.
Mr House: I am glad the Premier made that clear.
Dr LAWRENCE: flat, of course, must be a consideration. In Australia we do not

have mass political parties. We have small organisations. The Liberal Party.
despite what members opposite might say publicly, is not huge. I think that
the National Party is probably the biggest party in this State in terms of
numbers. Those individuals have a limited capacity to raise funds. That
raises the next point. When corporate sponsorship of political parties
happens, even if even-handed, the inevitable suggestion is that the giving of
donations may be linked to subsequent behaviour by Governments. Members
opposite will not cop in this House a suggestion from their own leader that we
have disclosure of political donations. In my view, it would be a better course
of action if everything were on the table and everybody knew who had
donated and how much. Under that scheme unions, third parties and
everybody from individual corporations who funded political parties or
campaigns would be disclosed. If that were the case the question would be
less pressing than it is now. Individuals opposite seem to want to have it both
ways. They are not prepared to address the question. The idea has merit,
although I amn not necessarily jam ping in behind it 100 per cent.

Mr Lewis: You are equivocating.
Dr LAWRENCE: I am not equivocating. That means that one cannot make up one's

mind. A clear case exists for disclosure of political donations, about that I
have no doubt. Despite their good leadership on this matter, members
opposite continue to be equivocal about it.

'RAILWAYS - ELECTRIFICATION
New Trains Delay

31. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Transport:
As the son of a railway man, I have taken an intense interest in the
electrifiation of the suburban railway system and have become increasingly
concerned about the delay in seeing the sleek new trains on the rails. Can the
Minister for Transport say when we can expect to see these trains running and
what has caused the protracted delay in the completion of the contract?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
I thank the member for Darling Range for advising me yesterday that he
would ask this question. I was sorry that he was not here to ask it last night as
I had my answer prepared and was worried that I would not remember today
what I was going to say yesterday. It is an important question. When the
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EMU railcars arrived in Western Australia and resting was started a vibration
was noted in the first set, and as the ret were rested that vibration was seen to
occur in all of them. The contractors supplying the cars have been working
on die problem for some months. I met with the contractor Asea-Brown
Boveri last Friday and travelled on an electric railcar from Perth to Kelmscott
where I then caught the Australind. Unfortunately for Ausralind passengers,
including some of my colleagues, that made the Anstralind late as it was
going to Bunbury.
Although significant modifications have now been made, there is still a slight
vibration, but for someone who has travelled on the old trains and then on the
new electric railcars, the vibration is incidental compared with the comfort of
the new electric cars. This Government has invested, for the community of
Western Australia, $460 million in this electrification program and in the new
electrified rail system to the northern suburbs. The public of Western
Australia deserve a first class rail system, and I am reluctant to put those cars
into service until they have been totally modified and are absolutely perfect.
My understanding is that the contractor is now waiting for some parts to come
from Japan, and it will cake a few more weeks for chose parts to'be fitted to
each railcar set. The cars will then be put into service, and I am surt the
public of Western Australia will be absolutely delighted to use them.

KUWAIT - RECONSTRUCTION
Company Involvement Opportunities

32. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for State Development:
What measures has the Government taken to attempt to secure work for
Western Australian companies in the rebuilding of war devastated Kuwait?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
It is important that companies throughout Australia be given the opportunity
to be involved in that rebuilding process. That will be an enormous process; it
was pointed our to me the other day that the current estimated cost of
rebuilding Kuwait will be about 10 per cent of the gross private investment in
the United Stares each year. Australians should feel that they can make a
contribution to that project.

Mr Cowan: We are too busy rebuilding a Labor-devastated WA to worry about
Kuwait.

Mr TAYLOR: It is important that people have the opportunity to take part in the
rebuilding of Kuwait. A few weeks ago I discussed this issue with the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade in Canberra. At that time Hon Neal
Blewett was on his way to Kuwait, via the United States, and he had the
opportunity to speak to the leaders of Government in Kuwait. They assured
him that there would be a role for Australian companies. As a result, we have
told those companies that they should make use of their contacts in the Middle
East and in the Gulf States, or with the major United States corporations
which are involved.
In addition, we have set up, with the cooperation and support of the
Confederation of Western Australian Industry, a telephone line which people
can use to register their interest so that we can forward that information to the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and also to Austrade. It is not just a
rebuilding process but also a supply process. It is really a case of rebuilding a
nation from the bottom up, and Western Australian companies will have a role
to play. Western Australian companies have done a great deal of work in the
Middle East over the years and, no matter what the Leader of the National
Party says, it is important that they have the opportunity to participate in that
exercise, and that they receive Government support. We will ensure that the
names of those companies are included with the others so that they will have
that opportunity.
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INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES - TITANIUM DIOXIDE SHIP LOADING, BUNBURY
Amalgamated Metal Workers and Shipwrights Union, Federated Miscellaneous

Workers Union
33. Mr KIERAThi to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

(1) Is the Minister aware that an industrial dispute in Bunbury involving the
Amalgamated Metal Workers and Shipwrights Union and the Federated
Miscellaneous Workers Union of Austradlia is preventing a ship from being
loaded to fill an export order for titanium dioxide, which has an approximate
value of $7 million?

(2) Is the Minister aware that the unions' actions are in breach of an agreement
reached in December 1990?

(3) What action will the Minister take to prevent such union blackmail and to
ensure that an export market is not lost to Western Australia?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1)-(3)

As a result of conversation with my colleague next to me I have become
aware of a dispute in Bunbury. I understand it bears same relation to
superannuation and to whether an insurer within the superannuation scheme
has paid out promptly on claims lodged. I do not have any more information
than that. I shall be more than happy to get information on the dispute. It is
an area of enormous concern to me. As members would be aware, today's
newspaper reports an extremely distressing case where workers in a factory
are suffering problems with a superannuation fund into which they have been
paying contributions. I look forward very much to the Federal regulations
about to be gazetted which will govern occupational superannuation schemes
and set the ground rules for occupational superannuation. I undertake to
examine the reasons behind the dispute in Bunbury.

Mr Kierath: Would you use your influence?
Mrs HENDERSON: I am not going to leap in and say what [ will do without

knowing the details, but I am more than happy to find out about the problem.
Mr Taylor: It has not berthed yet.
Several members iniewiected.
The SPEAKER: This is the first time I am issuing a warning under section 730 of

Standing Orders.
CONNELL, MR LAURIE - SENIOR POLICE OFFICER

Business Involvement - Commissioner of Police Awareness
4. Dr ALEXANDER to the Premier:

(1) Given the involvement of Mr Laurie Connell in the notorious sting at the
Kalgoorlie races in the 1970s, when did the Commissioner of Police find out
about the involvement or apparent involvement of senior police in business
with Mr Connell?

(2) What action did the Commissioner of Police take to limit or prevent this
activity?

(3) When was this action undertaken?
(4) If the answers to (1) to (3) are not forthcoming, will the Premier have the

matter referred to the Ombudsman for further investigation?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

As the member will know, I am not the Minister responsible for police. I was
happy to respond to the question yesterday on the ground that it was asking
my opinion about what should be done. I have bad a brief discussion with the
Minister for Police this morning, and he assures me that the matter has been
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the subject of internal investigation. I shall seek further examination from
him to provide to the member. The outcome of thac investigation Will clearly
determine whether it might be appropriate to refer the matter to the
Ombudsman or to other authorities. The Ombudsman is one authority; I do
not rule that out. However, until I san better informed on the matter it would
not be appropriate for me to give the member chat assurance.

HOSPITALS - GERALDTON HOSPITAL
Additional Funding

35. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Health:
With reference to an article in The West Australian which announced that an
additional $500 000 would be made available to the Geraldcon hospital -

(1) Where is that money coming from?
(2) As there was reference to additional moneys being made available by

effecting savings in expenditure in other hospital budgets within the
region, which hospitals have been required to cut their expenditure.
and by how much?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1 )-(2)
In the overall Health budget, application has recently been made and
permission given for an overrun to accommodate some of the shortfalls which
have occurred. That is the case with the Geraldton hospital. Unforeseen and
unpredicted shortfalls in revenue as a result of increasing numbers of people
ceasing to have recourse to private health insurance and therefore having
recourse to treatment in public hospitals have been responsible for half the
problems in the Geraldion hospital. Another problem has been the increasing
number of high speciality services offered in 'Geraldton as a result of
Government policy of offering specialist services in regional hospitals.
The cost of other goods and services associated with the delivery of high
speciality services in such hospitals has incurred additional over-budget costs
which are part of the costs recognised in the additional $500 000. It may be
that results from an analysis associated with the case mix study in Perth will
give us a clear indication of the costs of high speciality treatments per case in
hospitals. We will have an additional tool to enable us to provide more
adequate budgets for hospitals delivering high speciality services across the
State.
I refer to the member's question about the way in which chose additional
funds are being provided at Geraldton. As a result of the regional
reorganisation of the department which has taken place since 1988 it is now
possible for the country operations division of the department to have the
flexibility across regions and the country operations to reallocate resources to
areas of accruing need which occur from time to time. Not all savings result
from enforced strictures. Many hospital administrators are now finding that
by delivering services more efficiently and more productively savings can be
made without affecting delivery of services. That is a desirable development
in the administration of hospitals thuoughout the State and the nation.
If one analyses delivery of services in public hospitals in every State of
Australia, it will be seen that the public health administration bodies and State
Government health depar-tments are encouraging hospital management to
provide those productivity and efficiency savings. They are welcomed by
hospital administrators because, probably for the first time in the history of
Australian hospital administration, public hospitals are responding positively
to the need for productivity and efficiency savings. The administrators and
the people responsible for running hospitals in Western Australia should be
congratulated for the way in which they axe responding to the need for this
nation to deliver its services more productively and efficiently and they are
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doing that well. As a result, resources are being reallocated to areas of special
need which are arising post-Budget as in this case.

Mr Cowan: If I showed you where a service is being cut, would you make sure it is
reinstated?

Mr WILSON: I will if I can. I am pleased to say that the Leader of the National
Party is honest and straightforward enough to preface his question with an "if"
because he cannot think of one off the top of his head. When and if he can do
that and substantiate the matter sufficiently, I will certainly attend to it. I
always do. There would never be a time when members found me not ready
to respond to a substantiated need.

Mr Cowan: You have responded. I won't say you have necessarily fixed the
problem, but you have responded. You have done your best.

Mr WILSON: I have in the Leader of the National Party's terms. He has not been in
Government for eight years and is out of the habit of delivering services.


