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

SPORT AND RECREATION: SWIMMING
POOL

Shire of Wanneroo: Petition
MRS WATKINS (Joondalup) [2.20 p.m.]: I

have a petition to present which is couched in the
following terms-

To The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-
bers of The Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia in Parliament
Assembled. We, the undersigned request that
should a decision be made to fund a swim-
ming pool complex in the Shire of Wanneroo,
earnest consideration be given to a site in the
Joondalup Regional Centre rather than the
proposed site in the Craigie Regional Open
Space.
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 286 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. 85.)

FORESTS: NELSON LOCATION 2882
Acquisition: Motion

Debate resumed from 7 March.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [2.21 p.m.]: The Oppo-

sition has considered the proposals submitted by
the Minister in relation to the acquisition of
Nelson location 2882 and raises no objection to it.

Question put and passed.
Resolution transmitted to the Council and its

concurrence desired therein, on motion by Mr
Davies (Minister for Forests).

FOR ESTS
Revocation of Dedication: Motion

Debate resumed from 7 March.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [2.22 p.m.] : The items

under consideration in paper No. 340 which was
tabled on 27 November 1984 relate to the pro-
posals for the revocation of State forest No. 66

and the partial revocation of State forests Nos. 14,
20, 30, 33, and 65. It is important that some
comments are made in regard to this matter and
also in regard to the acquisition of Nelson location
2882, an acquisition which has the Opposition's
support.

Revocations or partial revocations are of con-
cern to the people of Western Australia. It has
been decided that approval for revocations must
be given by Parliament. It is important for the
Government to understand that these lands are
held in trust on behalf of the people of Western
Australia and any changes made must be as a
result of a determination by Parliament. That is
an important principle which has been in effect
during the entire period of settlement of Western
Australia.

The areas under consideration relate to a num-
ber of districts in the State. One proposal relates
to an area of 3.469 hectares, 22 kilometres south-
west of the Boddington town site. The Opposition
has no objection to the request before Parliament
in this instance.

A further area relates to four hectares adjacent
to the south-west area of the Greenbushes town
site. The Opposition has no objection in this in-
stance. The reason for seeking the revocation is
that some houses have keen built on the State
reserve and, therefore, it is important to rectify an
anomaly created some years ago. This is an im-
portant request which should be agreed to. The
follow-up research I have carried out indicates
that there is no millable timber on the land
involved and the State will not suffer any loss of
resources.

A further area relates to 31.4 hectares adjacent
to the Bridgetown town site and in this instance it
is proposed to make an exchange of land. The
timber on the current reserve has died back
through disease; it is difficult to manage it prop-
erly; it is a difficult area with regard to fire protec-
tion; and, therefore, the Forests Department sees
the advantage of excising the land. The land for
which it will be exchanged will be far more man-
ageable and it will improve the forest estate. The
Opposition supports the proposal on area three.

Area four relates to 3.7 hectares located seven
kilomnetres from the Nannup town site. It is
proposed to exchange this land for Nelson lo-
cations 1201 and 1422 with a combined area of
seven hectares. The State forest land of 3.7 hec-
tares has little commercial value as far as timber is
concerned and it will be used for agriculture, but
the land for which it will be exchanged has far
greater potential for timber production. That is an
important point.
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I wish to raise queries with the Minister with
regard to area five which consists of 155 hectares
north of the Wanneroo town site. It is proposed
that this area, which is currently under the control
of the Mines Department, should be controlled by
the Forests Department. One of the reasons given
for this proposal is that over the next 30 years an
estimated 800 000 tonncs; of road-making material
will be sought from this area and the land in
question will be made a quarry reserve vested in
the Conservator of Forests. Although this land is
virtually on the outskirts of the metropolitan area,
it is a substantial area to establish as a limestone
reserve. If it is intended to remove 800 000 tonnes
from the reserve, a substantial hole will be left.
We have no objection to the proposal, but ask the
Minister to make a further explanation of the
reason this area is required and to give details of
the full extent of the reserves it seeks.

Area six relates to 1494.5 hectares situated 14
kilometres south of the Northcliffe town site. This
represents an enclave to a planned extension to the
South Coast National Park. Although the Oppo-
sition does not oppose the excision of that area
from the State forest, it will raise a number of
questions with the Government on this proposal
and a series of others it has made since assuming
office.

Inow refer to State forest No. 66-t 400 hec-
tares will be removed from the State forest and
added to the national park area. Therefore, the
size of the forest estate will be substantially
reduced.

Although this was an area which was
recommended for inclusion in the South Coast
National Park during the service review, it gives
the Opposition some concern about the ongoing
policy of the Government and its performance in
relation to the timber industry. Already the
Government is intent on proclaiming, either this
week or next, the conservation and land manage-
ment legislation.

Tied in with that no doubt will be the final
decision, and the Forests Department will no
longer remain in existence because the conser-
vation and land management body will take over.
We have already seen what I regard as a debacle
with the position of the Conservator of Forests
being abolished. The Acting Conservator has been
-acting" since this Government took office. The
Forests Department has been without an
appointed head, and the Government has
proceeded on its way in a white-ant fashion, eating
away the department. It has now succeeded in
bringing about the demise of the department be-
cause it has changed the Act.

So much for the Forests Department and what
has happened in the short two years since this
Government came into office. Coupled with that,
3 000 or 4 000 acres of forest land has also been
taken out of production. The area I refer to is the
Shannon River Basin, where some 50 000 hectares
have been taken out of production, because the
Government has indicated that the Shannon River
Basin shall be operated as though it were a
national park.

The Shannon River Basin produces something
20 per cent of the State's total hardwood. It was a
very important area to the State, very important
to the economy of Western Australia, and to the
economy of the Manjimup region in particular.

That hardwood timber has been denied to the
State because the Government has pursued a pol-
icy of locking up these areas for no reason other
than to satisfy the whims of radical, environmen-
tal lobbyists. It is certainly not to satisfy the de-
mands of the professional people in this field, the
professional foresters.

I cannot hear the Government or the Minister
saying it was the professional foresters who
supported taking the Shannon River Basin out of
existence. It is a tragedy that the current Minister
for Forests has, so to speak, been left holding the
baby. It was the responsibility of the Premier, and
the Premier has now sidestepped the problem and
handed it to another Minister.

Turning to the northern jarrah areas, the
Northern Jarrah Reserve has also been mooted by
this Government. This reserve will amount to over
100 000 hectares. When one couples the two areas
together-the Northern .Iarrah Reserve and the
Shannon River Basin-one is talking of 150 000
hectares or something approaching 400 000 acres.
That is a very substantial area.

The Government's action in this regard has
been totally irresponsible, in my view. It has de-
nied that production to the State's timber indus-
try, and the State will pay the penalty for the next
three or four years because the timber will not be
coming out of the remaining forest. What the
Government is doing right now is ordering the
timber industry to go back and start cutting into
the reserves which were held as safety valves on
behalf of the timber industry. If one went into the
Manjimup area at this stage one would find re-
serves which were being held for posterity, as
safety factors or for fire prevention, now being cut
by the direction of this Government. Road re-
serves are being substantially cut into.

There is no complaint from the community. The
reason is because people are a little frightened to
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complain about this Government. Stream reserves
are also being cut into, as are fire reserves.

The reason these reserves are being cut into is
because the Government has taken some 400 000
acres of timber out of production, and in the
measure currently before the Parliament the
Government proposes to take yet another 300 000
acres out of production.

We do not disagree with the motion currently
before the Chair, but we want to point out to the
Government its errors concerning the timber in-
dustry and the general direction in which it has
taken the industry. It will mean a dramatic loss of
employment and job opportunities in the timber
industry. We are not talking of the idle one or two
people, we are talking about literally hundreds of
people.

The greatest effect will be felt in the Manjitmup
region, because it is there that the Shannon River
Basin, which contributed 20 per cent to the State's
total timber intake, has now been denied to that
timber industry.

This Government has a cross to bear on that,
and it is a cross about which I believe the elector-
ate will give a clear indication. The electorate
believes that the Government has not performed;
it has ignored the timber industry.

It is important that the Government is reminded
from time to time of what it has done to the
timber industry. it is only in the next week or so
that the Royal assent will be given to the current
legislation. When that is given, the Forests De-
partment will no longer exist. It has operated
under a State Statute for some 75 years.

Again in relation to the Forests Department,
what we are talking about is the Forests Act. This
is the last time that the Forests Act will come
before this Parliament, because after that the con-
servation and land management legislation will
take over. We are talking about the revocation or
partial revocation of State forests. It is important
to remind the Government of the error of its ways.
It is important to realise that 400 000 acres of
productive forests has been lost to the State. It is
important to understand that we have this conser-
vation and land management legislation coming
forward.

The final point I want to make is this: If ever
there was an occasion where the concept of "jobs
for the boys" has applied, it was in relation to the
conservation and land management legislation. All
the chickens came home to roost when the
Government appointed Dr Shea as head of the
new body. Dr Shea now takes over total control of
all forest operations. He rose from the ranks to
become a political adviser to the Premier, and he

has now taken over the total operation of the
State's forests, national parks, and wildlife re-
serves. I ind that distasteful, and it is not in the
best interests of proper forest managment. Parlia-
ment has a responsibility to get away from the
hurly-burly of day-to-day political haranguing and
back to proper forest management.

The Opposition does not oppose the proposals
currently before the House, but it reminds the
Government of the errors of its ways in relation to
its forest policies. The Opposition will certainly be
relaying these proposals very strongly, and I hope
very effectively, to the electorate, and we look
forward to the next State election.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister for
Forests) 12.42 p.m.]: I thank the member for his
support, albeit that 95 per cent of what he said
was totally irrelevant to the motion under dis-
cussion. I noticed how temperate you were, Sir, in
allowing the member to continue his remarks and
how persistent he was in repeating what has been
said in this House on a number of occasions. I am
quite certain that nothing we say could ever alter
his view. Indeed, while I am being harangued by
the conservationists for selling out to the foresters,
the member is haranguing me for selling out to the
conservationists.

The consolidated departments will be of con-
siderable benefit throughout the State. If goodwill,
common sense, and give and take are exercised I
am quite certain that, at the end of 12 months, the
new Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement will have done more than we expect it to
do and will be doing all the things which the
member fears it might not do.

However, I thank the member for his support
for the motion and point out that proposed area
No. 6, about which he spoke at some length, will
be of considerable benefit as an addition to the
South Coast National Park, and bordering as it
does a major road, it will be a significant tourist
attraction. I am certain that it is something for
which we would earn the approbation of the Oppo-
sition.

Question put and passed.
Resoluti on transmitted to the Council and its

concurrence desired therein, on motion by Mr
Davies (Minister for Forests).

POSEIDON NICKEL AGREEMENT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 21 February.
MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [2.42 p.m.]:

This Bill seeks to amend an agreement ratified by
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this Parliament some time ago. That agreement
relates to a project which has undergone some
traumas. Probably the trauma which has been
undergone by the project is exceeded only by the
trauma the Minister has had to undergo in
producing a second agreement to be passed by the
Parliament. As I understand the comments the
Minister made behind the Chair, the agreement
which appears on the addendum piaper is the one
about which we are talking.

Mr Parker: That is right.

Mr PETER JONES: It is only there because of
an oversight or an error which occurred in respect
of the original agreement.

Mr Parker: That is right.

Mr PETER JONES: The very nature of these
agreement Acts results in the necessity for the
whole process to be gone through again. I can well
understand that these things happen and I accept
the fact that the Government has had to bring a
new agreement before Parliament.

The amendments in themselves demonstrate the
fact that these agreement Acts are very flexible,
and are designed to meet the exigencies of time.
They demonstrate also the fact that what we proj-
ect will be the case in future years does not always
come to pass. Commercial markets may change
and, as a result, projects may be severely affected.

In this case, the proposed amendments, for the
most part, reflect two aspects: Firstly, the physical
aspects where an endeavour was made to adjust
the position in respect of the water supply at
Windarra which has not been found to be satisfac-
tory; and, secondly, technical and administrative
changes which reflect the requirements of the
1978 Mining Act.

I shall deal with the second situation first. The
project encompasses several mineral leases and the
1978 Mining Act referred to leases which could
cover all minerals. The changed position in respect
of all minerals has resulted in the necessity to
amend the mining agreement.

Another basic aspect of the 1978 Mining Act
was that, whereas previously labour was the cri-
terion for working on tenements, that criterion has
been changed and it relates now to expenditure,
although the commitment of physical labour can
be measured in terms of money.

The provisions of the 1978 Mining Act in re-
lation to expenditure are reasonable. They are
designed to ensure that the ground is worked, and
as long as the holder of a mining tenement ex-
pends a reasonable effort in respect of his ten-
ement, that will be sufficient to satisfy the expen-
diture provision. I do not refer there only to the

cost of the tenement holder's labour, but also to
equipment and the like which comes with it.
Therefore, in this situation, that is allowed (or.

The 1971 agreement Act probably suffered
from the same problem the Minister experienced a
short time ago in respect of drafting, because one
section of the agreement was missed out
altogether. Therefore, an amendment must be
made in order that the omission of 1971 is ratified
and the area of land left out is included within the
agreement.

As far as the water supply at Windarra is con-
cerned, the Minister's second reading speech pro-
vides adequate reasons for the changes to the
agreement Act. The position has
changed-indeed, it probably changed some years
ago-in that no longer can Governments expect
companies to provide all of the infrastructure of a
project under terms and conditions established by
the Government.

If members reflect on the position, they will
realise that too frequently the Government says to
a company, "You will provide an adequate water
scheme for a particular project or town, or to
service this resource project, but we will tell you
how to do it and it will be done to the satisfaction
of the Public Works Department." If it is done
under terms and conditions established by the
PWD, that, in turn, means it will be done at great
cost.

To his credit, the Minister was able to establish
a working party to reassess the way in which water
is being provided to Kalgoorlie, the resource proj-
ects, the State Battery, and the companies which
operate in its direct vicinity. That is being done
over and above the requirements preordained by
the PWD.

The Minister inherited this matter, but, through
his department, he brought it to fruition. Orig-
inally I took the initiative to bring to the attention
of the PWD the fact that the matter should be
examined, and there was marked resistance to that
approach.

I mention that simply because the matter has
proceeded now and the Minister and his depart-
ment were able to undertake a study which had
very practical and adequate terms of reference.
The reason I draw attention to it is this: Here we
have a variation to an agreement Act which re-
minds us that, if Governments intend to ask
companies to do certain things, it does not always
mean that the Government should retain unto it-
self the right to tell a company not only how to do
those things, but also to meet requirements which
impose severe additional costs on the company
concerned. Water is a case in point here, but there
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are many other instances
the situation has needed
realistically, bearing in
position.

where, for some time,
to be appraised more
mind the prevailing

The water arrangements which are varied by
this change to the agreement Act seem to be very
satisfactory. I am advised they have the approval
of the parties concerned and consequently reflect a
situation which is now far more practical than that
which was originally intended, and occurred, in
1976. The Opposition supports this variation to
the agreement Act and the new agreement which
the passing of this Bill will ratify.

The future of Windarra as a whole is undoubt-
edly related to the future of the nickel industry
which is in turn related to the future of the inter-
national steel industry. We certainly want to see
Windarra continue and indeed increase so that it
might realise its full potential. The effect this
would have on Laverton in particular and on the
eastern goldfields in general is very important.
The Opposition hopes the project at Windarra will
develop without any undue delay. We support the
Bill.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [2.51 p.m.]: I thank the Oppo-
sition for its support of the Bill and I will make
one or two comments on points raised by the mem-
ber for Narrogin.

Firstly I agree with him that the time has come
when we must consider carefully the distribution
of infrastructure costs between the Government
and the private sector. When we consider the com-
petition we are facing we realise this is very
necessary. If nothing else has happened as a result
of the problems which we faced in Australia over
the past four Or five years there has been a
realisation of problems which were reflected
throughout the world. All sections of the
Australian community must realise just how much
we are in competition with other countries, not
just in the individual sales of particular commodi-
ties on a particular day but also in attracting in-
dustry to the State.

We have a number of resources but none of
them is cheaply won; they must be identified and
developed. We are looking at a very substantial
area where we can do business and increase our
activity. But we are competing with a whole range
of countries, some of which appear to have unlimi-
ted sources of money, often not their own money,
to throw away to attract enterprises to those areas.
Even if we manage to attract different enterprises
we must realise that they are competing with other
people in other countries who have had those con-
cessions made available to them.

There is no doubt that a serious issue which has
to be addressed is the distribution of infrastructure
costs in any new development between Govern-
ments, both State and Federal, and companies
coming here to take our resources. That is a mat-
ter needing serious consideration. The AMEC
conference held in New Zealand had this on its
agenda, although unfortunately I was not able to
be there. But the problem is recognised as serious.

It is understood that agreements made in the
1960s and the 1970s-and this is one of them-at
the height of the nickel boom, which reflected the
attitude that these things ought to be paid for
entirely by the companies, might have reflected
the economic realities of the time but they cer-
tainly do not reflect the economic realities of
today.

Poseidon is a name which conjures up all sorts
of images, but the original company has long left
the scene. The project has faced a number of prob-
lemns, not the least of which has been its owner-
ship. One of the good things which has happened
has been the complete takeover of the project by
Western Mining Corporation Ltd., firstly in a
joint venture with Shell and now by itself. Both at
the corporate management level in regard to in-
vestment decisions and at the working staff level
on the operations side of it, people are finding it
much easier now to get things going. Western
Mining has an attitude which is generally against
joint ventures because it has had some bad experi-
ences; it is much happier at all levels when
operating on its own. The headquarters at
Windarra gave the people a time-frame in which
to make the project cash positive. I understand
that it has been successful and that the company is
behind the project.

With the combined effect of the increase in the
US dollar, in the price of nickel, particularly of
the upturn in the steel industry, and because the
Kanak National Liberation Front has taken out
the nickel mines in New Calendonia recently,
prices have improved. We have seen a substantial
price rise which is related to the fall in the value of
the Australian dollar. Right now the project is
witnessing some of its better days, because the
economies the company effected earlier will stand
it in good stead when there is more cream in the
price of nickel.

The availability of water is important right
throughout the eastern goldfields. The member
was right in saying that I got under way an engin-
eering study by BHP Engineering jointly with my
own department and the Public Works Depart-
ment to ascertain the potential water requirements
in the goldfields. The problem we have is that the
PWD had its headworks charges to cover and it
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said to people, "This is what you need to pay", and
people would reply, "We can't afford it". Then,
when anyone asked the PWD about what was
happening, its officers would say that there was no
demand for water; no-one was asking them for it.
It was a bit like the chicken and the egg story.

However, the extensive drilling and the dis-
covery of other water sources had that drilling not
been successful, and also the considerable work
done which showed how saline water could be used
for industrial purposes, which water had not pre-
viously been used, have had a beneficial impact on
the water reserves in the eastern goldfields and
indeed in the whole State. So, BHP Engineering's
engineering study has been received and it is being
evaluated by both my department and the PWD. I
hope to be able to release it very soon for public
comment, following which we will address the
issues in both the report and the input, made by
industry and the public generally.

The future of Windarra is something which I
believe now to be very strong. Obviously the price
of nickel goes up and down, and one can never tell
from one month to the next precisely what that
price will be. But the Western Mining
Company-which is the most efficient nickel pro-
ducer in the world-has a strong stake in this
industry and this State, and the company is very
viable. I hope these new arrangements will assist
the company and give it more flexibility while at
the same time releasing the State from obligations
the State entered into when the original agree-
ment was drawn up. This relates also to water
because we will be giving the company more flexi-
bility in allowing it to obtain its own water in a
way that best suits it.

Laverton is an area where there is considerable
mining activity. It has its phosphate potential, the
SEC has taken over the power distribution activi-
ties in the town, and it is the centre of a lot of gold
prospecting with potential for goldmining. The fu-
ture of the region is very strong.

I hope this agreement goes some way towards
assisting Western Mining in its task of running
this operation, and I commend the Bill to the
House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Parker (Minister for Minerals and
Energy) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 5 put and passed.

Clause 6: Second Schedule added-
Mr PARKER: I move an amendment-

Delete clause 6 and substitute the follow-
ing-

1.6. The principal Act is amended by
adding the following Schedule-

SCHEDULE 2.
THIS AGREEMENT made the 8th day of
March, 1985 BETWEEN THE HONOUR-
ABLE BRIAN THOMAS BURKE, M.L.A.,
Premier of the State of Western Australia,
acting for and on behalf of the said State and
its instrumentalities from time to time
(hereinafter called "State") of the one part
and WESTERN MINING CORPOR-
ATION LIMITED a company incorporated
in the State of Victoria and having its
registered office in such State at 360 Collins
Street, Melbourne (hereinafter with its suc-
cessors permitted assigns and appointees
called "the Company") of the other part.

WHEREAS:
(a) Poseidon Limited a company incorpor-

ated under the Companies Act of the
State of South Australia and registered
in the State of Western Australia as a
foreign company (hereinafter called
"Poseidon") was a party to the Agree-
ment defined in section 2 of the Poseidon
Nickel Agreement Act 197 1;

(b) the said Agreement was varied by agree-
ment dated the 9th day of April, 1973
(the said Agreement as varied being
hereinafter referred to as "the principal
Agreement");

(c) Poseidon Limited by deed of assignment
dated the 9th day of April, 1973
assigned a one half share of its right title
interest claim and demand in the
principal Agreement to the Company;

(d) Poseidon Limited by deed of assignment
dated the 4th day of February, 1974
assigned its remaining one half share of
its right title interest claim and demand
in the principal Agreement to Windarra
Nickel Mines Pty. Ltd.;

(c) Windarra Nickel Mines Pty. Ltd. by
deed of assignment dated the 13th day of
July, 1978 assigned all its right title
interest claim and demand in the
principal Agreement to the Shell
Company of Australia Limited;

(F) The Shell Company of Australia Lim-
ited by deed of assignment dated the 3rd
day of April, 1984 assigned all its right
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title interest claim and demand in the
principal Agreement to the Company;

(g) the Company and the State arenow the
parties to the principal Agreement; and

(h) the parties desire to vary the provisions
of the principal Agreement.

NOW THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH-:
1. Subject to the context the Words and ex-
pressions used in this Agreement have the same
meanings respectively as they have in and for the
purpose of the principal Agreement.
2. The provisions of this Agreement shall not
come into operation until a Bill to approve and
ratify this Agreement is passed by the Legislature
of the said State and comes into operation as an
Act.
3. The principal Agreement is hereby varied as
follows-

(1) Clause I-
(a) by deleting the definition of

"Mining Act" and inserting the fol-
lowing definitions-

4"Mining Act 1904" means the
Mining Act 1904 and the
amendments thereto and the
regulations made thereunder
as in force on the 3 1st day of
December, 1981;

"Mining Act 1978" means the
Mining Act 1978; ";

(b) by inserting after the definition of
,.mining areas" the following defi-
nition-

"Mining Lease" means the
mining lease referred to in
subclause (1) of Clause 1 2A
and includes any renewal
thereof and according to the
requirements of the context
shall describe the land leased
as well as the instrument by
which it is leased; ";

(c) by deleting the definition of
"Minister for Mines" and inserting
the following definition-

"Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy" means the Minister in
the Government of the State
for the time being respon-
sible (under whatsoever title)
for the administration of the
Mining Act 1904 and the
Mining Act 1978; ";

(d) by inserting, in the paragraph com-
mencing "Reference in this Agree-
ment to an Act" after "Act", where
it first occurs, the following-

other than the Mining Act
1904 "

(2) Clause 6-
(a) by inserting after "the said pro-

posals" the following-
or should the Company desire to
mine minerals other than
ore ";

(b) by deleting "mutatis mutandis."
and substituting the following-

rnuratis mutandis PROVIDED
that in the event of arbitration
the award on arbitration shall be
final and shall be accepted and
given effect to by the parties and
the provisions of Clause 5 deal-
ing with cessation and determi-
nation of this Agreement shall
not apply. The Company shall
implement the decision of the
Minister or an award on arbi-
tration as the case may be in
accordance with the terms
thereof. "

(3) Clause I I-
(a) in subclause (5)-by inserting after

"subclause (4)" the following-
,,or subclause (7) ";

(b) in subclause (6)-by deleting "the
licence" and substituting the follow-
ing-

41a licence "

(c) in subclause (7)-
(i) by deleting "the State", where

it last occurs in the first sen-
tence, and substituting the fol-
lowing-

.. the parties hereto
(ii) by deleting the last sentence

and substituting the follow-
ang-

The State shall grant to the
Company a licence to de-
velop and draw from such
sources sufficient water
(subiect to continued avail-
ability) to meet that portion
of the Company's daily
water requirements not ob-
tainable from sources devel-
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oped pursuant to subelause.
(4) of this Clause on such
terms and conditions as the
Minister may approve. "

(d) by deleting subclause (8).

(4) By inserting after Clause 12 the follow-
ing clause-

Lease. 12A. (1) The State shall
upon the surrender by the
Company of its right title and
interest in mineral leases num-
bered 38/27 to 38/89 (both in-
clusive) granted pursuant to
the provisions of Clause 12 (in
this clause called "the
surrendered mineral leases")
cause to be granted to the
Company at rentals specified
from time to time in the
Mining Act 1978 a Mining
Lease of the land comprised in
the surrendered mineral leases
(notwithstanding that the sur-
vey in respect thereof has not
been completed but subject to
such corrections to accord with
the survey when completed)
such Mining Lease to be
granted under and, except
otherwise provided in this
Agreement, subject to the
Mining Act 1978 but in the
form of the Third Schedule
hereto and in respect of all
minerals and subject to such of
the conditions of the
surrendered mineral leases as
the Minister for Minerals and
Energy determines.

Term. (2) Subject to the perform-
ance by the Company of its ob-
ligations under this Agreement
and the Mining Act 1978 and
notwithstanding any provisions
of the Mining Act 1978 to the
contrary, the term of the
Mining Lease shall be for a
period of 21 years commencing
from the date of the grant
thereof with the right during
the currency of this Agreement
to take successive renewals of

the said term each for a period
of 21 years upon the same.
terms and conditions subject to
the sooner determination of the
said term upon the cessation or
determination of this Agree-
ment such right to be exercis-
able by the Company making
written application for any
such renewal not later than I
month before the expiration of
the current term of the Mining
Lease.

mppnto- (3) The Minister for Min-
remt. erals and Energy shall make

such apportionments of rents as
may be necessary in respect of
the surrendered mineral leases.

Expeniditure. (4) The State shall ensure
that during the currency of this
Agreement and subject to com-
pliance with its obligations
hereunder the Company shall
not be required to comply with
the expenditure conditions
imposed by or under the
Mining Act 1978 in regard to
the Mining Lease. "

(5) Clause 16-
(a) subclause ()-

(i) by inserting after "mineral
leases" the following-

.,or the Mining Lease "

(6i) by deleting "Mining Act." and
substituting the following-

44Mining Act 1904 or the
Mining Act 1978 as the
case may be. ";

(b) subelause (2)-by deleting "Mining
Act" and substituting the follow-
ing-

11Mining Act 1904 "

(6) Clause 18-by deleting paragraph (a)
and the marginal note thereto.
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(7) Clause 20--by inserting after "mineral
leases" the following-

,,or the Mining Leases

(8) By deleting Clause 22 and the marginal
note thereto.

(9) Clause 32-by inserting after "mineral
leases" the following-

.. or the Mining Lease

(10) Clause 36 subelause (3)-
(a) by deleting "section 82 of the

Mining Act 1904 and of regulations
192 and 193 made thereunder and
of " and substituting the follow-
ing-

section 82 of the Mining Act
and regulations 192 and 193
made thereunder, regulations 77
and 1 10 made under the Mining
Act 1978 and ";

(b) by deleting "the Mining Act." and
substituting the following-

the Mining Act 1904 or the
Mining Act 1978. "

(11) By inserting after the Second Schedule
the following Schedule-

THE THIRD SCHEDULE
WESTERN AUSTRALIA

MINING ACT 1978
POSEIDON NICKEL

AGREEMENT ACT 1971
MINING LEASE

Mining Lease No.
The Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy a corporation sole established
by the Mining Act 1978 with power
to grant leases of land for the pur-
poses of mining in consideration of
the rents hereinafter reserved and of
the covenants on the part of the
Lessee described in the First Sched-
ule to this lease and of the con-
ditions hereinafter contained and
pursuant to the Mining Act 1978
(except as otherwise provided by the
Agreement (hereinafter called "the
Agreement") described in the Sec-
ond Schedule to this lease) hereby
leases to the Lessee the land more
particularly delineated and de-
scribed in the Third Schedule to this
lease for all minerals subject how-

ever to the exceptions and reser-
vations set out in the Fourth Sched-
ule to this lease and to any other
exceptions and reservations which
subject to the Agreement are by the
Mining Act 1978 and by any Act
for the time being in force deemed
to be contained herein to hold to the
Lessee this lease for a term of
twenty-one years commencing on
the date set out in the Fifth Sched-
ule to this lease upon and subject to
such of the provisions of the Mining
Act 1978 except as otherwise
provided by the Agreement as are
applicable to mining leases granted
thereunder and to the covenants and
conditions herein contained or im-
plied and any further conditions or
stipulations set out in the Sixth
Schedule to this lease the Lessee
paying therefor the rents and
royalties as provided in the Agree-
ment with the right during the cur-
rency of the Agreement and in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the
Agreement to take successive
renewals of the term each for a
further period of twenty-one years
upon the same terms and conditions
subject to the sooner determination
of the said term upon cessation or
determination of the Agreement
PROVIDED ALWAYS that this
lease and any renewal thereof shall
not be determined or forfeited
otherwise than in accordance with
the Agreement.

In this lease-.
- "Lessee" includes the suc-

cessors and permitted assigns
of the Lessee and if the
Lessee be more than one the
respective successors and
permitted assigns of each
Lessee.

- If the Lessee be more than
one the liability of the Lessee
hereunder shalt be joint and
several.

- Reference to an Act includes
all amendments to that Act
and to any Act passed in
substitution therefor or in
lieu thereof and to the regu-
lations and by-laws for the
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time being in force
thereunder.
FIRST SCHEDULE

WESTERN MINING CORPOR-
ATION LIMITED a company in-
corporated in the State of Victoria
and having its registered office in
such State at 360 Collins Street,
Melbourne.

SECOND SCHEDULE
The Agreement ratified by the
Poseidon Nickel Agreement Act
1971 including any amendments to
that Agreement.

THIRD SCHEDULE
(Description of land)
Section I:
Section 2:
Locality:
Mineral Field:

5. Any reference in the principal Agreement (as
amended by this Agreement) to the "Minister for
Mines" shall be read and construed as a reference
to the "Minister for Minerals and Energy".

IN WITNESS WHEREOF this Agreement has
been executed by or on behalf of the parties hereto
the day and year first hereinbefore written.

SIGNED BY THE HONOURABLE BRIAN
BRIAN THOMAS BURKE, M.L.A., BURKE.
in the presence of-

DAVID PARKER.
MINISTER FOR MINERALS AND
ENERGY

THE COMMON SEAL of WESTERN
MINING CORPORATION LIMITED [C.S.J
was hereto affixed in the presence
of-

DI RECTOR H. S. A MOS

Area, etc.:. J. W. WINTERBOTTOM,
Being the land delineated on Ori-
ginal Plan No. and recorded in
the Department of Mines, Perth.

FOURTH SCHEDULE
All petroleum as defined in the Pet-
roleum Act 1967 on or below the
surface of the land the subject of
this lease is reserved to the Crown in
right of the State of Western
Australia with the right of the
Crown in right of the State of West-
ern Australia and any person
lawfully claiming thereunder or
otherwise authorised to do so to
have access to the land the subject
of this lease for the purpose of
searching for and for the operations
of obtaining petroleum (as so de-
fined) in any part of the land.

FIFTH SCHEDULE
(Date of commencement of the
lease)

SIXTH SCHEDULE
(Any further conditions or stipu-
lations)
In witness whereof the Minister for
Minerals and Energy has affixed his
seal and set his hand hereto this day

of 19
4. Notwithstanding anything contained in the
principal Agreement, Mineral Lease numbered
38/84 shall be deemed to have been at all material
times held under and pursuant to the provisions of
the principal Agreement.

^3a~ U. 3~l1C t Fl MN

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with an amendment.

ACTS AMENDMENT (LOTTrERIES) BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 7 March.

MR BRADSH-AW (Murray- Welli ngton) [3.03
p.m.J: The Opposition supports this Bill in prin-
ciple, although we do oppose the tax which the BilLI
seeks to impose on the sale of beer or bingo tickets
on licensed premises.

The Bill was the result of the pre-election prom-
ise of the Labor Party to assist the liquor industry.
This assistance has been provided and I certainly
endorse the idea of having a moratorium on liquor
licences. This is just another way of helping the
liquor industry. We all know that the liquor indus-
try is going through a hard time at present for
various reasons, and I suppose the Government
believes that the sale of beer or bingo tickets at
hotels, taverns etc. will be of some benefit to the
industry.

Also of great importance to the Government is
the revenue which will be derived from the tax of
five per cent which will be levied on the face value
of beer and bingo tickets.

This Government is hungry for revenue, as has
been illustrated since the Government came to
office by its increasing by one per cent the return
to the Government from the TAB, and its con-
siderably increasing licence fees, by the revenue
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which will be generated from the casino, and by
various other steps the Government has taken to
increase the taxes imposed on the people of West-
ern Australia.

Basically, the Bill will allow religious, chari-
table or sporting bodies to sell beer or bingo
tickets on licensed premises throughout Western
Australia via a dispensing machine. In the past
these tickets have been sold by licensed clubs such
as bowling clubs and other clubs throughout the
community on the proviso that no money is given
for prizes; the prizes must be goods sold on the
premises, such as packaged beer or services.

In general, it has been shown that packaged
beer has been the most common prize.

To me, these beer or bingo ticket machines cer-
tainly smack of the one-armed bandits syndrome.
A similar situation applies. One inserts 20c pieces
into a slot, pulls a lever and receives a card. One
either lifts the covers or the flaps on these tickets
to reveal symbols or numbers, and if the right
combination is revealed one wins a prize of some
description.

I suppose the legalisation of this activity will
make it available at more outlets throughout
Western Australia. Certainly some people will not
be able to control their urge to spend their money
on this form of gambling. I have seen that situ-
ation arise in licensed clubs operating in my area,
where people enter a club and feed many 20c
pieces into the slat machine; they finish up with a
large pile of used tickets under their seats or at the
bar. However, I accept that we must legislate for
the whole population rather than for the minority.

The Bill is discriminatory in that only licensed
clubs can have these beer or bingo ticket ma-
chines. It is right that hotels or other licensed
premises such as taverns, places with a limited
hotel or canteen licence or wine houses, should
also have the privilege of selling beer or bingo
tickets on their premises.

I suppose the majority of publicans will look
forward to selling these beer or bingo tickets on
their premises. There should be a great increase in
revenue to the publicans because the prizes to be
won on the premises must be taken from stock or
services from these premises. Publicans will be
able to see some extra profit being generated.

On the other hand, of course, a publican could
see the situation develop where a person enters the
premises with a certain amount of money to spend
and spends it on the beer or bingo ticket machine.
Once that person uses up his money he no longer
has any money with which to purchase beer or
other drinks from the bar and he will perhaps
leave the premises with a few tickets which are of

no value with the profit going to charitable or
service clubs in the area rather than to the publi-
can.

These beer or bingo ticket machines will not
necessarily be a complete asset to the publican.
but obviously the Western Australian Hotels As-
sociation Inc. feels that the proposition will be of
Overall benefit, because the association sent a let-
ter to all members of Parliament urging them to
support the Bill.

Ticket suppliers will be licensed and an unlimi-
ted number of people will sell them. It is
interesting to see that the Bill provides that the
licences are not transferable; it makes one wonder
what would happen in a situation where a person
has only to apply for a licence to sell or supply
these tickets to various licensed hotels and
clubs-whether they could just take over that per-
son's business. It seems a little strange to me that
these licences are not transferable. As long as a
person wishes to take over a business and meets all
the requirements set down by the regulations or by
the Government, I cannot see why licences should
not be transferable.

This Bill also allows publicans of licensed tav-
erns, hotels, etc. to conduct raffles on licensed
premises. I suppose this is to legalise the "chook
raffles" that occur at various hotels and taverns in
order to raise a few dollars for a local sporting
club or charitable organisation.

I am not sure whether this will have the desired
effect. I know that on the occasions that I have
applied for permits for raffles from the Lotteries
Commission I encountered a reasonable amount of
red tape when perhaps only a few dollars was to be
gained from running a chook raffle. I am not sure
whether we will need to go through all the
formalities to obtain a permit for these raffles.

Our party objects quite strongly to the five per
cent tax which the Government wishes to impose
on this type of fundraising. Charitable and sport-
ing organisations in the community will benefit
from the proceeds of the raffle, but will not be
paying five per cent tax; they will be paying 10 to
15 per cent of their net profit. The five per cent
tax applies to the face value of the ticket; that is,
five per cent of the total value of what people pay
for the tickets. Then the costs will be taken out of
the proceeds and will probably be at least half of
the return, if not more. Therefore, the tax will be
at least 10 per cent, depending on the value of the
prize.

With regard to the people indulging in this form
of gambling, it will depend on the sort of tax
imposed. Even though the tax is five per cent, it is
more involved than that. I believe associations
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such as Apex and Rotary do a great job in the
community. They look after underprivileged chil-
dren; they run camps for them and support sport-
ing organisations as well. This type or gambling
provides entertainment for various people in the
community and these organisations provide health
activities and guidance for youth.

I wonder why the Government is robbing these
organisations of funds when it believes such sport-
ing and charitable organisations are an asset to the
community. In some cases the Government has cut
grants to these organisations, and these organis-
ations could benefit from the sale of bingo or beer
tickets.

This clause is objectionable and is parasitic an
the organisations which gain funds as a result of
fundraising. If the Government continues with this
tax on bingo tickets I would like to know who will
police the sale of the tickets. I understand a con-
siderable fine can be imposed if someone does not
do the right thing and pay duty to the Com-
missioner of State Taxation.

Clubs and organisations could benefit as a re-
sult of buying their tickets from any unauthorised
or unlicensed suppliers. I must admit that from
my reading of the Bill I cannot ascertain how we
will be able to police the supply of the tickets.
Also, if the clubs are prepared to buy from un-
authorised suppliers, the five per cent tax could be
avoided. There is quite an incentive for organis-
ations to add to their profits by not paying the tax.

We do support the Bill in principle, although we
object to the insidious imposition on charitable
and sporting organisations in the community.

MR JAMIFESON (Welshpool) [3.15 p.m.]: I
would like to defend the action of the Government
in imposing a small tax with this Bill. Therefore,
my comments will be at variance with those of the
previous speakers. Whenever legislation for a new
type of game is brought forward, we must make
sure that the provisions of the Bill are policed.

If the member who just resumed his seat reads
the Bill thoroughly, he will find that it contains a
requirement, among other things, that the licensed
operators sell tickets which have serial numbers
printed on them. The sellers of the tickets have to
be registered and the department will need to do a
fair amount of checking from time to time to
ensure that the provisions of the Bill are carried
out. The department must make sure that people
are not running games for themselves with a series
of tickets which do not come within the prescribed
ambit of the person who might be called the re-
tailer, or the final seller of the tickets. All in all a
considerable amount of paperwork will be
involved.

I am not sure that the five per cent tax will be a
burden on clubs and charitable organ isations. Of
course, this remains to be seen. If we work out the
net profit on a game or lottery, we may find the
percentage being paid for prizes is too high, there-
fore, some of the percentages allowed under the
provisions of the Bill might not be in order. It is
only after observation of the operation of the new
legislation that the Government of the day will be
able to assess how far it can go with these sorts of
operations.

In South Australia the local hotels sell all sorts
of open or scratch tickets, and I doubt whether
there is a check on them in that State.

Many organisations in the community rely on
voluntary collections for their funding, but they
have found that some people have been
impersonating their collectors. Therefore, the
Government needs to police the collections of
charitable organisations and sporting bodies to
make sure everything is kept well above board.

The only other problem I see associated with
this legislation is that it may cause various clubs to
find themselves in a wrangle with the suppliers of
liquor, because of the reduced price organisations
receive from bottle shops. These people will not be
able to sell tickets from their premises, therefore,
it is quite possible it will give the tavern operator
Or hotelier an unfair advantage over the local
sporting clubs which deal with them, if any of the
clubs want a beer ticket machine installed in those
licensed premises.

This could negate any profit they might make
and may result in them purchasing liquor else-
where. I am referring mainly to the permit clubs,
not so much the licensed clubs, because as mem-
bers would _know the licensed clubs buy their
liquor in bulk from the breweries at a concessional
rate which is not available to permit clubs.

I suggest the legislation will need close observa-
tion to see how it runs, and I hope the Minister in
charge of the Bill is not backward in coming for-
ward with further legislation to deal with any
problems which show themselves, maybe even in
the first six or 12 months of operation of this
proposed new type of lottery-something one has
got used to calling a soft type of gaming.

My impression is it has been going on for a long
time somewhat illegally. The Lotteries Com-
mission has given clubs permission to operate con-
tinuous raffles for periods of three months. It is
very doubtful whether it had the legislative auth-
ority to do that. This Bill tidies up that situation.
There is undoubtedly a demand for this type of
lottery in the community. The many clubs which
have to raise finance for themselves find it hard to
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get by an what they are allowed under the many
restrictions placed on them by the law. To legalise
beer ticket machines in such a way as to protect
not only the people buying tickets, but also the
clubs, is a justification in itself for bringing this
legislation forward. I support the Bill.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [3.22 p.m.]: The
National Party supports the Bill with the same
exception mentioned by the member for Murray-
Wellington. I am afraid I cannot agree with the
member for Welshpooll that we can justify the
collection of this duty, because this matter must be
well policed. In his second reading speech the
Minister estimated the revenue to the Government
in a full year from this duty would be in the
vicinity of $850 000 to St million. I am quite
certain that no matter how inefficient the Police
Force might be, it would not be so inefficient that
it could not police this matter for a sum much less
than $1 million a year.

In the area I represent the tendency has been
for most of the licensed clubs to be the bodies
taking advantage of these tickets or machines.
They are the organisations whose income has been
seriously eroded in the last Five to I0 years. I
would have thought the Government would pay
far more attention to the needs of those bodies and
somehow or other make the sale of tickets duty
free to smaller clubs or taverns. It might have been
an administrative impossibility because the duty
will be paid by the supplier of the tickets rather
than by individual hotels and clubs which sell
them, but I think there could have been some way
around it.

As those matters have not been addressed by
the Government and no decision has been made to
separate the larger hotels from smaller clubs or
unlicensed bodies, the Government should really
abolish the ive per cent duty instead of imposing
it on everybody and if it requires some funds to
police this measure it could obtain them by in-
creasing the licence fee to the particular suppliers
by whatever figure is necessary. I certainly do not
think anybody could justify the collection of SI
million per annum on the basis that the measure
we are introducing will cost that much to police. I
do not think that argument stands up. For that
reason the National Party will endeavour, during
the Committee stage, to remove the clause which
allows the Government to impose a duty on the
suppliers of these tickets.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-
cation) [3.25 p.m.]: I thank members for their
general support of the Bill although I am a touch
alarmed by the concluding remarks of the Leader
of the National Party.

The move the Government is making has been
sought for a long time in the community and
would be supported by most people. I thank par-
ticularly the member for Welshpool for his sup-
porting comments in that he referred specifically
to the reason the Government intends to place a
five per cent impost on the operation of beer ticket
machines. Quite simply it is this: the member for
Murray-Wellington looked at ways in which the
duty might be evaded by people using double
books and tricks of which I know nothing but
about which he appears to be an expert. I draw his
attention to other aspects of the matter. If there
were no policing of the machines how would we
know the funds were going to sporting associations
or charities? People could be setting up machines
and taking the turnover for themselves.

Mr Stephens: Won't they be supplied to li-
censed users and suppliers?

Mr PEARCE: Yes, but there needs to be a
check. The point of making a law is that it needs
to be policed. If it is not policed properly we will
get the kind of shambles that has happened in
other places where this move has been made with-
out proper policing. Policing these machines will
impose a cost which the Government needs to
recoup from the beneficiaris-the sporting and
charitable associations which will benefit from the
installing of the machines in the first place. The
impost is a perfectly reasonable and small one to
ensure the system is policed properly and works
properly. I am amazed members opposite, who
often parade themselves as proponents of law and
order, are suggesting we should not raise money to
properly ensure that law and order prevail in this
important area.

Mr Cowan: You do not need'$t million to do
that.

Mr PEARCE: It seems to me unreasonable for
the Opposition to seek to have the benefit of these
machines bestowed on the organisations and not
ask them to meet the small cost of policing their
operation. It is not as if a benefit is being taken
away because under the law at present the chari-
table and sporting associations do not enjoy the
benefit of this revenue. It will create an increased
availability of funds for their purposes and the
increased amount they get will be diminished by
five per cent which will ensure the system operates
properly and does not fall into odium or disuse and
is finally scrapped because of misuse by people
who are not licensed or who are channelling to
themselves the funds which should go to licensed
organisations. I thank members for their support
and look forward t6& equivalent support in the
Committee stage.
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees

the Chair; the Minister for
Pearce) in charge of the Bill.

(Mr Barnett) in
Education (Mr

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.

Clause 3: Section 126 amended-

Mr PEARCE: I move an amendment-

Page 2, lines 15 to 22-To delete para-
graph (b) and substitute the following para-
graph-

" (b) by repealing subsection (2b) and
substituting the following subsections-

,(2b) It is a defence to a com-
plaint of an offence against
subsection (1) (f) relating to betting
with any person or suffering betting,
gaming or the playing of unlawful
games or the conduct of an
unauthorized lottery on the licensed
premises of a licensed casino to
show that that betting, gaming,
playing of unlawful games or con-
duct of an unauthorized lottery
constituted or formed part of an
authorized game within the mean-
ing of the Casino Control Act 1984
played in accordance with rules ap-
proved under that Act.

(2c) For the purposes of
subsection (1) (f), an unauthorized
lottery is one that is conducted other
than under and in accordance with a
permit granted by the Lotteries
Commission under the Lotteries
(Control) Act 1954. "

The amendment is made necessary by the passage
of the casino legislation last week. The amend-
ment will make it a defence against a complaint of
an offence under this legislation to be able to
adduce the fact that the commission of the offence
took place under the purview of the Casino Con-
trol Act.

Effectively, the amendment removes the casino
from the operation of this Bill in relation to the
games played in the casino. If we did not have the
amendment, the State would find itself in a
position where there would be conflict between
this Bill and the casino legislation which was ap-
proved by the House recently.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 4 to 16 put and passed.

Clause 17: Part IVAA inserted-
Mr BRADSHAW: I object to the five per cent

impost which the Bill intends to collect from
charitable and sporting organisations. I reject the
statements by the member for Welshpool and the
Minister relating to the fact that the money needs
to be raised for special policing of gambling. If a
tax is not imposed, there will be no need for it to
be policed.

At the moment, the local police enter clubs to
ascertain what is going on in those clubs. If that
activity is left in the hands of the police there will
be no need for the Government to raise extra
money for special policing. Police visit licensed
premises on a regular basis.

It is also absurd to say that the Government is
raising only five per cent from charitable and
sporting organisations. The amount the Govern-
ment will raise will be at least 10 per cent and the
amount could be even higher depending on the
goods the clubs give back as prizes.

Mr CRANE: This clause imposes a five per
cent tax on the sale of beer tickets. I object to this
clause most strongly on behalf of the licensed
clubs and institutions within my electorate. They
have approached me on several occasions. This is
an unnecessary impost. The suggestion that the
money needs to be raised for adequate policing has
been covered already by the member for Murray-
Wellington.

The police already keep licensed premises under
surveillance and know what is going on. If there is
no tax of five per cent there will not be any re-
quirement for anybody to try to avoid that tax and
there will be nothing to police. I believe this tax is
not only counterproductive but also ridiculous,
and is an indication of how governments want to
control everything that affects the lives of the
people. We will have to pay a licence fee shortly to
breathe! This tax is a reflection of that attitude.

There is no reason at all for a tax to be imposed
on the sale of beer tickets. Surely people should
have the opportunity to help themselves without
the impediment of governments making their lives
so difficult.

Mr Jamieson: God helps those who help them-
selves.

Mr CRANE: And God help those found help-
ing themselves. The Government has been helping
itself to the public purse far too much. It should
keep its sticky fingers out of the cookie jar. In
saying that, I am not criticising just this Govern-
ment, but all governments. Governments have
made that mistake for many years.
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If the Opposition lets this clause pass, it will be
letting down both the rural and city communities
of this State who rely so heavily on assistance for
the facilities which these organisations provide for
them.

The impost is immoral and I oppose this clause
most strenuously.

Mr COWAN: This clause is 13 pages in length.
I wish to speak to a part of the clause on page 10
and I also want to attempt to remove another part
of the clause appearing on page 16. May I speak
to page 10 and then deal with my amendment to
the section of the clause appearing on page 16, Mr
Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Mr COWAN: There has been discussion that

some costs would be associated with the policing
of this matter inasmuch as it would be necessary
for records to be kept to ensure that the beer
tickets were being supplied by a licensed supplier.
I do not argue with that. However, on page 10 of
the Bill, the legislation refers to the amendment of
the Stamp Act. The last part of new (2) states-

and shall be accompanied by a fee of the
prescribed amount or, where no amount is
prescribed, $25.

In that provision, the Government has the power
to increase to a necessary level the money that
may be needed to carry out the policing or general
recording and monitoring of what happens by way
of a reasonable fee which must accompany any
annual licence for which a supplier applies.

That provides ample funds to ensure that the
provisions of this measure are observed. However,
the real problem exists in new section I II B, in
particular, new subsection (1) (b).

It will be through that provision that the
Government will get its hands on the SI million
which would be far better left with the clubs. The
clubs which specialise in the sale of these tickets
are normally bodies which do not have vast sums
of money available to them and are generally
scraping to find the next dollar. They require this
money to upgrade and maintain their clubs and
taverns to make them more hospitable for people
to use.

It is my intention to ask that the Chamber be
given the opportunity to vote against proposed sec-
tion IIIB(l)(b). I seek your guidance, Mr Chair-
man, on how this should be handled.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has three
opportunities to debate this clause and I presume
that he has not resumed his seat for the purpose of
this exercise. He will be able to move an amend-
ment on each of the three occasions to delete what

he seeks to delete. I cannot see why the member
would not want to do that at this stage unless, of
course, he has a specific reason.

Mr COWAN: Thank you, Mr Chairman, [ will
take your advice. However, the amendment will
need to be in writing so I hope my colleague, the
member for Stirling. or the member for Murray-
Wellington, will have something further to say in
order that I have the opportunity to write out my
proposed amendment.

Mr SPRIGGS: I take this opportunity to ex-
press my support for the proposed amendment.
Throughout this State clubs have done a tremen-
dous job in providing a service to the community. I
do not think there would be a suburb in the metro-
politan area or a town in the country that is not
supported by a club. Without clubs Governments
would be up for a tremendous amount of money to
provide facilities that are now provided by people
who are prepared 10 undertake a great deal of
voluntary work and who spend a hell of a lot of
their leisure time in providing and financing facili-
ties to enable other people to spend their leisure
time more pleasurably.

With a reduction in the retirement age and
shorter working hours, more and more people are
becoming dependent on clubs. Leisure facilities
have to be provided from one source or another
and Governments could not supply the revenue
that would be required for the facilities that are
provided by clubs.

Over the years clubs have lost a lot of privileges
which they previously had. At one time if a person
belonged to a club he had the privilege of drinking
at the club on Sundays. but that privilege was not
afforded by other licensed premises. Today clubs
have to be competitive with hotels and taverns and
in that sense they find it more and more difficult
to maintain the facilities their club members seek
to enjoy.

In recent times, although it has not been legal,
beer ticket sales have been tolerated in clubs. Sud-
denly we find the Government is big-hearted
enough to legalise beer ticket sales in clubs, but in
return it has asked the clubs to be collectors of
revenue for it and has set a five per cent revenue
charge. It is not a five per cent revenue charge on
beer ticket sales because the beer tickets will
present to the club, at a maximum, a 30 per cent
profit and the Government will take five per cent.
In fact, probably a hell of a lot of clubs are
operating on a 20 per cent profit from beer ticket
sales and the Government will take 25 to 30 per
cent of that profit which will go into the
Treasury's coffers.

(33)
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Any club which operates beer ticket machines
and which wants to make a profit out of that
operation will well and truly police it. There is no
need for any further policing of ticket sales be-
cause the clubs that do not police them will not
make a profit. The only extra policing this pro-
posal will require has been created by the impo-
sition of a five per cent tax value on beer ticket
sales. If we were to accept that the system will
need extra policing, I am sure that it certainly
would not warrant a $1 million a year collection. I
totally support the proposed amendment.

Mr PEARCE: The Government certainly does
not support the proposed amendment and I have
made its position clear.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I am prepared to sit back and

listen to what the member for Merredin has to say
and if he can be more compelling in his argument
than on the previous occasion, the Government
will give consideration to his proposed amend-
ment.

Mr COWAN: One can only produce a compel-
ling argument if members on the other side of the
Chamber who are listening to the argument are
prepared to, in fact, listen. We should listen to the
member for Darling Range who has had a long
history of association with these clubs, the type of
club we are seeking, by this amendment, to pro-
tect. The clubs need a ready avenue for resources
and they do not need the Government to get its
grubby hands on live per cent of it.

I move an amendment-
Page 16, lines I to S-To delete paragraph

(b).-
Mir BRADSHAW: 1 support the amendment.

As I said earlier I do not believe that it is necess-
ary to have the proposed five per cent tax. I can
understand that by having such a tax there will be
extra costs involved in policing it.

The proposed tax will be an impost on chari-
table organisations and sporting clubs which pro-
vide a great deal of support for the community.
Various clubs such as Apex and Rotary send
underprivileged children to camps and sporting
clubs and are always raising money to provide
facilities for junior sports. The senior members of
Sporting clubs often provide entertainment on
Saturday and Sunday afternoons or all day on
Sunday.

The member for Darling Range referred to a 20
per cent or 30 per cent return from beer ticket
sales, but I will go as far as saying that it will be
50 per cent and the Government will take five per
cent off the total profit.

I oppose this clause and support the amend-
ment.

Mr PEARCE: I listened with great care and
attention to the comments of the member for
Merredin and the member for Murray-
Wellington, but I am not compelled by the argu-
ment that has been put forward. Rapid consul-
tation with my colleagues indicates that not too
many of them have been compelled by that argu-
ment either. The fact is that this measure assists
clubs to raise money. I listened to the member for
Darling Range and his outpourings with regard to
the extent to which these clubs save the Govern-
ment money. I understand his vested interest in
the Pickering Brook Sports Club. However, this
legislation will enable the clubs to raise money in a
way which currently they cannot legally do. As the
member for Murray- Wel lington said they are
presently operating somewhat illegally, but their
actions are tolerated. It might even be said about
the phrase "somewhat illegally" that there is more
doubt than certainty with regard to the legality of
what they are doing.

The Government is attempting to make certain
that the raising of revenue by clubs in this manner
is made legal, and that will be of great assistance
to the clubs. However, it wishes to ensure that
gambling, especially if it involves liquor, is prop-
erly policed. I cannot believe that the members
making these comments are on the same side as
those who recently spoke of how casinos and gam-
bling bring corruption and need to be properly
policed. We believe that gambling should be prop-
erly policed and that is why We are to have such
strict security measures with regard to the casino.
However, at a much lower level with regard to the
premises that will be involved in beer ticket ma-
chines, these activities need to be organised prop-
erly and should not have any chaos or corruption
building up around them. In order to fund the
policing of this system we need to take five per
cent of the face value of the tickets.

Mr Bradshaw: Fifty per cent of the profits!

Mr PEARCE: The member for Murray-
Wellington must work in a different business
world than 1; even if a profit is made of 30 per cent
of the total turnover, five per cent of 30 per cent is
equal to one-sixth and it does not amount to 50 per
cent or a half. The member is saying that the
profit may be only 30 per cent and five per cent of
that represents 50 per cent of the profit, but that is
an absurd proposition. It represents one-sixth of
the profit made, according to the figures produced
by the member. I do not allege that the member's
figures are inaccurate, but I do not know that they
are accurate either.
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The Government will incur costs in the oper-
ation of this legislation. The legislation assists
clubs to raise money and the largest profit will be
made by the clubs and not by the Government.
The clubs are grateful for the ability to legally
raise this level of funds and most of them are
prepared to accept some slight impost. The
alternative is to have the matter finalised the other
way so that illegality is involved. The clubs would
lose the revenue they are currently gaining in the
words of the member for Murray-Wellington "in a
somewhat illegal but tolerated way".

I make a further point to the Opposition; they
are facing an election in a year's time in which the
Opposition will seek to present itself as an alterna-
tive Government. The Opposition will be judged
on the way it has been able to present itself to the
people on occasions such as this. It is easy for
members in Opposition to say that they want all
the benefits but do not want to pay any costs. That
is a cheap way of trying to gain popularity in the
community; pour out the benefits but without any
costs. The bottom line of that is to double the
expenditure and halve the tax. However, these
positions are not credible and if the Opposition
seriously seeks to make itself into a truly viable
alternative Government before next March, it be-
hoves the members to take a responsible line on
occasions such as this. It should not attempt to
convince people that they can have benefit s with-
out paying costs. The people in this State are not
as stupid as Opposition members appear to think
they are.

The Opposition may feel it can tell licensed
clubs that if it were in Government it would allow
the machines to operate and not take a percentage
of the profits. That is not a responsible position to
adopt and although the clubs may thank the Op-
position, in their hearts they know that the Oppo-
sition could not deliver.

If the members of the Opposition take their role
as a potential alternative government seriously,
when these tests arise in the Parliament they will
adopt the responsible rather than what they think
is the popular line.

Mr STEPHENS: The Minister for Education
may have demonstrated his debating skill but I do
not think he has been completey accurate.

The member for Merredin pointed out that if
the Government needs to raise money to police
this operation, provision is made on page 10 of the
legislation to allow the Government to prescribe a
fee to cover the costs. I refer to other legislation
debated in this Chamber a few years ago when it
was decided to license the operators of bookstands
who wanted to sell pornographic literature. Pro-

vision was made for the licensees to pay a
prescribed fee and no reference was made in the
legislation to the Government's taking a percent-
age of the profits. I do not recall members of the
Government, who were then in Opposition, argu-
ing the case for a percentage of the profits to be
paid to the Government. The Government of the
day-and I was the Minister involved-decided
that the funds would be raised by prescribed fee
and that provision was included in the legislation.

On this occasion the Government wants to
"double dip" and be paid twice. The Minister be-
lieves that the Opposition and the National Party
are irresponsible for supporting what he thinks is
an implausible argument. We are being perfectly
responsible. We are saying that the Government
can raise the money to cover administrative costs
but that it should not get it at the expense of the
religious and sporting groups which can use to
advantage the small sums of money raised by this
mechanism. I do not know why the Government
should take five per cent of this small profit which
will be used for the good of the community gener-
ally and those involved in particular.

If the Government intends to persist with its
opposition to the amendment it should put forward
reasonable and logical arguments. We will not
have the wool pulled over our eyes by the fal-
laci .ous argument that has been put forward by the
Mi nster.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Cla rko
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr McNee

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson

and a division taken with the

Ayes 19
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
M r Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 25
Mr Tom Jones

-Mr Mctver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
M r Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Ayes
Pairs

Noes
Mr MacKinnon Mr Bryce
Mr Court Mr Grill
Mr Laurance Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Thompson Mr Terry Entice
Mr Coyne Mrs Buchanan

Amendment skis negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 18 to 23 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Dill reported with an amendment.

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 February.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [4.04 p.m.]: I want
to take this opportunity to raise a few points. If I
get through some of them I might even talk for a
few moments about rural hardship!

One of the most important things on our plate
today is the situation relating to the meat industry
in Western Australia. I know that the meat indus-
try in Australia is going through some traumatic
experiences at present, but it seems to me that in
Western Australia we have a set of circumstances
which have impacted upon a couple of the larger
and more efficient abattoirs in this State to the
extent that one of them has closed its doors per-
manently.

This is a very serious situation. I am sure that
the members of the Government appreciate how
serious it is when something like 175 people are
thrown out of work overnight.

One of the most startling things about it is that
the employees themselves are not blaming the
meatworks. That is refreshing, because in the
main the employees at the meatworks-or cer-
tainly a number of them-whenever trouble
arises, immediately blame the management for
their problems. But on this occasion it is quite a
different situation.

Mr Troy: That is not the story going around.

Mr OLD: I will just quote rrom the Northam
Advertiser. If the member for Mundaring wants to
call the editor of that newspaper a liar he is at
liberty to do so. This is from the front page of the
Northam Advertiser of March 13, It is headed,
"No animosity to company", and reads-

One of the most interesting aspects of the
Lintley Valley meats closure is that not one
person spoken to by this writer has blamed
the company for its decision.

The article goes on to say-
Even the company's employees who will be

joining the dole queues in two days bear no
animosity towards the Victorian-based firm.

Instead their bitterness and disappointment
is directed at the State Government's decision
to continue their support of the Robb Jetty
abattoir complex.

That is very interesting, coming from employees
who will be seriously and adversely affected by a
set of circumstances which has brought the
meatworks to its knees. It is all right the Premier
making statements about the company doing well,
and saying that it is closing up for reasons un-
known to him, but he knows very well what the
reasons are and why this meatworks is unable to
continue. We will quietly go into that in a few
moments.

Since this Government has been in power it has
been very strong on appointing committees to look
into things. I recall when I first came into the
Parliament that the Hon. John Tonkin was known
as the "mirror Premier" because he said about
everything that was suggested, "We will look into
it'. It seems to me some of this attitude has stuck,
because we have had inquiries into several facets
of Government and of Government
instrumentalities. Very rarely has any action come
from those inquiries.

It is interesting that Mr Jamie Kronborg who
was on the staff of the Western Farmer wrote on
December 6 the following--

One inquiry leads to another . . . and
another.

He goes on to talk about the potato inquiry, which
was probably the lulu of them all, because we had
not only an inquiry into the potato inquiry, but
also an inquiry into the inquiry into the potato
inquiry. Currently there is another inquiry looking
at the recommendations or otherwise or the in-
quiry into the inquiry, and hopefully some day it
will come forward with something of which the
Government will take note, and perhaps the long-
suffering public will become acquainted with the
outcome of this series of inquiries.

At this stage no-one seems to know anything
about the possible fate of the Potato Marketing
Board, including the Government, I am hopeful
that soon we will be acquainted with some of the
findings, if there are any.

Then we had an inquiry into the Western
Australian Meat Commission headed by Mr
Treloar. This was a committee of people who were
experts in the meat industry. That committee
inquired into the industry for approximately 12
months, and eventually produced an interim re-
port, and, on 29 November 1984, a final report.
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On page one of that report, under the synapsis
of conclusions and recommendations, it says-

The committee recommends that the
Government close Robb Jetty Abattoir on I
January 1989 or some appropriate earlier
date.

The committee did not recommend that the
Government think about closing the abattoir at
some time; it recommended that it close it on a
certain date, or earlier if possible. In other words,
it gave the Government time to make arrange-
ments with the staff and to carry out the closure in
a decent way.

Not only did the Government ignore completely
the findings and recommendations of that com-
mittee, but also, in its wisdom, it decided that it
would spend more money on Robb Jetty. That is
an indication of the sincerity of the Government in
appointing these committees of inquiry.

One could be forgiven for thinking that this was
nothing more than a delaying tactic on the part of
the Government, and for thinking that perhaps the
Government was giving itself time to work out
what it could do and, in the meantime, putting the
State to colossal expense by appointing these com-
mittees to produce worthless recommendations.
When I say "worthless recommendations" I make
it quite clear that that is no reflection on the
recommendations of the committees. The
recommendations of both the potato industry in-
quiry and the meat industry inquiry were well
considered and they were arrived at in the light of
reliable information given to them and good ad-
vice tendered. However, if no notice is taken of
those recommendations, obviously they are worth-
less, because the only people who can take note of
them and take action are the members of the
Government of the day.

As a result of the inactivity and ineptitude of
the Government, the management of Linley Val-
ley meatworks decided to close its doors; but it did
not make that decision before it had telephoned
the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

The other day I asked the Premier some ques-
tions about this. Unfortunately things got a little
heated at one stage and I did not have an oppor-
tunity to complete my questioning of him. How-
ever, one of the gentlemen appointed to the com-
mittee which inquired into the potato marketing
industry was Mr Ian Johnston. He was the chair-
man of the committee and is the policy secretariat
adviser in the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net.

The manager of Linley Valley meatworks, Mr
Treloar, telephoned the Department of Premier
and Cabinet and asked to speak to Mr Johnston.

My understanding is-and this has not been
refuted by the Premier-that Mr Treloar spoke to
Mr Johnston and told him that the situation at
Linley Valley was serious, bearing in mind the
rising costs, shortage of livestock, and the abro-
gation of an agreement with the Lamb Marketing
Board due to the activity of the Government. Mr
Treloar pointed out to Mr Johnston that the man-
agement of Linley Valley intended to issue re-
trenchment notices on Friday, unless it received an
indication from the Government that the Govern-
ment was prepared to assist it in some way by
taking remedial action.

Mr Tray: That is blackmail.

Mr OLD: If a member happens to sit opposite.
he might see it as a Farm of blackmail, In reply to
that interjection, it would be interesting to hear
the comments of the Government's friends, the
meatworkers, who say that they do not blame the
works. However, the member can go ahead, under
parliamentary privilege, and denigrate these
people. I ask the member whether he told the
manager that he was blackmailing the
Government. Of course he did not. He does not
have the intestinal fortitude to do so.

Mr Thompson: The member for Mundaring is
very sensitive on that issue.

Mr OLD: And so he should be, because the
people of Wundowie do not like him very much.

After Mr Treloar telephoned the Department of
Premier and Cabinet and spoke to Mr Johnston,
he waited for a reply. That reply came in the form
of a phone call from Mr Johnston to Mr Treloar in
which Mr Johnston said that the Government was
not prepared to do anything.

The Premier denies any knowledge of this mat-
ter, so it seems to me that Mr Johnston should be
carpeted for making decisions which should
rightly be made by the Government, if in fact that
is the case-and I would be very surprised if it
were.

The Premier was featured in an article in The
Countryman of 6 December and was questioned as
to who was running the agricultural industry in
Western Australia. Alternatively, he was asked
whether that industry was on automatic pilot. The
article reads, in part, as follows-

Producers well may be entitled to ask just
who is administering agriculture in this state:
a set of inquiries of which little notice would
seem to be taken, the Minister, the Premier,
Or a bunch of advisers?

That article was published some months prior to
Mr Treloar telephoning Mr Johnston and asking
him that pertinent question. It is rather prophetic
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that Mr Kronborg should ask that question in
December and have it answered very positively in
March of this year.

On 17 March the Minister was quoted in the
Sunday Times as saying that the Government was
investigating the closure of the Linley Valley abat-
toir. That is great! It is what is known as closing
the stable door after the horse has bolted. The
article goes on-

*... the Minister for Agriculture said he was
not satisfied with the reasons given by the
owners, Smorgons Consolidated Industries.

It went on to say-

Between June and February, the works had
processed more than 200 000 lambs,
compared with only 54 000 two years ago.

That is a statement which probably needs some
investigation, because the manager of the Linley
Valley meatworks advised me, although I knew
the position when the negotiations were
undertaken, that the Lamb Marketing Board
asked the management of Linley Valley, which at
that stage was the only approved EEC works,
whether it could kill lambs for it and at what price
it would do so. Naturally Mr Treloar replied that
that would depend on how many lambs were put
up by the Lamb Marketing Board. The board gave
Mr Treloar a guarantee of 300 000 lambs. On the
basis of that throughput, management was able to
arrive at a price which was negotiated with the
Lamb Marketing Board and found to be satisfac-
tory.

So the season started with Linley Valley having
a guaranteed kilt of 300 000 lambs or more. In the
event, the management at Robb Jetty found that
its killing was being severely depleted and that it
was counting very much on the lamb season to get
it out of the awful trouble it was in-and still is in,
because it has very few, if any, operators working
there now. There is a shortage of cattle, and sheep
are hard to come by, so Robb Jetty, is working at a
very slow pace.

The management at Robb Jetty complained to
the Minister, and the Minister in his wisdom
persuaded Cabinet to direct half the lamb kill
from Linley Valley to Robb Jetty. Mr Treloar tells
me that Linley Valley killed 152 000 lambs for the
WA Lamb Marketing Board, and that figure has
to be compared with the Minister's figure of
200 000.

Mr Evans: No, 203 000.

Mr OLD: Somewhere, some of those lambs
went adrift, because they never got to Linley Val-
ley.

Mr Evans: That is the official count from the
Lamb Marketing Board.

Mr OLD: Were the killing fees on that number
of lambs over that period paid for by the board? If
so, I will ask the Minister to table the evidence to
show that Smorgans at Linley Valley were paid
for the slaughter of 203 000 lambs.

Mr Evans: I will quote the reply by the Lamb
Marketing Board which indicated that 203 000
lambs were killed at Linley Valley.

Mr OLD: I will ask the Minister to table those
papers at the earliest convenience. 1 am sure he
would be prepared to do so.

Mr Evans: That information was given to me by
the Lamb Marketing Board. If you would like to
ask a question, please do.

Mr OLD: I have asked the Minister to table the
papers. I am sure he does not need any further
urging. If he does not table them, and if he cannot
show this House that his figures are correct, some
doubt would have to be thrown on the veracity of
his statement. I have no doubt that his statement
was made on advice given to him. I am not ac-
cusing him of giving false information, but this is
something that needs to be cleaned up because we
have problems right through our meat industry at
present.

The Katanning meatworks coincidentally made
an announcement the following day that it was
closing its doors. This is a slightly different situ-
ation, because although it has been struggling to
get enough livestock to keep the works going, it
has been able to do so. But it has an industrial
problem, one which has been recurring over the
past year or two. It is something of the same type
of problem that Robb Jetty has been having on the
industrial side, but on a much larger scale. I do
not intend to go into that at present because I
understand that negotiations are in train in an
endeavour to solve the problem and I am very
hopeful that the union and the management of
Metropolitan Meat Katanning Ltd. will find a sol-
ution. Metro's will be very happy to reopen the
doors once this situation is resolved, but it is not
going to reopen the doors on the same basis as it
has in the past, when an undertaking was given
and then broken. It wants something fairly firm
this time and I do not believe that anyone in the
House could criticise it for that.

The following is from the 8 March edition of
The West Australian, and it is referring to the
closure of Linley Valley. One assumes Mr Payne
is the union secretary. I quote as follows-

Meat Industry Employees' Union, Mr Alex
Payne, said that the closure was shattering

1030



[Tuesday, 19 March 1985]103

and bitterly disappointing to the people
involved.

The decision reflected the difficult state of
the processing industry with the good season
resulting in high sheep prices-and the live-
sheep trade.

I share Mr Payne's concern, because it is a sad
day when we see industries having to close their
doors. But he has not quite understood the cause
of the closure. The live sheep industry is one which
has also been quietly going downhill.

I recently asked questions of the Minister on
this matter and he furnished me with Figures of
the number of live sheep exported from this State
over the past three or four years vis-a-vis the ex-
port of live sheep from the Eastern States. It
seems we have gone from a position of supremacy
to that of an also-ran. Whereas once upon a time
the main source of supplies of live sheep was WA,
with a top-up operation from the Eastern States,
today almost the reverse applies.

One wonders why. One hears several stories.
One is that the WA industry has become too used
to premium prices and that buyers can obtain live
sheep at $5 a head cheaper in the Eastern States.
That has always been the case, but the fact that
the steaming time from Fremantle to the Middle
East is so much less than the steaming time from
Portland gives WA an advantage. I am told now
that because of the surplus of shipping available
for shippers, they are now prepared to cut the
freight from Portland and thereby take advantage
of a cheaper line of sheep from the east. I do not
believe this situation will continue; the shippers
will be back eventually to buy our sheep. But our
sheep are not easy to buy at present because the
graziers' market is buoyant. So, all in all, with
competition between graziers, exporters and abat-
toirs, it is difficult to keep livestock moving into
the meatworks.

In the 8 March edition of The West Australian
the Premier is reported to have claimed that the
Government was in no way responsible for the loss
of jobs at Wooroloo and that any accusation
otherwise could not be substantiated. I contend
-that the Government is directly responsible for the
closure of the Wooroloo abattoir. The reason is
that not only did the Government reject the
recommendation of the Treloar report that Robb
Jetty be closed and that an announcement of this
be made no later than I January 1986, but also
quite contrary to that recommendation the
Government in its wisdom decided to allocate
$350 000 to Robb Jetty to allow it to upgrade to
EEC standards.

That is not only disastrous but also in some way
cynically humorous, because $350 000 to bring
Robb Jetty to EEC standards would represent just
the tip of the cost iceberg. In August I will be
interested to see, when Robb Jetty is supposed to
be up to EEC standards, whether the Minister can
tell us, firstly, that it has received EEC approval,
and, secondly, what the cost of renovations were.
Not only is there a need for a reasonable amount
of work on the interior of the abattoir, but also on
the advice of Mr Treloar a tremendous amount of
work needs to be done on the effluent disposal
system.

Mr Treloar states in 4.4.14 of this report on
page 209 as follows-

Current environmental problems associated
with effluent can be solved at a cost but in the
long run, the real environmental issue is that
there has been a change in the community's
assessment of the appropriate land use for the
area.

That cost is variously estimated by experts within
the industry as being anywhere from $1 million
upwards. Losses have been incurred at Robb
Jetty-I recall that it was $3.171 million last
year-and if we tack onto that a conservative
million dollars and another half-a-million dollars
for upgrading, we would have gone a long way
towards redundancy payments for people who be-
come surplus to the industry. I do not wish to see
people out of work; however, the Linley Valley
workers are out of work on a ricochet bullet from
Robb Jetty. In other words, the Linley Valley
works have been closed, due to Government de-
cisions-despite what the Premier says-to prop
up the meatworks at Robb Jetty.

When we were the Government we gave an
undertaking that we would continue to support a
Government works. I do not deny that; it was a
commitment that we honoured. But there comes a
time when any commitment must be reviewed. If
we look at the situation in Western Australia
today, the necessity for Robb Jetty would be very
difficult to justify.

I would close it if I had the opportunity. I will
tell the Minister for Agriculture my reasons. We
have Linley Valley redundant, with closed doors,
and going into mothballs, but on the other hand
we have an abattoir at North Dandalup which has
never been opened. We have also surplus capacity
at Katanning, Albany, and Geraldton.

The reason the commitment was given that a
Government works would be fostered was the situ-
ation in 1973-74 when drought throughout the
State necessitated an immediate slaughter of the
surplus of drought-affected sheep. Although most

1031



1032 [ASSEMBLY]

of those sheep at the time were sent down the
chute, they were slaughtered in an humane man-
ner. That was reason for a Government involve-
ment. However, in the meantime during the later
years, there has been a breakthrough in the meat
industry by the management at Robb Jetty inas-
much as they were able to negotiate with the
unions an agreement that they could work two
shifts. So. on top of the surplus capacity in abat-
toirs, and the redundant abattoirs, we have the
ability to double the capacity overnight by putting
on more staff.

I do not want to see people out of work, but I
believe the Government has a responsibility to en-
sure that private enterprise is able to continue its
work and is able to compete, rather than be closed
down.

It concerns me that the Government interferes
and has so many fingers in the meatworks situ-
ation. We have now reached the stage where the
industry in Western Australia is becoming con-
cerned about its future. We have the charade of
the union saying it wanted the Government to
finance it into running Linley Valley. Mr Payne
said, "We will show private enterprise how to run
a meatworks". That would be very interesting. It
would also be a wholesale waste of taxpayers'
money. Fortunately the Minister said that there
would be immense difficulties with the union's
subsidy proposals, because the industry was
presently suffering from too much abattoir space
and from the continuing decline in the stock num-
bers for slaughter.

So, we will assume that that is the end of union
involvement in Linley Valley and we will watch it
with great interest to make sure that it is. When
the Minister was justifying an allocation of money
to Robb Jetty, he said that the Government was
committed to retaining the abattoir because of the
employment opportunities it provided for its full-
time staff of 350.

The Shire of Cockburn has been agitating for
some years to get that area cleaned up and to have
the meatworks out of the road. It will not be long
before the shire starts to agitate again especially
with the America's Cup in the offing. The Govern-
ment would be well-advised to take another look
at its commitment to Robb Jetty.

Referring to the statement by Mr H-organ, the
chief of Exim, the mighty commercial ven-
ture-which the Government has rushed headlong
into and which it will live to regret-apart from
endeavouring to take over the floricultural indus-
try in Western Australia, which we will talk about
at some other time, Mr Horgan stated-and I
would like members to take note of what he says

about production-"Exim is looking at
establishing another business such as chilled pork
and fish". I say to members: Listen to this! "We
cannot rely on farmers and miners doing all the
producing". Exini is not only going into market-
ing, but will also produce.

I remind the Minister that we have just gone
through a time of a serious glut of pork in
Australia and it is only through the efforts of an
efficient industry that members of the industry
have got themselves on the way out of their prob-
lem. I say "themselves" because it was as a result
of the very positive attitude the pork industry took
to its problems, the remedial action it instituted
and an intensive advertising campaign, that they
returned to a viable position. However, we have
Mr Horgan, that great agriculturist, now going
into the pork market. I think he had better get his
flowers fixed up first before he talks about pork!

It is amazing to consider the number, of people
who go to South-East Asia and come back laden
with orders for pork. It is the same case for cut
flowers, When I was in South-East Asia a couple
of years ago I had the opportunity to speak to the
Director of Agriculture, Dr Sew, and he told me
that Singapore would be looking for pork because
the pork industry was being cut back there. It was
causing the pollution of the water supply.

That was no magical thing: it was not about to
happen tomorrow. It will happen and there are
plenty of suppliers of pork. We have Malaysia
next door and Thailand across the road. I under-
stand Thailand will be self-sufficient in the not-
too-distant future, because of its population in-
crease.

People return from South-East Asia and say,
"What is wrong? You can Sell Pork in South-East
Asia." The pork producers funded a delegation to
South-East Asia some six months ago and they
spent two weeks investigating the pork market
there.

These people know there is potential. They
know they will get pigs in there eventually; but
they also know there is a price to pay. It is a
matter of economics whether the price of pro-
duction allows the luxury of exporting. It is too
easy when somebody comes along and says that he
knows they want pigs in South-East Asia and that
we should be in the export market, expecially
when Government money is involved.

I was told by the delegation that Singapore will
need approximately 20 000 pigs per week. Out of
that I understand that something like 5 000 to
8 000 will be chilled and the balance will be
frozen. We will get a percentage of the market.
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Singaporeans are not noted for putting all their
eggs in one basket.

To give some indication of what the industry
thinks of the pig market, Mr Ian Barker, the man-
ager of Baconsfield, said-

Stiff opposition, particularly from the EEC
and China, would make it extremely difficult
for WA to supply pigs or pigmeats to the
Singapore market, according to Mr 1. Barker,
the former chairman of the WA and national
producer bodies.

He is one of those people who know what they are
talking about. They know the industry from birth
to consumption. He is not one of those who races
to Singapore, has a look around, speaks to some
restaurateur who says he would like to buy a
body of pork each week, and comes back full of
great ideas. He is one of those people who knows
where to go and what to talk about.

In referring to beef, Mr Tom Cyster, president
of the Primary Industry Association Meat Sec-
tion, said-

..one of the industry's major problems was
over-capacity.

"What it boils down to is too many abat-
toirs and not enough cattle".

All these factors impact on whether abattoirs can
keep their doors open. The PIA is not noted for its
desire to see Robb Jetty closed because it has kept
pressure on successive Governments to give a
guarantee that they will promote a service works.
However, Mr Cyster, the newly-appointed presi-
dent of the meat section, has given a contrary
view. It is very refreshing to see that view has been
expressed.

The Western Australian Lamb Marketing
Board is in a state of utter confusion. It does not
know whether it can negotiate for the kill next
year. It does not know whether the Government
will direct it where to have the lambs killed. I do
not think it even knows whether it will operate as
the Western Australian Lamb Marketing Board
or as part of the marketing division of Robb Jetty.
Surely to goodness, it is time the Minister made
some announcement. It is now March. Some
lambs are now cavorting in paddocks waiting to be
slaughtered. However, it is not even known to
which works they will be taken. It is time the
industry was given some stability by letting it
know what the capacity of the Lamb Marketing
Board will be this year, whether it will be the
responsible body, and whether the lambs will be
killed at country works.

Every lamb that is killed in Robb Jetty costs the
producer more money. The lambs have to get the

extra distance from Linley Valley to Robb Jetty or
from Katanning to Robb Jetty. The differential
between live lambs and carcases is quite
substantial. It is in the interest of and benefit to
the producers to have their lambs killed at
decentralised abattoirs. Every farmer needs to be
given inducements and benefits and they need to
be given those benefits right now.

Mr Des Griffiths referred to the closure of the
Katanni ng abattoir. The article reporting his
statement said-

.. until the industrial problem involving a
pay demand by about 30 boners and slicers
was sorted out-

The closure will go ahead. The article continues-
But the rescue proposal for Linley Valley

has cast doubt on the future not only of
Katanning but of other operations as well.

The union was, at that time, talking about running
the works and it has not given up its desire to do
so. Mr Griffiths said-

"it was a wild card I never expected in a
month of Sundays."

"When you are talking about subsidies you
are talking of permanent closures. I don't
mind competitors as long as they are not
subsidised."

That is the very heart of private enterprise. I think
it is time this Government realised that it has to
keep its sticky Aingers out of private enterprise.
Everything it touches turns to mud. It does not
have the Midas touch. Hopefully, the Exim Cor-
poration will be a short-lived operation. I assure
the Government that if it pokes its nose into a
meat industry which experts are failing to keep
successful, a lot of public money will go down the
drain. Flushed with the success of its recent doubt-
ful operations in the diamond industry, the
Government obviously feels it can take over the
entrepreneurial role which rightly belongs to the
private sector.

The Government stands condemned for its atti-
tude to the meat industry. It stands condemned for
not answering the inquiry from Linley Valley and
it stands condemned for allowing its subsidy,
Exim, to make wild and rash statements about
moving into the meat and fish industry. God help
our Fishing and agricultural industries if the
Government gets its fingers into them.

MR LAUJRANCE (Gascoyne) (4.48 pm.]: I
wish to concentrate on the activities of the recently
revamped Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission. What we have seen in the last two years
in relation to the demise of the Department of
Tourism and the establishment of the existing
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Tourism Commission and the activities sur-
rounding various appointments is a scandal of
major proportions. A web of improper conduct
surrounds the tourism adviser who is now a senior
consultant with the Tourism Commission. I
further claim that Mr Brett Goodridge and others
have improperly used funds made available to that
commission.

I take the time available to me to outline how
the Government allowed this person into the
position he is now in. He is a servant of the Burke
Government because prior to the Burke Govern-
ment coming to office, his experience in the tour-
ism industry was minimal.

Since then we have seen him move through to
the highest circles in the Tourism Commission and
to the highest salary levels. If we consider that on
the one hand and, on the other, consider what has
happened to some of the wonderful officers in the
former Department of Tourism where the long-
standing Public Service careers Of Senior officers
have been absolutely and totally wrecked, it can be
seen what a scandal that is. Senior officers have
been shifted, sacked, demoted, transferred, and
paid off. They are people who had given more than
150 years of dedicated service between them to
this State. Today those men are shattered and
broken; their careers are in tatters.

It goes back to the statement made not long
after the Government came into office that the
Director of the Department of Tourism would be
sacked. That was done in order to weave a web
around a few chosen people. On I August The
West Australian carried a headline "Doubt over
top job in tourism". It was followed shortly after-
wards by an announcement in December that
Noel Semnmens would be made a director of the
activities involved with the America's Cup. On I I
December 1983 the Sunday Times had the head-
line "State tourism chief bows out". He was the
first to be pushed aside by this Government in
order that it could bring in its friends to do what I
can only describe as its "dirty work". Noel
Semmens was the longest serving director of tour-
ism in Australia; he was held in high regard by his
ministerial and other colleagues throughout
Australia. His appointment was recommended by
the Tonkin Labor Government and I understand
the appointment took effect during the first days
of the Brand Government. He served as a director
of tourism for 12 years. He came from a senior
marketing position in a major private company in
another State and he gave tremendous service to
the tourist industry in Western Australia. But the
Government decided he had to go.

If one looks at the total position, one sees that
not one single senior officer is left in the tourism

Organisation. That has happened so that those who
have gone do not know what is now going on
around the place and, therefore, they cannot tell
about the misappropriation of funds. They are not
now in a position to observe what is happening.
One can put only that construction on the Govern.
ment's actions.

I refer again to Noel Semnmens and his treat-
ment by the Government. In order to leave the
man with some prestige after his sacking, the
Government decided he would be shifted to head
the America's Cup defence unit. As Director of'
Tourism he did a magnificent job in that area and
made the best possible use of Australia's winning
the cup. Through his efforts he made sure that the
Tourism Commission was in line with the develop-
ment and could take the maximum advantage
from it. He did this to his own detriment because
many people said at the time that he was pursuing
this matter for his own private purposes. Many
critics said he was wasting time by concentrating
so much effort on the cup. Of course, those people
now have to eat their words because Australia won
the cup. Mr Semmens was better placed than was
any other person in Western Australia to deal with
this event.

Mr Brian Burke: Who said we were wasting our
time?

Mr LAURANCE: If the Premier had listened,
he would know that I did not say that he had said
it.

Mr Brian Burke: Who said it?
Mr LAURANCE: He was criticised by many

people around the State.
Mr Brian Burke: It would be interesting to find

out whom you are talking about and who said it.

Mr LAURANCE: Mr Semnmens was shipped
out from the Tourism Commission and shifted to
the America's Cup defence unit. However, within
a very short time he was replaced in that position
by a close crony of the new Minister for Tourism,
Mr Dans. The person who replaced him was Mr
Noble and Mr Semnmens was made second in
charge.

In a very short time, Mr Semnmens was replaced
by a lackey of the Fremantle City Council, Mr
David Berry, who was on secondment, and Mr
Semnmens was once again demoted. It was bad
enough taking him from the Tourism Commission
and putting him in the America's Cup defence
unit, but the Government has now further
humiliated him. The Government's treatment of
Mr Semnmens has been despicable. Next to Alan
Bond he has done more than any other man in this
State in respect of the America's Cup, and he
should have been allowed to retain his previous
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position. His record is tremendous and the
Government's actions in this connection are des-
picable. That story should be told and I hope that
one day it will be.

That was only the start of a series of actions.
The minute Mr Semmens left, the Tourism Com-
mission was masterminded by Brett Goodridge.
He went from an obscure position in the tourist
industry to a $40 000 a year job as the Premier's
adviser on tourism. The creation of the com-
mission involved the sacking of Mr Semnmens and
just last week we saw the removal of its first
chairman, Mr Kitchen-another senior man in
the department. Five other officers have been
sacked and others have been replaced and shifted
from the limelight during this time.

Once the Tourism Commission was formed, Mr
Goodridge moved from his 540 000 a year position
as ministerial adviser to become managing direc-
tor of the new Tourism Commission on a salary of
55000.

Mr Old: That was outside the guidelines.

Mr LAURANCE: It was not only outside the
guidelines; that payment is also illegal. The
position of managing director was not referred to
in the Bill before this Parliament.

Mr Brian Burke: There did not have to be a
position of managing director. It was cleared by
the Public Service Board and on legal advice. You
prove it is illegal.

Mr LAURANCE: On 27 Februry the Premier
in the Legislative Assembly told us that Mr
Goodridge was managing director, but no mention
was made when the Bill came before the Parlia-
ment last year of a managing director. He receives
a salary of 555 000 a year, as well as a motor
vehicle and the recoupment of normal business-
related expenses.

An Opposition member: He is a political
Wimp.

Mr LAURANCE: He is worse than that be-
cause of the misappropriation of funds to which I
will refer in a moment. We believe that he was
paid more than the chairman of the commission in
the trumped-up position to which he was
appointed. However, I understand that on the ad-
vice of the Public Service Board his salary was
brought into line so that he was not paid more
than the chairman at the time. The web of influ-
ence woven by this man has spread to others in the
commission.

My attack is on the Government; it has
mishandled this matter in a criminal way. It has
ridden roughshod over people who have given ex-
cellent service to this State.

Let us look at the other people. The Govern-
ment must bear the odium for this. It has
appointed these people and allowed this to happen.
I do not blame these people, if they can get away
with these things, but the propriety of it must be
called into question.

Let us take the position of the deputy chairman,
Mr Basil Atkinson. Since Mr Kitchen has been
sacked, he has become the acting chairman. It is
wrong that a member of the commission, who is
paid a normal fee in that capacity of S3 000 a year
plus travelling expenses and the like, should also
be a consultant to that commission. Many of the
people who have been sacked as a result of reports
which have been commissioned, have been sacked
on the recommendation of Mr Basil Atkinson. It is
wrong that a person who is sitting on a board
should also act as a consultant to that board.

It is my information that Mr Atkinson has been
employed as a consultant to the commission. His
family company, Basil Atkinson & Associates Pty.
Ltd., has been employed as a consultant to the
WA Tourism Commission on a minimum annual
retainer of $30 000.

Mr Blaikie: But the Premier would have to ap-
prove that, wouldn't he?

Mr Brian Burke: Now we have jobs for the boys
with Basil Atkinson. It is unbelieveable! The only
friend you have left in the world is Kevin
Reynolds.

Mr LAURANCES: The Premier has been look-
ing in the mirror again. What I have indicated
represents an impropriety in that people have lost
their jobs on the say-so of this consultancy ar-
rangement when no interest has been declared-

Mr Brian Burke: H-ow do you know that is true?
Iam unaware that Basil Atkinson has

recommended that someone be replaced. You
prove it.

Mr LAURANCE: Not only has this been
disguised, but also it is being kept secret
deliberately. In a question to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism asked today
the following information was sought-

(1) Do the commissioners serving on the
Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission receive any remuneration for
acting in that position?

(2) If so, will the Minister detail for me
those payments?

(3) Have any of the commissioners received
payment from the Tourism Commission
in addition to those payments?
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The answer was to the effect that they are paid
$3 000 annually and, in addition, Mr Basil
Atkinson received travelling expenses of $233.11.

There is no mention of a payment to Mr
Atkinson's private or family company, Basil
Atkinson & Associates Pty. Ltd. I believe one of
Mr Atkinson's recommendations is that Price
Waterhouse be commissioned at a cost of
$100 000. I shall turn to that report in a moment.

However, let us look at some of the other com-
missioners who, together with Mr Goodridge, have
perpetrated improper conduct in their work with
the WA Tourism Commission. Another member
of the commission is Ms Cheri Gardiner, senior
executive with radio station 6PR.

Mr Old: That is the one Bob Maumill is on,
isn't it?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, it is. It was revealed
that in a $1.2 million advertising exercise last year
to promote the America's Cup and Western
Australia's involvement in it, $200 000 was set
aside for radio advertising. Every cent of that
$200 000 was spent with 6PR, the station for
which Cheri Gardiner works. That might be
purely coincidental, but when one adds to all the
other improper things which have happened in
respect of this commission, it is doubtful whether
it happened by accident.

Mr Thompson: floes not the Premier work for
the same station?

Mr LAURANCE: That matter was taken up by
the Sunday Times and Cheri Gardiner was ac-
cused-

Mr Brian Burke: That was on the
recommendation of advertising agents.

Mr Blaikie: Who were they?
Mr Old: Cheri Gardiner and Associates!
Mr Brian Burke: Another competitor

recommended that all the money be spent on 61X.
Mr LAURANCE: That matter was brought

forward by Rob Bennett in the Sunday Times. He
was criticised, because he raised the issue that
$200 000 was allocated to Cheri Gardiner's radio
station. In the Sunday Times of 15 April 1984,
under the headline "I'm still right about tourist
loot", the following appeared-

That money came from my taxes and
yours. I have a perfect right to question the
ethics morality and business acumen of any
Government spending.

Last week I suggested the commission's ac-
tion was wrong. I still believe it is wrong.

That article was written by a senior journalist in
this State.

Another commissioner, Mr Bill Gill, has just
announced that he intends to leave his appoint-
ment as manager of tourism in Albany. The word
in the industry is that he intends to return to Perth
to set up a consultancy which will also act as a
consultant to the Tourism Commission. That has
not happened yet; however, similar situations have
arisen in the other cases to which I have referred,
so I can only say that I believe that is what is
about to happen in respect of another com-
missioner.

I turn now to the Price Waterhouse report. On 8
November 1984 in this House the Premier was
asked the cost of that report to the State and he
replied that it would be a maximum of $ 100 000. 1
am told, by way of interjection, that the cost of
that report amounted to $120000.

The whole web of intrigue and impropriety goes
on, because that report recommended that seven
senior people should go. They were good people.
For two years I worked as Minister for Tourism
and I have great respect for that department. The
staff of the commission had a very high morale
and a tremendous team spirit. Today that morale
has been shattered and is at a hopelessly low level.

I had great respect for these people, because I
worked closely with them. If my judgment was
clouded about them, because I felt they were
doing a good job, let us say that I may have been
wrong in some cases; but surely some of them were
doing a good job and certainly not all of them
were doing a bad job and had to be sacked.

Let us look at the structure of the Tourism
Commission when this Government took over. The
director at that time, Noel Semnmens, was shifted
sideways and demoted savagely. The chairman,
Len Hitchen, has been sacked. I do not know what
has happened to Eddie Watling, but Ray Bird has
been moved into the America's Cup unit, so he is
out of the way. Every person on the next senior
level has been sacked because of the
recommendations in the Price Waterhouse report.
That was a very expensive report and I understand
it was recommended by Mr Basil Atkinson, not in
his position as a commissioner, but as a private
consultant-a person who, on the one hand, was
paid as a commissioner while, on the other hand,
he worked as a consultant. That is quite wrong.

Basil Atkinson recommended the Price
Waterhouse inquiry. It reported in December and
five people went. At least one of them accepted
voluntary early retirement; three were transferred
to other departments; and one has left the Public
Service. All of them were very disappointed when
they were told they were unsatisfactory, would be
required no longer, and, therefore, would be
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shifted out of the commission. Between them they
had given more than 100 years' service to the
Public Service of this State.

Let us consider who recommended they should
go. Two of the authors of that report were a Mr
Webb and a Mr Barrie. Surprisingly, Mr Barrie
suddenly became one of the senior officers of the
commission. How could this be? The following is
from the 9 March edition of The West Australian
under the headline "One who said so gets the
job"-

Mr Neil Barrie (33) will take up the
position of director of the commission's new
human resources division.

He was a member of the Price Waterhouse
consultant team who recommended that the
division be set up.

Any one of these things an its own does not rep-
resent a scandal. A sum of $200 000 to a company
is not a scandal. Mr Barrie's writing a report and
recommending a new position be established and
then getting that job are not a scandal. Mr Basil
Atkinson's receiving $30 000 as a consultant when
he was a member of the commission is not a scan-
dal. Brett Goodridge's going from $40 000 to
$55 000 is not a scandal. But add them all
together and we have a first-class scandal. Mr
Barrie recommended that the position be set up.
He sacked five men; five of the seven went and
another has gone since, so six of the seven are no
longer there.

Mr Brian Burke: They were not sacked.
Mr LAURANCE: The Premier should ask

them. One of them has been trying to take legal
action through the Civil Service Association
(CSA) but was given a letter from the Premier by
that association stating that he had done nothing
wrong, and now the GSA has fobbed him off. Is
the Premier saying that be was not sacked?

Mr Brian Burke: Yes.
M r LA URA NCE: Of course he was.
Mr Brian Burke: Can I convince you with some

facts?
Mr LAURANCE: No. Remembering that Mr

Barrie, who was one of the authors of the report,
was appointed to the recommended new position,
let us now turn to the other author of that Price
Waterhouse report, Mr Webb. I make the point
that I have nothing against Price Waterhouse, but
that firm is playing its part in this intrigue.

Mr Webb was involved in an incident in the
Northern Territory, and the following information
appears in an extract in last December's issue of
the Business Review Weekly. The Chief Justice of
the Northern Territory, Sir William Forster,

blasted top accountants after a Northern Territory
liquidation inquiry. The judge listed what he
called "improper conduct" by three members of
the Price Waterhouse company, a Mr Ah Toy, a
Mr Barber, and a Mr Webb. The judge said that
Price Waterhouse secured work in a deceptive and
dishonest way and that it wrote a dishonest and
deceptive letter to the Registrar of Companies in
the Northern Territory. He threw into doubt the
veracity of this man to say that senior people in
the Tourism Commission should be sacked.

Let us consider just what has been achieved.
Every senior person of the Tourism Commission
has been moved out in some way; all have been got
rid of. The Premier can say what he likes but he
should ask the people involved, because they will
tell him that they were sacked. One of them be-
lieves that all this helped send his father to his
death. Apparently his rather died just after this
was going on, some timne early in January, after
the sackings in Dec-ember, That man is currently
seeking assistance from the CSA. This is what he
told me. He is still trying to take legal action.

Added up, what has happened is that the
Government has taken out of the way anyone who
might criticise this "jobs for the boys" and this
redistribution of wealth to a very few. The
Government's actions are Corrupt and improper.

This web of impropriety has been woven by one
man who seems to have a magic spell over the
Government, a man whose expertise in tourism is
very much in question, a man who seems to be
able to get the Premier to bend to his will and sack
people who might be able to criticise the Govern-
ment for what is happening now compared with
what happened before. It is a scandal of major
proportions.

Lea ve to Continue Speech

I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later
stage of the sitting.

Leave granted.

Debate thus adjourned.

[Questions taken.]

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN TRIPARTITE
LABOUR CONSULTATIVE COUNCIL

AMENDMENT BILL

Assent

Message from the Governor received and read
nifying assent to the Bill.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 p.m.

1037



1038 [ASSEMBLY]

SUPPLY DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [7.15 p.m.]: I
wish to restate the Opposition's case on the
Government's attack on the tourism portfolio. We
make it quite clear that we are accusing the
Government of mismanagement of the tourism
portfolio; ours is not an attack on individuals but
on the Government. if there has been any im-
proper conduct by any person, the fault lies with
the Government because it has allowed this situ-
ation to occur. It has not been done at the behest
of any of the Ministers; this has happened at the
will and direction of the Premier of this State.

Mr Brian Burke: You cannot get away from the
fact that you called Basil Atkinson a criminal; you
cannot weasel out of it in any way.

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier has not denied
that payments were made.

Mr Brian Burke: Of course I have not. Until
you mentioned them before the dinner suspension
I could not say whether it was true. You called
Basil Atkinson a criminal before tea and you will
live to regret that. You would not repeat that
outside the House when you were asked to do so
by Channel 9 interviewers. The Channel 9 re-
porter said that you were reluctant to repeat or
expand on the things you had said.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: The Government has re-

moved virtually every senior officer of the former
Department of Tourism. These people were sacked
despite what the Premier says. The Premier said
they were not sacked, and when he was asked in
question time this evening he again said they were
not sacked. However, on 6 December 1983 The
West Australian under the headline "Tourism
men stood down" stated that these men-

.. have been told to take holidays and could
be allocated different jobs, outside the com-
mission, in the New Year.

Mr Brian Burke: They were not sacked.
Mr LAURANCE: The men themselves say

they were sacked and the newspaper says they
were sacked.

Mr Brian Burke: It does not say that at all.
Mr LAURANCE: It says they were stood

down.
Mr Brian Burke: That is not sacked.

Mr LAURANCE: They were not doing their
jobs and they were removed from office. They
could not all have been bad appointments; the

Government may have found somebody not doing
his job properly but I do not believe seven of the
most senior men in that department were not
doing their jobs. They were all stood down.

Mr Brian Burke: There were five, not seven.

Mr LAURANCE: I quote again from the
article-

FIVE senior officers with the WA Tourism
Commission have been stood down.. . The
five senior men were at] with the old Depart-
ment of Tourism and range in service from 17
to more than 30 years.

Let the Premier go on with his charade about their
not being sacked. On Wednesday 27 February he
answered a question in this place with regard to
the Tourism Commission as follows-

No officers were sacked. Five officers of
the Commission had their secondment from
the Public Service Board terminated and
were returned to the Public Service as from 5
December 1984.

Let the Premier squirm at that.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not sacking themn.

Mr LAURANCE: They were put off, which is
the same as being sacked. In fact, it is worse than
being sacked because in a number of cases these
men are paid for doing nothing and the State is
paying equal amounts to people who are doing
their jobs. The officers have been told to sit in the
corridor and pick up their pay.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: Recently I was asked to
withdraw the word "lies" in this Chamber, yet
Ministers of the Crown are now saying I am tell-
ing lies.

Mr Pearce: You are telling lies again.

Mr LAURANCE: I ask that those words be
withdrawn, in line with your previous ruling, Mr
Speaker.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have distinctly ruled
in this place that in this respect the only phrase I
object to is a member being called "a liar". I have
never objected to members saying that another
member is telling a lie, or telling lies. I do not
know from where the member got that ruling.

Mr LAURANCE: Let me move on. The next
point is this: The Opposition in this Parliament
agreed with the establishment of a Tourism Com-
mission. We expected that capable people would
be appointed, people who would be there fur the
benefit of the Tourism Commission and for their
impartiality.
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An editorial in The West Australian of 31
August 1983 said this-

The composition of the commission will be
vital. Members will need to have sound quali-
fications, not simply a good standing with the
Government.

Unfortunately the worst fears of The West
Australian may have come to pass. The appoint-
ments may have been given to those who have
good standing with the Government. What has
happened really boils down to the Premier's ap-
pointment of and support for a particular person
who has been at great pains to ensure that every-
body who had a leading role in that former depart-
ment was removed and put out of the way so that
they could not criticise the new group. This group
has been le&by what I can only say must be a
crony of the Premier. He started off as his adviser.

Mr Brian Burke: On 27 February the Leader of
the Opposition asked a question and was told no
officers were sacked. You come in tonight and
maintain officers were sacked.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: That officer was moved
from his $40 000 post to become the new manag-
ing director at $55 000.

An Opposition member: And perks.

Mr LAURANCE: And perks. Further, we
think it is wrong and improper that members of
the commission have been in receipt of
consultancy fees in addition to being paid as com-
missioners.

Mr Brian Burke: You said it was criminal.
Mr LAURANCE: I am saying it is improper.

Mr Brian Burke: You said it was criminal.

Mr LAURANCE: No, I am saying it is im-
proper.

Mr Brian Burke: You are retracting that now,
are you?

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier can read
Hansard. It all results in a major scandal when
everything is put together. How can a person give
impartial advice as a commissioner when he is in
receipt of very substantial consulting fees? We
doubt the propriety of that.

Further, I cite the case of a radio contract for
$200 000. That was a company, the employer of
another commissioner.

Then we come to the Price Waterhouse report.
Once again I outlined how a person who had been
one of the authors of that report recommended
that seven senior people be put off from the Tour-
ism Commission, and suddenly the author himself
is appointed to a very senior position.

Mr Cia rko: An amazing "coin-cidence", as Mrs
Malaprop would say.

Mr LAURANCE: Exactly.

When all these things are added together one
can see that the Opposition has every right to
question the propriety of what is going on in the
Tourism portfolio. Further, we are not satisfied
that the new commission-despite all these sack-
ings and removals and stand-downs and the re-
placement of these officers by a crowd which
seems to be favouring itself very much in the dis-
persal of available funds-is doing a better job
than the Tourism Department it replaced.

It is true that the Government has put more
funds into this area- However, the Government's
handling of those funds can be very seriously
questioned, and I still say the result has yet to be
proved with the complete new structure involved.
The whole hierarchy of the Tourism Commission
is doing no better a job than the people it replaced
we re doi ng.

Why was it necessary to have a wholesale purge
of all these officers? No fair-minded person could
assume every one of them was a dunce, or an idiot,
or should not have been there. One might say
perhaps that the director or his assistant, or two
assistant directors were, but surely not 10 or 12
people! That is what this amounts to. Others have
been shifted within the department and put out of
the way. I cannot believe that the senior 10 or 12
people were wrongly picked and were not doing
their jobs. it defies imagination. No right-thinking
person could suggest that is the case.

None of those who have been put in their place
has a great record in tourism. Not one of them can
be pointed to as having an outstanding record in
that field. Why was it necessary to replace all
these people right across the senior level in that
department?

The Government has a great deal to answer for.
The Price Waterhouse report is crucial to the
whole matter. The Government should indicate
who recommended the Price Waterhouse report.

Mr Brian Burke: Len Hitchen and Eddie
Watling.

_Mr LAURANCE: Is the Premier saying only
two people were involved?

Mr Brian Burke: No. The officers of the com-
mission made inquiries and interviewed more than
one. They made a recommendation to the com-
mission that Price Waterhouse he engaged.

Mr LAURANCE: I ask the Premier whether a
company known as Basil Atkinson & Associates
Pty. Ltd. also made recommendations in this area.
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Mr Brian Burke: Not to my knowledge. In fact
the Price Waterhouse consultancy was organised
about eight months ago.

Mr LAURANCE: I do not doubt that. It was
done at great cost. The propriety of this report is
brought into question when we consider that one
of its authors obtained a job, presumably as a
result of a recommendation he made as one of the
authors of that report. it brings the report into
question, and the Government will not make it
available. Even worse, the Government has not
even made the report available to the people who
lost their jobs as a result of it.

The Government was not even prepared to give
a copy of the report to the people criticised in it.
How unfair can that be? What is so secretive
about the Price Waterhouse report that it cannot
be made available? Why does not the Premier
place that report on the Table of the House and let
the people see the reasons behind a whole senior
management level being wiped out with the stroke
of a pen? The report must contain some powerful
stuff. Why are we not entitled to see that report?
The Premier should make it public.

The report will become public. It is hot property
and I have no doubt that copies will surface
eventually. However, there is no need for it to
happen that way. The Government could easily
make the report public. We have made serious
allegations against the WA Tourism Commission
and the Government could at least clear up that
matter by making that report public.

Bearing in mind all the Premier's protestations
about these people not being sacked, why does he
not indicate what the Price Waterhouse report
said about them? Why does he not make it public?
Why does the Premier keep the report secret?
This is a very secretive Government. It is lurching
from crisis to crisis and from one hidden report to
another.

We could not see the Chief Crown Prosecutor's
advice in the O'Connor case. Now we cannot see
the Price Waterhouse report on the Tourism Com-
mission.

The people involved deserve a better fate. They
served the State faithfully for a long time and they
were axed ini a most peremptory fashion Without
being given a chance to examine the accusations
made against them.

Who made the accusations? Were the accu-
sations made by people with longstanding records
in the Tourism Commission, like the records of the
people they were accusing? No; the people who
made the accusations had virtually no record at all
in the industry. What a sham it is!

Mr Spriggs: They were all Labor Party mem-
bers though.

Mr LAURANCE: They were pretty faithful to
the cause anyway.

This matter will not finish here. Further ma-
terial is being made available to the Opposition.
There will be a continuing attack on this matter,
because it is serious, and the people of this State
should know about it. In defence of the people who
have lost their jobs, it is the job of the Opposition
to raise this matter.

The people who have lost their jobs do not have
many friends out there. T hey have approached the
Civil Service Association without much success.
One of those involved is still requesting of the
CSA that he be given access to legal assistance to
fight the Government over this matter. However,
all the CSA would do was go to the Premier and
obtain a namby-pamby letter to say that this man
had done nothing to warrant being sacked. No
matter what the Premier says, this man maintains,
"I believe I was sacked; my family believes I was
sacked; my friends in the department believe I was
sacked; and my friends in the industry believe I
was sacked." If the Premier believes he was not
sacked, he should ask all of those people, because
they believe he was sacked.

I am referring to only one of those involved. He
wants to take action against the Government. The
CSA has been like a limp dishrag; it extracted a
wishy-washy letter from the Premier and told this
man to go home. He is now working in the private
sector and I wish him well.

These people were treated very shabbily. All the
dastardly things which have happened to these
good servants of the public are criminal.

Mr Brian Burke: As well as Basil Atkinson!
Basil is criminal too!

Mr LAURANCE: No, it is the Government
which is criminal. The way in which the funds
have been used improperly is a criminal action on
the Government's part.

The matter will not finish here. There is much
more to come out. The morale in the Tourism
Commission has sunk to an all-time low. Indeed,
the commission is the laughing stock of tourism
organisations around Australia. We shall continue
our attack on the Government in this area.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Gordon
Hill.

RAILWAYS DISCONTINUANCE BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 February.
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MR BLAIIE (Vasse) [7.35 p.m.]: This Bill is
in two parts. Firstly, it seeks to take away from the
railways an area of land in the Collie town site and
give it back to the Crown so that it may be used
for a future housing settlement within the Collie
community. The Opposition does not object to
that. Secondly, it seeks to close a section of rail-
way line in Busselton. Doubtless the community
will be in favour of the future development this
proposal will enable with the possibility of devel-
opment extending to the sea.

The whole question of the discontinuance of
railways is of concern to the Opposition. This de-
bate presents us with the opportunity to question
the Government as to its future policies in this
respect and to ask it whether it intends to discon-
tinue other railway lines around the State.

The discontinuance of this portion of railway
line in Busselton signals the doom of a further
area of railway track between Capel and Busselton
and, subsequently, the track on the same spur line
to Nannup.

What the Minister proposes here tonight rep-
re sents the discontinuance of part of a small
section of railway track, something which the
community widely accepts. However, the Govern-
ment has a far wider motive than that. In the
future the Minister will introduce another, bigger
Bill which will propose to close down the balance
of the railway lines about which the Minister is
not talking tonight.

By way of interjection, could the Minister indi-
cate whether he intends that the full railway line
to Busselton should continue operating or whether
its operations will cease?

Mr Grill: I shall reply in due course.

Mr BLAIKIE: It would assist me if the Minis-
ter could do that, otherwise the Speaker may say I
am referring to matters which do not relate to the
Bill.

Mr Grill: You are out of order already, but I
shall reply to you shortly.

Mr BLAIKIE: This matter concerns the Oppo-
sition, because already in Busselton railway per-
sonnel have been relocated. The Premier is very
sensitive to accusations- that people have been
sacked, so let me say that people have been
redeployed. I think the Premier prefers that word.
Some of those people have gone to new or alterna-
tive positions and others have been encouraged to
accept early retirement.

These people have been lost to the communities.
They were an important and integral part *of the
work force of those communities. Although they

were only few in number they were still quite
important. Members should remember, when we
are discussing rail closures and red eployments,
that in Westrail only a few months ago 116 jobs
were lost in the Narrogin district. That is another
aspect of the Government's redeployments in the
railway area.

The Government needs to indicate its policy on
the future of railway lines in the south-west. I
realise that the Government may be very sensitive
about what it will do with the land between
Manjimup and Northcliffe and whether the line
will be closed forever. The section of line we are
discussing tonight which is of particular interest to
me is that which goes to Busselton. If the Govern-
ment intends to close the full section of line and
decides that the line will no longer carry freight
traffic, does the Government intend to leave the
line intact so that it can be used ear tourism or
historical purposes?

I make this final plea to you, Mr Speaker:
Although this is a small section of railway land at
Busselton-

Mr Coyne: You won't get any help from there!

Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: I think the member for
Murchison-Eyre should apologise for that remark.

Mr COYNE: I assure you, Mr Speaker, that it
was purely a facetious remark and I do apologise.

Debate Resumed.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister had this to say
about the Busselton line, and I will quote from
Hansard-

Opportunity is also being taken to formal-
ise closure of 440 metres of railway at
Busselton to allow revestment in the Crown of
Railway Reserve No. 3364. This land formed
part of the Boyariup-Busselton railway, west
of the Busselton railway station to the old
jetty and has not been required for railway
purposes for many years.

I understand what the Government is proposing
and I have no objection; t support the move. The
Government has said that this land is west from
the railway station to the jetty. I am concerned
that the next move the Government might make
will be to close the balance of the line from there
back to Boyanup.

I repeat that we support the proposal but I
make it clear that we seek clarification from the
Minister of the Government's future policy for the
railway lines I have mentioned.
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MR RUSHTON (Dale) [7.45 p.m.]: This Bill
leads us into a very serious area, namely the future
of rail.

The SPEAKER: Order! We are not talking
about the future of rail but about two closures, one
in Collie and another in Busselton.

Mr RUSHTON: We are speaking to the Rail-
ways Discontinuance Bill, and it surely traverses
more than the Collie and Busselton areas.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have tried to contain
members to the debate before the Chair, which
debate concerns the closure or two small railway
lines, I think one being 50 metres and the other
440 metres in length in Collie and Busselton. The
Bill has nothing to do with closure of any other
railway lines.

Mr RUSH-TON: I would like to suggest that it
does and to demonstrate why it does. There needs
to be provision for the future of transport in Col-
lie.

Points of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Speaker, how much

longer is this going to be allowed to continue? You
have on two occasions indicated that the member
should stick to the subject matter of the legis-
lation. In deference to the member, I admit that he
did say that he disagreed with you when he de-
cided to disobey your direction. He thought you
were wrong. Nevertheless the substance of his
position is that, having told you virtually that he
disagreed with you, he went on to discuss the
future of railways in general and in Collie in par-
ticular. It simply is not acceptable.

The SPEAKER: I think most members agree
that if the business of the House is going to be
conducted properly we ought to be talking about
the substance of the matter before the Chair. I ask
the member for Dale to recognise this. The prac-
tice and the Standing Orders of the House clearly
cover the advice I am giving to the member.

Mr CLARKO: The title of the Bill is-
An Act to Authorise the Discontinuance of

certain Railways and for incidental and other
purposes.

If in the member for Dale's debate on the closure
of these railway lines between towns A and B he
also talks about the effect of this on railways in
general, as long as the prime part of his debate
relates to the particular railways he should be able
to say that this is part of a package by the Govern-
ment for rail closures.

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order; I
will interpret that.

Debate Resumed
Mr RUSHTON: Mr Speaker, it is my wish to

abide by your direction. The discontinuance of
these two railways will have an effect on the gen-
eral area. I am making the point that in Collie, a
very important town-a very important transport
and railway town-there is a need to have a long-
term future for transport. I am fully aware that it
was the intention to take from Collie a railway line
that would go down through Donnybrook and
back to the coast-

The SPEAKER: Order! That has nothing to do
With the Bill.

Mr RUSHTON: Some land will be needed in
Collie for other purposes. We cannot afford to lose
that land to transport by this smallest of amend-
ments, thus taking away that opportunity. I know,
because I was very supportive of the railway from
Boddington to Collie to transport bauxite, that
this situation is tied up with those sorts of am-
bitions of the railway system. It might appear to
be only a minor discontinuance of the railway, but
as far as I am concerned it could be all important.
I ask the Minister to demonstrate how that situ-
ation is not affected by this closure.

He knows, as I know, that it was West rail's
intention-certainly, Westrail surveyed it in my
time-to build a railway from Collie through to
the coast to service the power stations or smelters
and, of course, that objective can be thwarted if
we lose a vital piece of ground which involves that
railway.

The discontinuance of railway lines is important
as to intention; we need to know the intention of
the Government. Surely we are entitled to ask the
Minister why he has not included in this Bill a line
which has already been closed; namely, the Boyup
Brook-Katanning line. That service has been
closed for some time. Material from that line has
been taken away; yet it was not included in this
Bill.

I ask the Minister what are his intentions in that
regard, because here is the first opportunity to
cover some of those items which should have been
considered. The member for Vasse drew attention
to the lines from Busselton to Bunbury and
Busselton to Nannup; these lines form part of the
general rail system in this region. All sorts of
expectations were built up by the Minister. What
will happen to the Westrail service team at
Bunbury-

The SPEAKER: Order! I think I am a very
tolerant man. I must obtain the assistance of
members of the House in this matter. If the House
does not want me to influence members to ensure
that they debate the subject before the Chair, I
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ask the House to express that wish. But in these
circumstances, when I have the Standing Orders
and the practices of the House before me, I must
ask members to co-operate with the Chair, and to
speak to the subject matter before the Chair.
Now, this Bill does not deal with any of those
things. It deals with the closure of two small rail-
way lines in Collie and Bunbury and I suggest that
the member address himself to-those subjects.

Mr RUSH-TON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I am
Only interpreting the Bill, which mentions other
issues. It mentions those issues in the title of the
Bill and I had expected that we would have been
able to traverse that ground. But if you decree that
that is not so and that we are to speak about only
part of the contents of the Bill as indicated in its
title, we will have to abide by your wishes.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not what the Speaker
said.

Mr RUSHTON: The Speaker said we could not
talk about the incidental purposes. 1 am talking
about the implications of the discontinuance of
those railways. Like the line at Collie, these things
can be telescoped further on; close that line and it
might well be that the Government will have to
close more lines. I do not want to be disrespectful
to the Speaker and disagree with what the
Speaker directed me to do. As far as I am con-
cerned, we must consider the implication of these
closures.

Point of Order
Mr CLARKO: I have listened with considerable

interest to several remarks you have made, Mr
Speaker, in regard to how widely this member's
comments can range. Mr Speaker, you have
indicated that a member can only speak about the
particular piece of railway line that is being
closed, but it seems to me that if a proposal were
put forward to close the Perth to Fremantle rail-
way line between Cottesloc and Swanbourne, your
ruling would be that members could not speak
about the Perth to Fremantle railway line. That is
what your decision amounts to and I ask you to
reconsider your ruling.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of
order.

Debate Resumed

Mr RUSHTON: I hope I have made the paint
that the closure of a small portion of railway line
at Collie can involve other Westrail objectives and
obviously I would expect that Westrail would not
be a party to a small closure if it were to have
same adverse effect; unless, of course, there was to
be some political gain and the Government is

walking over the rights of Westrail, we should
know about it.

I ask the Minister whether there are expected to
be any complications relating to the hopes of
Westrail to expand its bulk services from Collie
through to the coast. Could there be complications
if there should ever be a time when the conveyor
belt which brings bauxite into Worsicy has to be
replaced by rail? Those are simple matters.

Of course, the point I would have liked to make
is in regard to the related issues of the impact that
these closures will have on the servicing of the
Ines in that area, because they are all up for
consideration. I had hoped we would be able to
cover that Field during this debate, but obviously
we cannot do so; so I leave that point for the
Minister to answer.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) (7.58 p.m.]: I thank both speakers for
their support of the objectives of this Bill. As ror
the completely extraneous matters that those
members have raised, I point out that we have
question time in this Parliament and if those mem-
bers wish to ask questions in respect of those mat-
ters their questions will be answered in some de-
tail.

I also say very briefly that it is the height of
hypocrisy for this Opposition to talk about the
closure of railways. Members of the Opposition
presided over the greatest decline in railways this
State has ever seen, and this Government has been
the Government-

Point of Order

Mr RUSHTON: How does this address by the
Minister relate to the Bill now before us?

The SPEAKER: Order! I take the point that
was raised by the member for Dale and I will
ensure that the Minister speaks to the Sill. I will
also ensure that in the future members relate their
comments to the subject matter of a Bill and not
something extraneous to it.

Debate Resumed

Mr GRILL; Speaking directly to -the points
under discussion, I point out to the member for
Dale that these very small portions of railway line
confer a considerable benefit to the communities
of Collie and Busselton. The closure of the piece of
line at liusselton really relates to the foreshore at
Busselton and it will allow the Busselton Shire
Council in due course to take control of a piece of
land on the foreshore which can be developed for a
whole range of conmmunity activities.
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The use of the line in question was discontinued
a long time ago under a conservative Government.

The same applies to the small piece of land
involved in Collie. The line's use was discontinued
under a previous Government and all that is
happening now is that formal closure procedures
are being followed.

Closure of the line in this formal sense will
simply confer on the Collie Shire Council the
ability to redevelop that land for residential pur-
poses.

In deference to your ruling, Sir, I will not com-ment ont some of the other matters which
raised by the members. I simply thank them for
their support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Dill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Grill

(Minister for Transport), and transmitted to the
Council.

LOCAL COURTS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 February.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [8.04 p.m.]: This is

a simple amendment to the Local Courts Act. It
simply lifts the jurisdiction of the small debts div-
ision within the local courts from SI 000 to
12 000. The move brings jurisdiction of the small
debts division of the court to the same level as the
Small Claims Tribunal, the jurisdiction of which
was recently lifted from $1 000 to 52 000. There-
fore, the Bill contains a logical consequential
amendment which the Opposition supports.

MR GRILL (Esperanee-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [8.05 p.m.]: I thank the Opposition for
its support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committeec, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Grill

(Minister for Transport), and passed.

JUSTICES AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 February.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [8.07 p.m.]: This

amending Bill deals with two distinct divisions of
the Justices Act. It will amend section 79 which
deals with the remand rules, and the other amend-
ment deals with alternative penalties included in
section 17 3 which relates to domestic violence.

The alterations which the Bill proposes in con-
nection with remand would result, with the con-
sent of the accused, in the extension of the present
maximum eight-day period to a period of 30 days.
Alternatively, if the accused were serving a sen-
tence for some other offence, then the remand
period would be extended to the day of the expiry
of his term of imprisonment.

I suppose the interpretation is quite clear: the
important thing is not the length of the sentence
which the accused has received because of another
criminal offence, but the actual date until which
he remains in prison; until the actual day he is set
free; on parole, possibly by Royal prerogative, or
for any other reason.

The amendment is not as simple as it reads
because there are quite valid arguments both for
and against it. One wonders why the Attorney
General brought down this Bill when the matter is
and was before the Law Reform Commission
and the Law Reform Commission has not made a
final report on it yet.

The commission has had various discussions but
has only reached the stage where submissions
from the public and various opinions are being
sought. Although the relevant issues and argu-
ments have been raised the commission has not
reached the stage-it could not have because the
material is not in-of arriving at recom-
mendations, let alone publishing them or sending
them to the Minister.

There are very valid arguments frT and against
this proposed change, so the solution is not a clear
cut one. It is not as though it were the only sol-
ution were one to decide that the remand rules
ought to be changed because the solution could be,
taking the extremes, from no change to more dras-
tic changes. To arrive at the best solution one
would have to be in possession of more material,
and that goes back to the fact that we are waiting
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for the recommendations of the Law Reform
Commission so that we will be richer in terms of
the facts and arguments which might decide what
changes should be made.

Nevertheless, let us look at the arguments for
the change, some of which the Attorney General
and his representative in this Chamber have sub-
mitted. It was said that this is a very ancient
provision and because of its age it should not apply
today when circumstances have changed. In itself
that does not appear to be a sound argument, and
I would not subscribe to the fact that something is
necessarily bad because it was created a long time
ago. It has also been argued that prison conditions
are not as inhuman as they used to be in England
when these remand conditions camne into being,
and they have also improved very much in
Australia. That is a fact, but it is questionable
whether is should be considered as a very strong
argument for this particular change.

It has also been argued that the civil liberties of
the accused person in custody are far less
potentially endangered today and therefore that
argument is not so relevant in relation to an eight-
day remand period because the law has been
changed particularly in relation to requests for
bail, and the person being held in custody is able
to apply for bail without being brought before the
judge.

I think the Attorney General's main reason was
carefully left to the end of his argument; that is,
that the eight-day remand period is an incon-
venience for court officers, police officers, and
prison authorities, and it adds some administrative
expense to the exercise of keeping the accused in
custody. It is not the first time the Attorney Gen-
eral has argued this way. Only a short time ago
this Chamber dealt with amendments to the Bail
Act. There again the Attorney General's argu-
ment was that we ought to make conditions less
restrictive or less in favour of the person being
held in custody because that is an inconvenience to
the officers who deal with that person and it would
be less of an expense for the administration.

Those arguments seem to me to be a little over-
done. After all, the connotation of the name
"Public Service" is that it is there to serve the
public, and that includes the accused person be-
cause he has not been declared guilty at the stage
we are talking about, and legislation should not be
brought down for the convenience of the Public
Service or officers who deal with the particular
subject of the legislation. Once we expose the ar-
guments of the Attorney General in trying to
justify the introduction of this measure, he is
really on fairly thin ground.

Let us look at the counter arguments in relation
to the eight-day remand period. The remand is
really a reminder, almost automatic, like an alarm
clock, to the various authorities which have to deal
with the case in which the person who is
incarcerated is involved. It is a reminder to the
authorities which have to bring together the pros-
ecution case for those who organise the hearings in
the courts of law so the trial can be commenced in
a reasonably speedy way. I do not think we need to
waste a lot of time in explaining why it is necess-
ary to have a speedy trial, particularly in criminal
cases. Both the prosecution and defence cases will
be supported by witnesses whose memory will not
last forever and who could physically disappear,
not necessarily willingly. They could be
transferred from one State to another, become ill,
or in some cases die. They may be subject to some
other circumstances which make it impossible for
them to appear before the court, and therefore the
prosecution or defence case could be very much
weakened.

We can find a stronger argument in the case of
organised crime when the accused has not only
acted on his own or in the company of one or two
people, but also as part of an organised crime set-
up. Then,' of course, parts of the organisation will
do everything in their power to silence witnesses,
and in Some Serious cases that has reached the
stage of witnesses being killed. That is not a theor-
etical argument, but a real argument which speaks
for a speedy trial. The comparatively short eight-
day remand provision is therefore a very good
means of reminding the authorities of the necess-
ity for a speedy trial.

It also alerts the prosecution not to be tardy.
There could always be various priorities such as
urgent cases coming on, and were it not for the
automatic reminder-the alarm clock-after
eight days, a particular case could be easily sent to
the bottom of the pile and not dealt with speedily
enough.

The same applies to committal proceedings
which ought to go ahead uninterrupted, unless of
course it is the O'Connor case, and again the re-
mand conditions remind the authorities to do pre-
cisely that.

The necessity to extend the remand period after
eight days also gives the accused the opportunity
to make complaints when he is brought before the
judicial authority to have his remand extended. It
gives him an opportunity to reapply for bail and,
although, under the recently passed Bail Amend-
ment Act he would be able to do so without being
brought before a judicial officer, it is much easier
for him to do that when he is in front of a judge
for the extension of the remand period. However,
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most importantly, the eight-day period has still
been considered as partly alleviating the restric-
tions of his individual rights and freedoms. The
community has fought very long, especially in
England, to have this system established.

Lately, we seem to be involved with the contrast
between what we, on the one hand, advocate as
law and order to help the eradication of crime and,
particularly, organised crime, and, on the other
hand, to retain civil rights and individual liberties
of the accused and other persons involved in pro-
ceedings.

I do not really think there is a contrast. I do not
think one can advocate law and order seriously
and honestly within the restrictions of the law and
try to eradicate crime and deal seriously with
organised crime or any other crime. Although it is
often alleged that one cannot do that and maintain
the civil liberties and individual freedoms which
people enjoy, I do not think there is conflict,
necessarily. I think one can conduct a fight against
crime quite easily without infringing on anybody's
civil rights and liberties. It has been done in the
past without many complaints.

I think the action is somewhat premature. I do
not think this legislation should be triggered by
complaints and pressures from officers, whether
they be prison officers or any other officer of the
judicial arm of Government. I do not think that
should be a reason for introducing these amend-
ments. The Attorney General has not provided
any support for his arguments. He did not say how
inconvenient it is for officers to be involved in this
eight-day bail period. He did not say how much
money could be saved if the period were extended.

I have asked questions of the Minister, the
answers to which were not very positive. The com-
plaints are complaints by officers and have not
been proved. Claims are usually made, when we
introduce changes to the Public Service, that ef-
ficiency will be improved. However, when we ask
the question, "How much money would be
saved?" we are told that nobody has been
dismissed, that the same number 6f people are
being employed, and that no money has been
saved. The latest practical example of that is the
example of the Western Australian Development
Corporation. It took over certain duties from the
Treasury Department. I asked how many people
that move affected and I was told that it involved
only one officer. One, therefore, wonders whether
the claims of change for efficiency's sake are
positive.

The Attorney General did not mention how
many new bail applications had been made
immediately to the Crown Law Department which

could have justified the demand for relief. The
same examples apply to the solution which is being
offered by the Attorney General in this case.

The simple consent of the accused is necessary
for extending the bail period. I do not think that
tells us enough. Obviously, unless a person who is
arrested is a really hardened criminal who has
been in and out of jail, a person would be inclined
to consent to the longer period of bail, particularly
if it is being put to him by a prison officer and the
prisoner is unaccustomed to dealing with
those sorts of situations. I am sure that in most of
those cases the accused will have second thoughts.
The Bill does not provide for that. The Bill says
that his consent is needed and once it has been
given there is no way that he can have second
thoughts about it. I would not suggest that some-
thing untoward is going on in prisons. However, I
remind members that we hear about intimidation
being adopted by certain officers towards certain
people being held in custody. The situation be-
comes especially sensitive if it is the first remand
of that person.

I am sure that this could be a better solution
although I am not suggesting it by way of amend-
ment. I ask the Minister to consider what I have
said and make provision for the accused to change
his or her mind and then make application for a
shorter remand period even though, in the first
place, the accused has consented.

It is not the Opposition's duty to amend legis-
lation in these routine matters. The provisions
have been found to be wanting and I think I have
given the reasons for and examples of that. I re-
mind the Government that it should be more con-
siderate in these cases. We enjoy the services of
the Law Reform Commission and we should
utilise that institution. Why should the Govern-
ment introduce measures when the Law Reform
Commission has not fully examined those
measures?

The second matter does not present any prob-
lems. As the Attorney said, provision for a term of
six months' imprisonment in certain casesof dom-
estic violence appears to be justified. Apparenty it
has not been and is not being criticised.

It turned out however that in milder cases and
in strict legal interpretation there was no alterna-
tive, left but the six months' imprisonment term,
and because that was not the intention of the
original provision the change is justified as a result
of the legal restrictive technicality which exists in
the legislation as it is presently drafted.

The Opposition does not
flags a warning of caution
be more considerate

oppose the Bill, but it
to the Government to

in these mat-
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ters-particularly in regard to section 79 of the
Act. However, the Opposition willingly approves
of the provision in connection with section 173 of
the Act.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [8.31 p.m.]: The member for Floreat
has indicated that the Opposition does not oppose
this Bill, but he has raised a number of relevant
considerations which should be taken into account
in respect of two matters which are dealt with in
the Bill.

The member for Floreat's comments are perti-
nent and I indicate to him that all the matters he
has raised have been taken into account by the
Attorney General. The member is well aware that
this Bill is a temporary measure and there will be
an opportunity in the future to consider all the
matters he raised.

Generally, this Government has taken a number
of steps to make the administration of justice in
this State more efficient and, by and large, those
steps have been successful. We have an Attorney
General who has brought forward a whole range
of remedial actions in relation to the law of this
State-actions which will go down in history. This
action is probably not one of those,. but it is
nonetheless an important efficiency in respect of
the administration of justice.

I also indicate to the House that the con-
venience and rights of the prisoners have been
taken into account in considering this legislation,
and that there are many safeguards in place today
in relation to the rights of prisoners that were not
in place when the original Justices Act was first
proclaimed. Therefore; we have probably less
cause for concern about a 30-day remand period
or a longer period of remand in respect of pris-
oners.

I repeat that this Bill is a temporary measure
and that it will be reviewed. I thank the Oppo-
sition for its qualified support of the legislation.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Grill
(Minister for Transport), and passed.

ARTIFICIAL CONCEPTION BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 6 March.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [8.37 p.m.]: This

Bill deals with some-but by no means
alL--of the aspects, particularly the legal aspects,
of the by now apparently reasonably harmless
methods of artificial fertilisation of human beings
which are now accepted. One aspect with which
the Bill deals is that a married woman or a woman
in a de facto relationship must have the consent of
her husband Or de facto partner whether the
sperm comes from the husband, partner, or some-
one else, or the ovum is implanted in a woman, or
where the combination of these possibilities pre-
vails. The consent of her husband or partner must
be legally presumed a presumtio jaurs, which
means that it is presumed as long as the contrary
has not been proven. On the other hand, another
circumstance is subject to a conclusive presump-
tion which in legal terms is called, presumtiojuris
de jure, which means that it cannot be rebutted;
that is, that the donors virtually do not exist. In
relation to the donor of the sperm or the donor of
the egg which might be implanted in the body of a
woman who is married or who has a de facto
relationship, there should be no proof left open
that the sperm or ovum could have come from
someone else. It is a legal assumption which can-
not be rebutted.

The conceived child, when born, is a legal child
of the social parents, and from the point of view of
inheritance has the same rights as if he were a
child born under normal circumstances. There-
fore, all the possible legal consequences which
could have an influence on the child and the
parents' relationship apply.

From the point of view of inheritance the
Administration Act, and from other legal points of
view the Adoption of Children Act, the Criminal
Code ActI the Evidence Act, the Property Law
Act, and the Wills Act are being amended by this
Bill in order that the legal provisions between the
child and the parents will apply.

It is claimed that this is model legislation that
goes further than the legislation accepted in NSW
which does not include reference to the donated
ova which are implanted.

Of course, it should be mentioned that the de
facto relationship, which I suppose is the vogue
and an expression of how society operates today, is
on an equal basis to the married couple situation. I
do not suppose it would be appropriate to oppose
that principle because subsequent Governments on
various matters, such as workers' compensation
and family law, have used this equality between

1047



1048 [ASSEMBLY]

married couples and those in a'ec facto relation-
ship. I happen to be one of those-I amr not sure
whether I am one of the few or in the ma-
jority-who do not agree with this. However, from
the point of view of the provisions of this legis-
lation this only should be kept on record. Clearly it
is not of great interest because it appears to be
accepted by society today.

This Bill does not cater for all legal aspects
directly related to artificial conception, which is
the title of the Bill. No mention is made of the
surrogate mother situation which, although fairly
rare presently, will no doubt occur in larger num-
bers in the future. No mention is made of the
frozen embryo situation which apparently also will
occur more frequently. I understand from Hon.
John Williams, who dealt with this Bill in the
upper House, that a medical doctor came from the
eastern seaboard to Western Australia to roster
the frozen embryo situation. That is one short-
coming and one hopes the Government will not
forget about it because it is always better to pro-
vide a legal background for situations which are
being created even though they are just beginning
to emerge. Through the practical experience
gained one can amend legislation and eliminate
loopholes or areas which have not been given at-
tention.

The Bill also does not include situations involv-
ing artificial conception by an unmarried or in any
way single woman. That does not create a problem
because by implication one would suppse that it
would not make any difference to the woan how
the conception occurred-whether nturally or
artifically. The legal relationship btween the
mother and her offspring, who undoubtedly is her
child, is the same in both cases. Probably therefore
it was considered there was no need to change
that. Yet, there could be some legal complications
in these omissions; even with unmarried mothers
who have normal, natural conception, litigation
often takes place in connection with the father or
the presumed father against whom both the
mother and particularly the child might have some
claim. This could occur even if the sperm had been
donated and it would be an interesting situation
legally if it occurred when the ova had been
donated to the single woman.

A further aspect is much more important than
those I have tried to analyse somewhat critically
albeit briefly: the legislation lacks any genetic or
biological provisions. This is tremendously import-
ant. The Minister said in his speech that so far
approximately 300 children have been born
through this process, including cases where the
respective women are pregnant but the birth has
not yet occurred. For the reasons which I shall

now discuss, I tried to establish when these 300
children were born or conceived but the Minister
in reply to question 2683 on 13 March 1985 re-
plied that he did not have this information because
it was known only by the private medical prac-
titioners. This reaffirms my concern that if the
practice of artificial conception grows-as un-
doubtedly it will as methods and techniques im-
prove-in a generation's time we might have a
number of artificially conceived people.
Potentially a couple who wanted to marry and
produce children could be half brothers and sisters
or even full brothers and sisters. No thought has
been given to preventing this fairly dangerous situ-
ation which could lead to inbreeding particularly
in a place such as Western Australia which has
one of the smallest populations of any of the
Australian States. In two generations' time this
could occur even more frequently.

The Government should give a great deal of
attention to this question because I understand the
present situation is that sperm is donated in those
places where artificial conception is handled by
medical people, particularly those connected with
a teaching hospital, by the medical students. In
itself that is reasonable but the same donor could
be involved with many artificially conceived chil-
dren. The same could apply to females, perhaps
even medical students who are most easily access-
ible, and would probably be quite happy to take
part in a medical experiment involving their pro-
fession and where they feel they can be of assist-
ance. Therefore, it is even more likely that we
shall create a situation where artificially conceived
children will be very closely related to each other.

I am not here to recommend a solution to this
problem. It might be that there is very little
interest in this subject. I notice from the Press
gallery that there is no interest whatsoever. It is a
fairly important question because the Government
cannot, or we as a Parliament should not, let
things go on their merry way and create situations
which are potentially dangerous. One can imagine
the deformed children who could be born from a
union of a couple in this artificially conceived new
generation.

I suppose that somehow the solution should be
through the establishment of a register so that
those who are implementing artificial conception
with their patients are compelled to keep a register
that would, of course, be absolutely confidential
and have foolproof methods to ensure that no one
has access to it. I do not think that science has yet
established a blood test that could be used in this
respect. If in a generation's time people want to
marry or perhaps one should use the ex-
pression-as we are accepting e facto relation-
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ships-"'mate", we should be able to ascertain
whether the couple who want to or are in a
position to produce children, are related. I

In time to come, in several generations I sup-
pose, that will be a fairly important service, be-
cause people can make sure they are not directly
related as brothers and sisters, or half brothers
and half sisters. As this practice goes on the chil-
dren will not necessarily know if they have been
conceived in an artificial manner. It would not be
in the interests of the parents to let the children
know, or to let anyone know, even friends. It is,
after all, a private matter for the couple, and
therefore it would be more important to have some
type of registering instituted.

Of course, it is important that it should be ab-
solutely confidential and absolutely foolproof.
Even in adoption cases, when a child is growing up
normally in a normal family, I do not believe that
child should be able to establish its natural parents
or natural mother. This disturbs the relationship,
and that family tie which is developed. Neither
should it be revealed, if a child has been conceived
artificially through this donation process, who his
natural parents are whether, from the male or
female side, because the connection there is even
less; it is purely and simply a biological connec-
tion.

I must express my serious concern about this
problem. Although it might appear to be fairly
remote today, undoubtedly we are going along this
path, and society has accepted it, not only from a
practical point of view, but even ethically, I sup-
pose. There has been no objection from the
churches or any social organisations, or from the
point of view of individual morality. That process
will proliferate and there will be an increased
danger.

I would like to ask the Government to respond
to this concern. Although I try only to sound a
warning, I would like to see some sort of undertak-
ing by the Attorney General at least that the mat-
ter will be very seriously studied and that a
method will be found by which the potential
danger in future generations can be avoided.

With these comments I do not oppose the Bill.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [8.53 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Floreat, who was speaking on behalf of the Oppo-
sition, for the Opposition's support of this Bill. It
has been said before and it is quite true, that the
implementation of laws falls behind social prac-
tice, and that is the case in respect of this piece of
legislation. I have no doubt that laws of this type
will be progressively implemented over the years,

and that they will come behind the social practice
and behind what is happening in the community.

There is no doubt that this piece of legislation
leaves a whole range of questions unanswered.
They are unanswered simply because society has
really not formed strong views one way or the
other in respect of those questions. The legislation
before us tonight, as the member for Floreat has
pointed out, is not objectionable to any sector of
the community; it has not been questioned by the
churches, or by community groups. It has been the
subject of fairly long and detailed discussion by
the Attorneys General of Australia.

Although in some respects it is more progressive
than legislation passed in New South Wales and
one or two other States, nonetheless it is well-
considered and generally accepted legislation.

One real misgiving raised by the member for
Floreat is in relation to the lack of genetic infor-
mation concerning donor sperm. Quite simply and
frankly, I do not have the information at hand to
answer him on that subject. However, superficially
it appears as though he has some reason for con-
cern. All I can say to him is that the matter was
not raised in another place when this legislation
was debated, and in view of his concern, and be-
cause I do not have a ready answer, I will request
that the Attorney General consider this question
seriously, and hopefully he will be able to come
back with an answer at some later date.

I do not think that should delay the implemen-
tation of this legislation. I therefore thank the
Opposition for its support of this legislation.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Grill
(Minister for Transport), and passed.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE INVESTIGATIONS:

RULES
Adoption: Council's Resolution

The Council's resolution was as follows-
That the proposed Parliamentary Com-

missioner Rules 1985 be adopted and agreed
to-
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Motion to Concur
MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for

Transport) [9.00 p.m.]: I move-

That the Parliamentary Rules 1985 be
agreed to by the Legislative Assembly.

The proposed rules which I now present to the
House are contemplated by section I I of the Par-
liamentary Commissioner Act. This section per-
mits a limited delegation by the Parliamentary
Commissioner to any of his officers with the auth-
ority of rules of Parliament or a resolution of both
H 'ouses of Parliament. To date, no such rules have
been made nor resolution passed.

With the recent extension of the Ombudsman's
jurisdiction to include actions of members of the
Police Force, it is clear that the work of his office
will substantially increase and that there will be a
need for a capacity to delegate his functions from
time to time to selected staff.

With a view to meeting that situation, clause 4
of the amending Bill which was introduced during
the last session of the Parliament proposed that
the Parliamentary Commissioner be empowered to
delegate his functions to his officers without the
necessity of rules of Parliament or a resolution of
the Houses of Parliament. This amendment was
defeated in another place.

During the debate, it was said in effect that
there should be simple rules approved by Parlia-
ment relating to the delegation of the Parliamen-
tary Commissioner's functions and setting out the
particular functions to be delegated. The present
motion and rules have been formulated to meet
that proposition.

The functions which may be delegated to the
Deputy Parliamentary Commissioner are set out
in rule 4.

A further category of "special officer" to whom
specified functions may be delegated is proposed
in rules 3 and 5. This category includes a legal
officer, an investigating officer, or any other
officer who may be appointed and whose classifi-
cation is not lower than a legal officer or an
investigating officer.

Rule 6 sets out the matters which the Parlia-
mentary Commissioner should take into account
before delegating any function; namely, the ex-
perience, qualifications, and suitability of the per-
son to whom the function is to be delegated and,
where appropriate, the seniority and status of the
person to whom the particular investigation re-
lates.

The Parliamentary Commissioner has indicated
that it would not be his intention to delegate any

of his functions either generally or in a particular
case unless the workload of the office required it.

Thie draft rules must be read subject to the
provisions of section 11 of the Parliamentary
Commissioner Act which provides additional safe-
guards. In particular-

Subsection (1) prevents the Parliamentary
Commissioner from delegating the making of
any report or recommendation under the Act.

Subsection (3) enables the Parliamentary
Commissioner to revoke or vary at any time a
delegation under the section and that no such
delegation prevents the exercise of any power
by the Parliamentary Commissioner himself.

Subsection (7) provides that a delegate
shall, upon request by a person affected,
produce the instrument of delegation, or a
copy of it, for inspection.

I commend the motion to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Leader of the Opposition).

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [9.04 p.m.]: I appreci-
ate the opportunity provided by this debate to
refer to a few areas of concern in connection with
the operations of this Government. Earlier today
we heard the member for Gascoyne indicate the
shambles into which the WA Tourism Com-
mission has got itself in the last couple of years.
Another big reshuffle has taken place in the De-
partment of Industrial Development and much un-
certainty has been created. We have also seen
changes in the Public Works Department. All in
all, people working within the different Govern-
ment departments of the Public Service are very
unsure of what will take place in the future.

Tourism used to be one of the Treasurer's
responsibilities, and another area of his responsi-
bility, in which major changes have taken place, is
that of the Treasury. During this debate I shall
comment on some issues which concern the
Treasury, because some of the activities which are
taking place there are rather scary.

For approximately the last year the Opposition
has been asking questions relating 10 what the
Government proposes to do in respect of the short-
term money market operations of the Treasury.
The Treasurer has brushed over the matter and he
made an announcement that the Western
Australian Development Corporation would

1050



[Tuesday, 19 March 1985J105

handle the Treasury's short-term money market
operations.

What has happened is a scandal. As a result of
the Treasurer's actions, he is putting taxpayers'
funds at risk. Therefore, it is only right that I
should take the time of the hlouse to explain
exactly how the WADC will get control of those
funds. The Treasurer can correct me if I am
wrong.

The Treasurer has never made it clear to the
public exactly how the short-term money market
funds will be transferred to the WADC for it to
invest. It is intended that the WADC give the
Treasury promissory notes as security for the
funds which it receives. Effectively these promis-
sory notes will mean that the loans the Treasury is
offering will be unsecured.

Last year the Treasurer made it clear that,,
when the WADC took over the Treasury's short-
term money market funds, those funds would not
be put at risk. He said they would be subject to the
same controls as they are subject to currently.
Technically one could say that the Treasurer is
correct. However, when I have finished detailing
what is happening with those funds, the House
will realise that money will be placed in the hands
of that body which, without the sanction of this
House, will be able to do what it likes with them.

What sort of promissory notes will the WADC
give? The promissory note will be a very simple
document and it will be worded something like
this-

WADC promissory note.
We promise to pay the sum of $1 million

on such and such a date.
Signed: WADC.

It will be as simple as that. The WADC will
receive a letter from the Government saying, in
effect-

We certify that we have received the
undermentioned sum of $ .-. with the at-
tached security at such and such an interest
rate on such and such a date.

That will be it. When the WADC hands over the
promissory note, it could be printed on an ordinary
piece of paper. That will be the security for those
funds.

I asked the Treasurer whether the promissory
notes would be secured by the Government, to
which he replied, "The promissory notes will not
be Government guaranteed". I can only assume
that, if the WADC gets those funds and plays
havoc with them-it might be trading in bank bills
or other securities; it might invest the funds in
diamond mines or whatever it likes-and, if it

cannot repay that money, it is not guaranteed by
the Government. I ask members: Who will became
the loser? Of course, the taxpayer will be the loser.

All this sounds very simple, and if we look at the
Public Moneys Investment Act we can find the
way the Government has done this. Section
3(3)(c) of the Act requires the Government to
obtain the Governor's permission to go int securi-
ties issued by a statutory authority. The WADC,
being a statutory authority, has to go to the
Governor to get permission.

In answer to a question on Wednesday, 13
March the Premier said that the promissory notes
were authorised by the Governor as approved se-
curity under the Public Moneys Investment Act on
5 February 1985. So the Governor was asked to
approve these promissory notes from the WA DC,
promissory notes which were not guaranteed by
the Government. These now become security for
the funds which will become available for use by
the WADC.

That is very simple and it Al complies with the
Act, hut I am sure the purpose of the Act is not to
allow these funds to get into the hands of people
who are not directly responsible to this Parliament
and who can do what they like with those funds.
We now have the Treasury's money going into the
WA DC's balance sheets with only very few con-
trols on it, and the money is to be at risk.

I asked a question about the interest rates that
the WADC would pay to the Treasury for that
money and the answer came back, "A market
interest rate". What a joke that is. What is a
market interest rate when only one body is to take
the funds?

Let us consider an example: If Westpac offered
the Treasury 13 per cent for those funds and the
WADC offered just 10 per cent, those funds
would still go to the WADC. The result of this is
quite easy to see: The WADC will pay the
Treasury an interest rate which is not the market
interest rate, because when we have only one or-
ganisation in there bidding for the funds we do not
get a market interest rate.

The WADC witl be getting the funds cheaply.
It will be able to play with them and to make a
profit. It will end up with what could only be
described as a dream cash flow-at- the expense of
funds that should be going to the Treasury, which
organisation currently runs a highly respected in-
vestment operation, one which has never seen the
funds of this State put at risk, one which has never
lost a dollar.

The Treasury will now be paid any interest rate,
rather than the market interest rate. The funds
will then go to the WADC, which can play with
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that money and which can have a very tidy cash
flow for its operation.

The WADC will be made to look very profit-
able. Why? Because it will be getting funds from a
monopoly source at very low interest rates. It will
be simply transferring funds from the Treasury to
the WADC, which will be able to use that money
as it sees fit. People ask where i t gets its funds
from. Well, this is where it will get most of its
funds from.

It can use those funds to establish the bank it is
talking about; it can use those funds to cover that
bank's first year's expenses. It could use those
funds to fix up its diamond trust if things started
to go funny. It could use those funds for any
venture, perhaps even to set up a mint. It seems to
have plans to go into a wide range of industries,
and these could be funded by using the funds that
will be available to it because of this playing-
around with the Treasury's funds-the taxpayers'
funds.

It is interesting that the Government is not go-
ing to guarantee those promissory notes. The
question must be asked: If the WADC cannot
repay the money, what will happen? I imagine the
Government will say that the taxpayer will be
there to pick up the tab.

There is another way that the Government can
get hold of those funds, although they might be
under a few more controls. Again I will refer to
sections of the Public Moneys Investment Act so
that we all know just what the Government is
doing and how these funds are being transferred.
The second option would be to purchase $30
million-worth-let us say that is its share-
holding-and use that money to purchase
securities listed in section 3(3)(a) to (c). The
WADC could use that money in exchange for
deposit funds from the WA Treasury. When it got
the $30 million in cash from the Treasury it could
use the money to buy another $30 million-worth of
securities and use that to borrow more money
again. The WADC could gear itself up and in that
way again be able to get control of all the
Treasury's short-term money market funds. It
would be handling securities in which the
Treasury is operating now. Once the WADC got
that it could then start trading in those securities,
and that could become dangerous.

Mr Bertram: What does the Auditor General
have to say?

Mr COU RT: He will be very concerned.
Mr Bertram: When?
Mr COURT: Right now, because the Treasury

has lost direct control of its own funds. Certainly I
hope the Auditor General is not sitting idly by and

I hope that the Treasury is putting up a fight. This
is what the member's Premier and Treasurer has
said; these are his.decisions; these are the mem-
ber's Government's decisions. He should not try to
blame the Auditor General for the debacles that
will occur. I am taking the opportunity during this
Supply debate to make it very clear to this House
what the Government of this State is doing with
the taxpayers' funds-the Treasury's funds-and
its short-term money market operations.

I return to the second option I mentioned: A
merchant banker would be able to gear up to
approximately 14 times investment; the new banks
which are establishing themselves here could gear
up to as much as 17 times. This would give the
WADC the vehicle by which it could gain control
of those funds. But it has chosen this route of
issuing promissory notes which are unsecured and
have no Government guarantee. That is what we
are getting as the security for those funds.

The first option which I mentioned, and which
is the option the Government is using, means
simply that the WADC can spend the funds where
it likes; there are no restrictions on where it can
invest. Certainly no member of the Opposition
denies that, because that is the position the
Government has now achieved.

The other position I want to make clear-and I
would like the Treasurer to reply to this point in
the Supply debate-is just where the trading
banks fit into this matter. I want their position
clarified. Currently Treasury has a lot of its funds
invested with the trading banks. For example, in
September 1984 approximately $307 million out
of $400 million was held with the banks in secured
bank bills.

When the previous Government organised the
Central Borrowing Authority, for its first
loan-loan No. I-the trading banks were ap-
proached to support the loan; they were asked to
take up stock on that loan, to provide funds at
reasonable interest rates, and in return they were
offered reciprocal support when Treasury paid out
its short-term money market funds. That is how
loan No. I got off the ground. It was not easy
getting a loan of such magnitude at that time.
Remember, the Central Borrowing Authority is a
body which was arranging loans for a number of
different Government departments. Banks
supported it under that reciprocal arrangement.

Under this arrangement the banks will not be
supported. They have put their share of the
transaction in, but the banks will not be supported
now because the funds will go to the WADC and
it can do what it likes with them. The WADC can
invest those funds where it likes, and that is the
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part which concerns me, and that is why I say
these funds can be put at serious risk.

The Treasurer and his adviser on this matter
might think they are being smart, but in many
ways it is an insult to the Treasury of this State
which has had such a rcmarkable record in look-
ing after the taxpayers' funds. Now funds can be
put at risk in this manner.

I would like the Treasurer to clarify the situ-
ation in regard to trading banks because the end
result of that is that the Central Borrowing Auth-
ority, which is to borrow funds, could well now
have to pay far higher interest rates than it is
currently paying for those funds so the WADC
might pick up the profits, but Treasury will be
disadvantaged when it has to go out and borrow
funds. If the banks are being bypassed in this
manner, they would have just cause to complain.
The Government cannot have it both ways.

The end result of all of this is that Treasury
short-term money market funds can now be
splayed anywhere by the WADC. That is the re-
ality of the situation. We have seen a bit of tricky
footwork by this Government. In February of this
year the Government was asked to accept un-
secured promissory notes so that the funds could
be transferred to the WADC, and away they went.
The way this Government is going, one wonders
where those funds will be invested. I hope for the
sake of this State they will be invested correctly,
but the way this Government is handing out its
money, the funds could end up anywhere. They
could end up being spent on flowers, or on any
other adventure or venture, which this Govern-
ment is determined to get into.

These funds will be managed by -an
inexperienced staff because the WADC has not
got a proven track record in investing such large
sums of money. It has gone out and employed a
couple of people but those people have never had
to handle a vote the size of the one they will have
now. What is wrong with the Treasury people? It
is a bit like the Tourism Commission, is it not?
Get rid of them all! It is not good enough. Now we
have funds going from an experienced operation
with a good track record into a corporation which
is inexperienced in this field. The Premier himself
admits that the WADC is employing "outside"
consultants to advise it on the establishment of the
operation. It is being set up from scratch in order
to handle these funds.

I hope I have made my worry about this matter
very clear because it is of great concern to the
community at large. In no circumstances should
Treasury lose control of its funds. This Govern-
ment, thinking it is being smart, has decided to put

its surplus funds, which Treasury has invested so
capably and so securely in the past for the benefit
of all Western Australians, into the hands of
people who are not directly responsible to this
Parliament and who can literally do what they like
with the money. If they cannot repay those un-
secured promissory notes, those bits of paper I am
telling members about, the taxpayer will have to
foot the shortfall bill.

My next point is also connected with Govern-
ment borrowings and those of its various statutory
authorities. Under Labor Governments this
country is very quickly degenerating into an econ-
omic shambles.

In recent months we experienced the crash of
the Australian dollar; that is, people overseas have
looked at Australia and have valued our currency.
They can see problems. It is all very well to read in
the newspaper that the Australian dollar has
crashed and will probably continue to fall further,
but how is it affecting the finances of this State?

I would like the Government to outline in some
detail its overseas borrowings through the differ-
ent statutory authorities and to outline the effect
the devaluation of the Australian dollar will have,
and what measures have been taken or are being
taken to try to ensure that we are not put in a
position where we have to outlay considerable ad-
ditional funds because of this event. One does not
have to be much of an economist to realise that if
the financial markets in Australia are completely
deregulated, and if the Australian dollar is floated
and at the same time Governments both State and
Federal persist with a highly regulated labour
market, we will continue to have problems. It is all
very well to deregulate some sections of the econ-
omy, but all one is doing is leaving major oper-
ations in the red in other sections.

If we persist with these highly regulated labour
markets, unemployment will remain high and our
standard of living will continue to fall. I want to
know what effect the falling Australian dollar is
having on the finances of this State. I would ap-
preciate the Treasurer's detailing to the House the
different Government borrowings and the effect
this will have on future borrowings. I presume,
with different projects which I would like to think
are coming forward, the Government will have to
make arrangements to borrow certain funds. I
would like to know what effect the devaluation of
the Australian dollar is having on those future
projects as well as on our existing borrowings.

The last point I want to make is in connection
with the Government's personnel policies which
have been discussed by some speakers earlier
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today. The Government always says it is the ex-
pert in industrial relations, that it is there to help
the worker, and that it knows what it is all about
to have good industrial relations in the workplace.
The Government has the attitude that members on
this side of the H-ouse do not understand industrial
relations, that we do not know what it is like to
employ people and to have good employer-em-
ployee relationships.

That is the myth. Many people on this side of
the House have been employers as well as em-
ployees and they are proud of their good industrial
relations record with different businesses with
which they have been associated. It is difficult to
have good employer-employee relationships.
Ninety-nine per cent of the time employers strive
to have good relationships within their business.
Government members can yell and scream as
much as they like, but many of us on this side of
the House are proud of our industrial record.

What happened when the Government was in
charge of different departments and their em-
ployees? All we had was a complete shambles, and
that has been evident in department after depart-
ment, whether it be run by the Premier or his
Ministers. We have benrd sad stories from the
Public Works Department. Many of my constitu-
ents have been detrimentally affected by what has
occurred there. I believe the Minister for Works
would be very hurt to know of some of the con-
cerns that have been caused to the employees in
that department.

We have heard explained in detail what has
happened in the Tourism Commission. Many of its
employees have been made to feel unwanted and
insecure. They have been ridiculed by this Govern-
ment, through the front pages of the newspapers,
and the Government calls that industrial relations!

The same has occurred with the Department of
Industrial Development. Elaborate investigations
have taken place and talk has been heard about
reorganising the department. While all this
happened people within the departments were con-
cerned because they did not know what would
happen next. This Government is to be condemned
for the way it has gone about treating its em-
ployees.

If the Government wants to get rid of staff it
should go about it in the proper manner. The
Government is about to impose redundancy pro-
visions upon the private sector which will result in
higher unemployment levels. While the Govern-
ment imposes these redundancy provisions upon
the private Sector and knocks the business com-
munity around we have not heard a whimper from
the Minister for Small Business. The Minister has

not told us the advice the Small Business Corpor-
ation gave to the Government on this issue.

The Government sat back and made these de-
cisions, without proper handling of the industrial
relationships aspects. The Government is prepared
to put people through the mill, as it did in the last
year or so when it reorganised some of its depart-
ments. It is no wonder that there is in the com-
munity a tremendous concern about these Govern-
ment departments.

I appreciate the opportunity to explain to the
House my concern about the Government
allowing the WADC to take over its short-term
money market operations. I think it is a scandal to
put the State's funds at risk. What control has this
House over those funds? The member for
Kalgoorlie was not in this House earlier when 1
explained in detail the situation in relation to
promissory notes. I have made it very clear to this
House that the Government has used the Public
Moneys Investment Act. The Government went to
the Governor on 5 February 1984 and said, "We
want you to approve these bits of paper". The
Minister wonders what is wrong with that. The
Minister believes it is all right to have unsecured
loans.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: Members can rant and rave about

the Public Moneys Investment Act, but the
Govern 'ment has used a provision in that Act,
which was never uised by the previous Govern-
ment, to place funds at risk. The Act states that
the Governor is required to approve these securi-
ties from that statutory authority. The Goverment
had to get approval from the Governor and it did
so on 5 February, but at the same time the
Government says it will not secure those promiss-
ory notes. The point I am making is that we now
have Treasury short-term money market funds un-
secured. These funds have always been secured in
the past. The whole process is a big joke. The
Government. will get the money from the
Treasury, and place it in the WADC unsecured.
The member for Kalgoorlie cannot deny that the
Government can do what it wishes with those
funds. Let us look at the WADC Act.

Mr Parker: It does not matter what the
Treasury or the investing body does; if they are
investing funds they can only be invested pursuant
to the particular Act that applies.

Mr COURT: The Minister is playing into my
hands. I have explained how under this Act the
money can go from the Treasury across to the
WADC. Once it receives the money the WADC
can invest it in such manner as it thinks fit. The
WADC has those funds. Let us consider whose
funds they are.
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I refer to a question I asked on Wednesday, 13
March, as follows-

When the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation takes over the management
of the Treasury's short-term money market
operations will the Treasury funds actually be
transferred to the balance sheet of the West-
ern Australian Development Corporation or
will the Western Australian Development
Corporation be acting only as an agent for
the Treasury in placing investment funds?

The Premier replied as follows-
Under the new arrangements, Treasury

will invest surplus short-term funds with the
Western Australian Development Corpor-
ation as a registered dealer under the Public
Moneys Investment Act. The funds invested
with the Corporation by Treasury will there-
fore be shown in the Balance Sheet of the
Corporation as would any other temporary
borrowings the Corporation may have. The
Corporation will in turn invest these funds in
the short-term money market as principal.

The corporation can do what it likes with those
funds; they are in its balance sheet.

Mr Parker: It does not say that.
Mr COURT: It does.
Mr Parker: It says "invest them on the short-

term money market".
Mr COURT: Let us have it on the record. The

Minister for Minerals and Energy, the Minister
for Education, and the member for Kalgoorlie say
that the WA DC, once it gets control of those
funds, cannot invest them as it likes. Yet it was
made clear in answer to my question that the
funds go into the balance sheet of the corporation
and it invests them as it sees fit.

Mr Taylor: No, it does not. Read the first part
of the answer again.

Mr COURT: The answer says-
Under the new arrangements, Treasury

will invest surplus short-term funds with the
Western Australian Development Corpor-
ation as a registered dealer under the Public
Moneys Investment Act.

Mr Pearce: That is right.

Mr COURT: That is how it gets the funds. The
Minister for Education is stupid. The funds get to
the corporation via this Act. Once it has the funds,
under its Act it can invest them as it sees fit. It
was this Government which brought in the West-
ern Australian Development Corporation Act.

Mr Taylor: Who brought in the Public Moneys
Investment Act? It was your Dad.

Mr COURT: What I am complaining about is
that this Government has asked the Governor of
this State-

Mr Parker: Under the Public Moneys Invest-
ment Act.

Mr COURT: -under that Act to accept those
promissory notes which are not secured. The
Premier will not secure them, as is clear from his
answer to question 2675. The promissory notes
will not be Government guaranteed.

Mr Parker: Absolute nonsense!

Mr COURT: I believe I have made my point
very clearly. Members opposite seem to think that
what is happening to the Treasury short-term
money market operations is a joke. The Minister
for Minerals and Energy can say what he likes. I
am explaining the concern I have.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: I understand very clearly what I

am talking about. I cannot do any more than ask
questions of the Premier and get the answers. I
have checked and double checked-

Mr Barnett interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Rockingham is completely out of order.

Mr COURT: I have asked the Premier to ex-
plain the concerns I have about the effect of the
devaluation of the Australian dollar on borrowings
of Government statutory authorities. Finally I
made the point that this Government's industrial
relations record in its own departments is absol-
utely appalling.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Leader of the House).

House adjourned at 9.44 p.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

GAMBLING: CASINO

Environment: Submissions

2617. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister'for the
Environment:

(1) Is he aware of section 56 of the Environ-
mental Protection Act?

(2) Has any person written to the Environ-
mental Protection Authority expressing
objection or concern over the casino de-
velopment on Burswood Island?

(3) Has the Environmental Protection Auth-
ority considered the written submissions
made by persons concerned on objections
to the casino development?

(4) Will he table the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority reports upon the sub-
missions?

(5) Has the Environmental Protection Auth-
ority made a determination on the
Burswood Island development?

(6) If'Y es" to (5), will he table the report?

(7) If "No" to (5), why has it not done so?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes. The Hon. P. Pendal, MLC.

(3) Yes.

(4) Details of the EPA's recommendation
were transmitted by letter to Hon. P.
Pendal, MLC, a copy of which is
tabled.

(5) No-other than to decide in view of
what is now known that a Public En-
vironmental Report would suffice.

(6) Not applicable.

(7) The Public Environmental Report that is
being prepared has yet to be completed
and assessed by the Authority.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. SO)).

2643. Postponed.

ABATTOIRS: MEAT

Antibiotics

2714. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) As a recent television documentary
indicated that the use of antibiotics was
rampant among farmers producing mar-
ketable meats, what action is being taken
to curtail this action?

(2) Is he aware that in many European
countries and in the United States of
America, antibiotics are banned by law
from general application to live stock?

(3) Has the Public Health Department been
able to assess the potential danger to the
general health of the community by the
practice of excessive use of antibiotics by
rural producers?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Whilst there are significant amounts of
antibiotics administered to animals,
mostly this is under the supervision of
veterinary surgeons.

Steps are being taken to strengthen legis-
lation to ensure illegal supply can be
more effectively detected.

(2) No, my Department is unaware of such
bans.

(3) There are theoretical problems in the
consumption of antibiotics by animals
entering the food chain, however, the
National Residue Survey of the Depart-
ment of Primary Industry has shown
levels of antibiotics well below the mini-
mum approved for those substances and
I am unaware of any evidence of danger
to the Western Australian public from
the use of antibiotics in this way.

GAMBLING: CASINO

Cord Holdings: Settlement

2715. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

What was the total cost to the State of
the settlement with Cord Holdings?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Each party to the action was responsible
for its own costs. The cost to the Crown
is estimated to be in the vicinity of
$2000.
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HEALTH: SPEECH PATHOLOGISTS
Appointments: Applications

2717. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Have applications been called recently

for speech therapists' positions in the
Midlands and Northam regions?

(2) If so, have appointments been made?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) Positions have been previously advertised

but no applications received. Further ad-
vertisements have been placed. Appli-
cations closed on Monday, l8 March
1985.

ABATTOIRS: MEAT
Stockinette: Quality

2732. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Further to his answer to my question

2679 concerning the use of stockinettes
by the Western Australian Meat Com-
mission's Robb Jetty division, are the
stockinettes manufactured in Western
Australia of sufficient quality to be used
by the Western Australian Meat Com-
mission?

(2) For what reasons does the
Australian Meat Commission
chase stockinettes from a
Australian manufacturer?

Western
not pur-
Western

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Stockinette manufactured in Western

Australia is more costly than the
imported product. Figures provided by
the Meat Commission show that savings
of 27-36 per cent are made by using the
imported product.

Loalt Firm Imporitd
Lamb 29.47 c cr wrap 18.78 c per wrap (36 ptr cnt saving)
Shep 29.45c perwrap 21.61 c per wrap (27 per aentsaving)

TRAFFIC: LIGHTS
Pedestrian Phase: Angelo-Coede Streets

Intersection
2733. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Is he aware that the South Perth pri-

mary school's Parents and Citizens As-
(34)

sociation has been striving for the past
seven years to have a pedestrian
interphase installed at the Angelo-Coode
Streets' intersection and that the pro-
posal also has the strong support of-
(a) Wesley College;

(b) St Columbus primary school;
(c) South Perth City Council?

(2) As the South Perth City Council has
declined to accept the Main Roads De-
partment's offer to "re-align the traffic
lights to improve visibility, have ped-
estrian lines put in, and ask the Police
Department to increase surveillance to
deter motorists from doing anything il-
legal at the intersection", will he recon-
sider the request for a pedestrian
interphase at the intersection?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) The traffic signals at Angelo-
Coode Streets intersection were com-
missioned in November 1983. The South
Perth City Council requested a walk
phase at this location in January 1985.
The Main Roads Department's investi-
gations show that a walk phase is not
justified at this time.
The Main Roads Department has
already taken action to reposition traffic
lights to improve visibility and the Police
Department has been asked to keep the
intersection under surveillance.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS
Agreement Act: Obligations

2734. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the Diamond (Ashton

Joint Venture) Agreement Act, have all
participants complied with the require-
ments of clause 30 of the negotiated
agreement?

(2) If so, on what basis have the participants
complied?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The nature and extent of the facilities

provided by the Joint Venturers are comn-
patible with the Joint Venturers' ap-
proved marketing arrangements.

2735 to 2739. Postponed.
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MR J. JI. O'CONNOR: CHARGE

Withdrawal: Reversal

2740. Mr CRANE, to the Premier:

In view of the reaction of the public of
Western Australia to the action of the
Attorney General of intervention in the
extortion charges against the Secretary
of the Transport Workers' Union, Mr
O'Connor, will the Government order
the reversal of this decision?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

See answer to question 2526.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Narembeen District

2741. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) When ivas the last major repair and
renovation programme undertaken at the
Narembeen District High School?

(2) What works were included in the pro-
gramme?

(3) Does the Planning Directorate of the de-
partment have the Narembeen School
listed for any rebuilding programme in
the near future?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The last major repair and renovation was
in 1980.

(2) The works included in the programme
were mainly to the external part of the
school. Included were painting,
flyscreens, door modification and main-
tenance.

(3) The school will be considered for
rebuilding in the context of the school's
needs and the availability of funds. At
present, the school does not have a high
priority for rebuilding.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: POPULATION

West ern Australia

2742. Mr COWAN, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) What is the estimated Aboriginal popu-
lation in Western Australia?

(2) What are the estimated number of Abor-
iginals living on-

(a) reserves;

(b) mission lands;

(c) pastoral leases?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The most recent official census figures
from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
which were compiled in 1981 put the
Aboriginal population in Western
Australia at 31 351. 1 might point out
however, that it is the view of the Abor-
iginal Affairs Planning Authority and
the local office of the Federal Depart-
ment of Aboriginal Affairs that the
official figure is quite significantly
underestimated and is thought to be
closer to 40 000.

(2) It is not possible to provide the member
with this information with any accuracy.
I am advised that the Australian Bureau
of Statistics population breakdown is in
local government areas with some Abor-
iginal community population figures in-
cluded. The collection of more detailed
information on the actual number of Ab-
original people living on reserves,
mission lands and pastoral leases would
involve a major exercise and I would not
be prepared to allocate the limited re-
sources of my department to such a re-
view at this time.

However, I can table population figures
from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
for the member's information and re-
mind him that there is to be a census
conducted in 1986.

The paper was tabled (see paper No.
500).

AGRICULTURE: FARMS

Sales: Mortgagees

2743. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Has a record been kept of the number of
mortgagee farm sales conducted in 1984-
85?

(2) If "Yes" in what shires did the sales take
place?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.
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HEALTH: ALCOHOL
Serenity Lodge: Funding

2744. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When will the $34 000 referred to by

him in question 2268 of 21 February, be
paid to Serenity Lodge?

(2) Are there any conditions applying to this
payment?

(3) If so, what are those conditions?
Mr H-ODGE replied:

(1) Funds available for Serenity Lodge will
be paid on receipt of a signed document
entitled "The Terms of Agreement and
Conditions of Grant" and in accordance
with the provisions of that document.

(2) Yes.
(3) The conditions are contained in "The

Terms of Agreement and Conditions of
Grant"; a standard document signed by
all agencies receiving funds from the
WA Alcohol and Drug Authority.

TOURISM COMMISSION
Commissioners: Remuneration

2745. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism;
(1) Do the commissioners serving on the

Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission receive any remuneration for
acting in that position?

(2) If so, will the Minister detail for me
those payments?

(3) Have any of the commissioners received
payment from the Tourism Commission
in addition to those payments?

(4) If so, will the Minister detail for me the
amounts paid to each commissioner and
the reasons for that payment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) All members, other than the Chairman

and Chief Executive who is a salaried
officer, are eligible for an annual fee of
$3 000. Five of the six part-time mem-
bers of the commission receive the fee.

(3) Yes.

(4) Mr Basil Atkinson-Travelling
expenses
Mr Stephen Hales-Travelling
expenses

233.11

369.03

Mr Warren Tucker-Travelling
expenses
Mr Ted Archer-Travelling ex-
pense
Mr Bill Gill-Tavelling ex-
Penses
Professional sei"I fees

289.14

214.09

6166.81
1 258.06

TOURISM COMMISSION
Human Resources Division: Director

2746. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Who has been appointed as Director of

the Human Resources Division of the
Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission?

(2) When will this appointment be taken
up?

(3) What is the salary which will be paid to
the person occupying that position?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Mr Neil Barrie.
(2) Monday. 25 March, 1985.
(3) $42500.

PUBLIC RELATIONS: PRESS
SECRETARIES

Employment: Government
2747. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) What is the total number of press
secretaries employed by the State
Government?

(2) In which departments do they work?

(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

What position is held by D'Arcy Farrell?
What position is held by Don Rowe?
What are their total salaries?
What is the total cost of press secretaries
and media workers to the State Govern-
ment?

(7) Have dny press secretaries been
transferred from the Media Department
to other departments in the past six
months?

(8) If so, who were they?
(9) To which departments were they

transferred?
(10) What are their new positions?
(11) What are their total salaries?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) 9.
(2) In all Government Departments.
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(3) and (4) Consultants.
(5) Consultants are not paid salaries. Fees

payable depend on hours worked.
(6) There are a number of Government em-

ployees in media and related activities.
To provide total costs would involve Sig-
nificant research, however, if the mem-
ber has any specific concerns, I would be
pleased to have them investigated.

(7) to (11) No press secretaries have been
transferred to other departments in the
past six months, although some are on
secondment and others have successfully
applied for positions in the Government.

PUBLIC RELATIONS: ADVERTISING
Budget: 1985-86

2748. Mr KASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) What is the State Government's total ad-

vertising budget for this financial year?
(2) If an allocation is made to individual

departments, can he give details as fol-
lows-
(a) which departments are given an ad-

vertising budget;
(b) how much is each of those depart-

ments given?
(3) How much money is spent by the State

Government advertising-
(a) in Western Australia;
(b) in Australia;
(c) overseas?

(4) In view of the Government's disapproval
of the practice when in Opposition, when
did the Government decide to adopt the
practice of using Ministers' photographs
in its advertising?

(5) Why was the decision made?
(6) Who made the decision?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (6) The Government does not main-
tain an overall advertising budget. Ex-
penditures are met from the budget
of departments, authorities and
instrumentalities.
A considerable degree of research would
be necessary to ascertain the information
sought, however, if the member has any
specific concerns, I will consider having
them investigated.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTES
Working Days Lost

2749. Mr KASSELL, to the Premier:
(I) How many working days were lost

through industrial disputes per head of
population in Western Australia in-
(a) 1982;
(b) 1983;and
(c) 1984?

(2) How many working days were lost
through industrial disputes per head of
population in Australia in-
(a) 1982;
(b) 1983;and
(c) 1984?

(3) What was the total number of working
days lost in Western Australia in-
(a) 1982;
(b) 1983;and
(c) 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Populalion No. Working Days Lost To No. Working Days

(as al June) December Lost Per Person

1912 1 336900 162400 0.12
1983 I 364530 270600 0.20

19:4 1 382 6000 119300 0.09

(2) AUSTRALIA
Population No. Working Days Lost To No. Working Days

(as at June) December Los[ Per Person

1 932 153178400 2 158000 0.14
1983 15318 600 1641400 Oil1
1984 13 543 600 1305900 0.08

(3) WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Total Working

Days Lost
As at December 1982-162 400
As at December 1983-270 600
As at December 1 984-1 19 300

NOTE: Population estimates available as at June
only.
Sources: A.B.S. Catalogue Nos. 6321.0-3 10 1.0

ALUMINIUM SMELTER:
INFRASTRUCTURE

Requirements
2750. Mr DRADSH-AW, to the Premier:

(1) Has consideration been given to the ex-
tra infrastructure requirements that will
be needed if the proposed aluminium
smelter is built?
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(2) If so-
(a) What considerations have been

given;

(b) who will be responsible for such in-
frastructure requirements; and

(c) who will pay the costs?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) to (c) These matters are being dis-

cussed between appropriate Govern-
ments authorities and with the smelter
Consortium.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: RAIL LINK
Westrail: Details

2751. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has Westrail details of the proposed rail

link to and from the proposed smelter
site at Kemerton?

(2) If so, is this information available?

(3) If this information is available, will he
supply a copy?

Mr
(I)

GRILL replied:
The route location of the proposed rail
link to the Kemerton smelter site has not
yet been determined.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

2752. Postponed.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: GREAT
SOUTHERN REGIONAL STUDY

Completion
2753. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Regional

Development:
(1) When is it anticipated that the Great

Southern Regional Study being
undertaken by the Great Southern Re-
gional Development Advisory Com-
mittee will be completed?

(2) Will its findings be published in a re-
port?

(3) Will the report be available to the public,
and if not, why not?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) March 25, 1985.

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes.

2754. Postponed.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: CABINET
Parliamentary Secretary: Overseas Trips

2755. Mr MENSAROS, tothe Premier:
(1) Are interstate and overseas trips by the

Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet
being paid for by the Government?

(2) If so, what is the justification Car this in
the public interest?

(3) Under which item of the General Rev-
enue Budget have appropriations been
made for this purpose?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Yes, in accordance with pro-
cedure approved by the previous Govern-
ment that the Parliamentary Secretary
of the Cabinet is entitled to the same
travel arrangements as a Minister, with
the proviso that prior approval should be
obtained in each case from the Premier
or Deputy Premier.

(3) Division 4-Department of the Premier
and Cabinet.
PARLIAMENTARY
Item 17-Ministerial Travel and Inci-
dentals.

TAXES AND CHARGES: PROBATE
Reintroduction

2756. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
Is he prepared to state that no legislation
will be introduced by the Government
for State Probate or Gift Duties?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Yes. No such legislation will be
introduced.

COURTS: DISTRICT COURT
Pretrial Conferences

2757. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Since its introduction, how many cases in

the District Court have been listed for
pre-trial confere nces, and what percent-
age do these represent of the aggregate
number of cases during this period of
time?

(2) How many of the listed cases have been
dealt with in conference?
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(3) How many of those dealt with have
been-
(a) fully;

(b) partly,
settled out of court?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Pre-trial conferences commenced in the
District Court on I February 1985.
Since then every new case has been
scheduled for a pre-trial conference. A
total of 500 cases have been scheduled
for pre-trial conferences so far.

(2) 204.

(3) 104 cases were settled at conference. Of
the actions heard in conference, 47 have
been adjourned for further consideration
and 53 listed for trial.

WATER RESOURCES: CATCHMENT
AREAS

Feral Pigs
2758. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:

(1) Are there any activities going on at
catchment areas of surface water reser-
voirs to exterminate feral pigs?

(2) Ifso-

(a) would he describe these activities;
(b) inform the House about the catch-

ment areas involved?
Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

ENVIRONMENT: ABROLHOS

Closure
2759. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the

Environment:

(1) Has his department examined the
proposition by Dr Paul Lewis, who led a
diving expedition on the Abrollios
Islands, to close about 40 square kilo-
metres of Abrolhos to all exploitation in
order to preserve the coral reefs?

(2) If so, has he formulated any policy on
this proposition?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) and (2) Although the Department is
aware of Dr Lewis' interest in the

Abrolbos Islands, no specific proposition
has been presented for examination.

CHEMICALS: SAFETY

Regulations
2760. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

the Environment.
(1) In view of the Bophal catastrophe in

India, and in view of reported comments
by the Director of the Department of
Conservation and Environment, is the
Government making statutory or regu-
latory provisions to list the chemical
substances which, given mishandling or
accident, can be dangerous to the com-
mnunity, and to prescribe their safekeep-
ing?

(2) Can he detail such proposed provisions?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Planning for the introduction of a
mandatory notification and assessment
procedure for all new chemicals either
manufactured in, or imported into,
Australia is well advanced, with legis-
lation likely to be introduced in Federal
Parliament later this year.
Most of the work has been undertaken
under the guidance of the Australian En-
vironment Council although the scheme
will be administered by the new National
Occupational Health and Safety Com-
mission. Assessment of new chemicals
will result in reports which will detail all
likely risks and hazards and make
recommendations on control measures
for the whole life cycle of the particular
chemical.

The many existing chemicals in use in
Australia are also most important. A list
otf potentially environmentally hazardous
chemicals has been identified and
detailed profiles prepared for 14 of these
substances.

It will be the responsibility of each of the
States to respond to these National in-
itiatives, and in WA the Department of
Conservation and Environment is taking
a co-ordinating role. Currently we are
undertaking a general review of legis-
lation ahd procedures concerned with the
control of hazardous substances so as to
be able to respond to any national legis-
lation and to identify any gaps or
deficiencies in WA.
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(2) I cannot detail the provisions for legis-
lation at the Federal level because they
are at the drafting stage. However, when
a Bill becomes available I will make sure
the member receives a copy.
Legislative changes in WA are part of
an evolving proces in which the Govern-
ment is trying to minimise the likelihood
of accidents occurring. In due course we
will have to establish State procedures to
complement the National Notification
and Assessment scheme.

SCM PTY. LTD.: WASTE DISPOSAL
Dames and Moore Report

2761. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

As a result of the Government's reported
study of Dames and Moore's report on
Laporte's waste disposal, will there be a
change in the so far applied and antici-
pated method of disposing of the waste
by the Government?

Mr DAVIES replied:
The ERMP is open for public review un-
til 12 April 1985. The Environmental
Protection Authority will then make its
recommendations to Government. Ac-
cordingly, no decisions have been made
by Government at this time.

RIVER: SWAN RIVER MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY

Membership
2762. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the

Environment:
Who are the members of the Swan River
Management Authority and what are
the respective expiry dates of their terms
of office?

Mr DAVIES replied: _

The mem-iersof ihe Swan River Man-
agement Authority are:

Names
Mr M. H. Shean-

Chairman
Mr C. C. Cheyne-

Deputy Chairman
Mr C. J. Gordon
Mr R. Sweetman
Mr M. G. Anderson
Mr B. S. Sanders
Mr C. D. Murphy
Dr P. Nattrass

Expi ry
Date

30/6/85

30/6/85
30/6/85
30/6/85
30/6/85
30/6/85
30/6/87
30/6/85

Names
Mr N. Halse
Mr R. L. Scares
Mrs R. Faulkner
Mr P. Gralton

Expiry
Date

30/6/85
30/6/85
30/6/86
30/6/87

ENVIRONMENT: PEEL INLET
Algae: Harvesting Machine

2163. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) To what extent have the floating

harvesting machines been employed in
the Peel Inlet and Harvey Estuary so far
during this Summer season?

(2) What was the estimated quantity of
harvested algae?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) 18 days.
(2) 363 cubic metres.

ENVIRONMENT: CONSERVATION
ORGANISATIONS

Non-Government: Commonwealth Grants
2764. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the

Environment:
(1) What was the aggregate amount of

Commonwealth grants allocated to
Western Australian non-Government
conservation organisations in 1984-95?

(2) Could he please detail these organis-
ations and the respective amounts each
has received?

(3) Are there any conditions attached to
these amounts, and if so, what are they?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) to (3) The State Government does not

keep this detail.

STOCK: STRAYING
Impounding: Responsibility

2765. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) Is it the responsibility of the police or the

local authority to remove or impound
stock which-
(a) stray onto road reserves;

(b) stray onto private property?
(2) Does this responsibility change if the pri-

vate property is within the town bound-
ary?

(3) Is the property owner permitted to de-
stroy stock straying onto the property?
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(4) If "Yes", what type of stock fall within
this category, and what action must they
take after having destroyed the stock?

(5) If "Na" to (3), what action can the
owner of the property take to protect the
property from straying stock?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) (a) The police have authority to remove
or impound straying stock from a
road or reserve under Regulation
1701(3) of the Road Traffic Code.

The responsibility is twofold, in as
much as the Local Council also has
power under the Local Government
Act, Part XX
As Local Authorities have the
facilities to impound stock, it is nor-
mal for police to seek their assist-
ance.

(b) Part XX of the Local Government
Act (Section 458) provides for
cattle found trespassing upon land
to be impounded in the nearest suit-
able pound by the owner or occupier
of the land or by a ranger or an
officer of the Council or a person
authorised to do so by the Council.

(2) No. The Local Government Act Part
XX covers any part of the District (447
and 458).

(3) The Local Government Act permits the
impounding of cattle from trespass by
the owner or occupier of the land and in
general terms stock cannot be destroyed.
The only time stock can be destroyed is
under the authority of a Justice after it is
shown to his satisfaction that it is not
possible to impound the stock, except at
undue expense, and that the owner of the
stock is unknown or cannot be found.
(Section 459, Local Government Act).

Section 280 of the Local Government
Act permits an owner or person in
charge of enclosed land under certain
circumstances to destroy goats, pigs,
birds or poultry.

(4) In the rare cases where destruction of
stock is ordered, Section 459 of the Lo-
cal Government Act provides that if the
animal is a horse, mare, filly, foal, geld-
ing, colt, camel, bull, bullock, cow,
heifer, steer, ass or mule, the Justice may
order the production and delivery to a
police constable of the bide of the animal

and by the order give such direction as to
the disposal of the hide as he thinks Ait.

(5) Answered by (3) and (4).

ARTS: ART GALLERY
Board: Members

2766. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) What is the maximum number of mem-

bers able to be appointed to the board of
the Art Gallery of Western Australia?

(2) Who are the current members of the
board of the Art Gallery of Western
Australia?

(3) When did the following former mem-
bers' terms expire-
(a) Mr R. S. Sampson;
(b) Mr C. R. Leith;
(c) Mrs J. M. Lewis?

(4) How many members constitute a quo-
rum of the board of the Art Gallery of
Western Australia?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) 7.
(2) E. Fry, V. D. Knott, R. S. Forbes, G. E.

Sumnmerhayes.
Three additional names are before Cabi-
net for consideration.

(3) (a) R. S. Sampson, May 6, 1984;
(b) C. R. Leith, May 5, 1984;
(c) J. M. Lewis, May 5, 1984.

(4) 4.

ARTS: MUSEUM
Board: Members

2767. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) What is the maximum number of mem-

bers of the board of the Western
Australian Museum?

(2) Who are the current members of the
board of the Western Australian Mu-
seum?

(3) When do the terms of the current mem-
bers expire?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) 7.
(2) and (3) Mr Justice Kennedy (term ex-

pires on December 31, 1987);
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C. T. Stannage (December 3 1, 1987)
S. Bawdier (December 19, 1985);

- H. C. Lang (December 19, 1985);
B. Y. Main (December 19, 1985).

ARTS: ARTS COUNCIL
Board: Members

2768. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(I) What is the maximum number of mem-

bers of the board of the Arts Council of
Western Australia?

(2) Who are the current members of the
board of the Arts Council of Western
Australia?

(3) When do the terms of the current mem-
bers expire?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) 12.
(2) and (3) H. Bluck (term expires on

November 30, 1985);
H. Colebatch (November 30, 1985);
J. Harper-Nelson (November 30, 1985);
L. Marchant (November 30, 1985);
R. Reilly (November 30, 1985);
S. Cox (November 30, 1986);
B. McKay (November 30, 1986);
A. Sumner (November 30, 1986).
Four additional names are before Cabi-
net for consideration.

HEALTH: DRUGS
Patlien ts: Mt. La wicy Premises

2769. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is it intended to treat drug addicted

patients from the proposed Western
Australian Alcohol and Drug Centre in
Field Street, Mount Lawley?

(2) Has a contract been accepted for the
proposed renovation work at the Alcohol
and Drug Authority site?

(3) If "Yes", when is it intended to com-
mence renovation work at the site?

(4) Have the plans for the proposed work
been approved by the City of Stirling?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) No.
(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

(4) No. Approval is not required; however, a
copy of the plans were forwarded to the
City of Stirling for its information.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: CONSTRUCTION
Negotiations

838. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
What is the progress of negotiations, and
the timetable, for the south-west alu-
minium smelter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Not having received notice of this ques-
tion, I am unable to answer the Leader
of the Opposition in the detail he would
like. If he puts the question on the No-
tice Paper I will provide him with the
details.
The people who have been to Korea on
behalf of the Government have reported
that the negotiations to find a suitable
replacement partner have proceeded very
satisfactorily. Several of the major
Korean trading companies have
indicated an interest in participating in
the project, and the Korean Government
has underlined its very Strong support for
the project. 1 am expecting that within
the next few weeks we will be in a
position to identify and confirm those
joint venturers who are participating in
the project, and that within those few
weeks we will be able to make a
statement about the likely timetable that
the establishment of the project will fol-
low.

ENERGY: GAS
North-West Shelf: Government Ineptitude

839. Mr TAYLOR, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware of comments by the member

for Narrogin and Sir Charles Court ac-
cusing the Government of ineptitude in
handling the North-West Shelf gas proj-
ect and claiming that the Government
had sought to rock the boat in a way that
must have scared the daylights out of the
partners?

(2) Is he aware that Sir Charles Court has
described the Government as a boy on a
man's errand and has claimed that the
Government had pressed the panic but-
ton?
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(3) Does the Government concur with these
sentiments?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am disappointed that the mem-

ber for Narrogin and the former Premier
chose to be so critical of the present
Government and so defensive of their
own record. Last month the Leader of
the Opposition wrote to me indicating
his complete support for developments in
relation to the project and expressing the
wish that the Opposition not be publicly
involved in defending past decisions on
the project. I table a copy of that letter
for the information of the member for
Narrogin, who either chooses to ignore
his new leader in these matters or does
not bother to consult him.

From the comments of Sir Charles
Court, one could be forgiven for believ-
ing he is still running for public office. I
urge the member for Narrogin to read
the letter as that will save my having to
read it to the House. I am sure that once
he reads it he will be terribly embar-
rassed by his contradiction of the stated
wishes of the Leader of the Opposition.

Let me encapsulate this whole matter in
a nutshell. It is as clear as the nose on
your face, Mr Deputy Speaker, that the
previous Government pushed the State
Energy Commission into a series of un-
wise decisions involving burdens to be
imposed on the people of this State as a
result of the signing of the contract to
purchase North-West Shelf natural gas.
I will give one example: Initially, the
joint venturers were to market the
Pilbara gas and after a period in which
they were unable to find a market for
that gas the SEC was instructed to as-
sume the responsibility for marketing the
gas.

The State was crippled by the additional
burden that that marketing exercise
represented in the face of the failure by
the joint venturers to find a market for
the gas. Sir Charles Court stands con-
demned by not only the changing cir-
cumstances in respect of the marketing
of the gas, but also by his refusal to
acknowledge that it was at his behest
and at the behest of the member [or
Narrogin that that single example was
joined by many others. That illustrated
the way in which the State Energy Corn-

mission was forced into the gun on the
question of the contract that was signed
for North-West Shelf gas.

I give full credit to the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy who has taken that
lemon-that difficult problem-and has
translated it as the result of tremendous
effort into a contract that is going to be
of great benefit to this State; and while it
will sour the thoughts of the Opposition,
it is largely as a result of the efforts of
the Minister for Minerals and Energy
that it seems we will get a smelter in the
south-west; it seems we will get a urea
formaldehyde plant; and it is absolutely
certain that the second stage of the
North-West Shelf project will proceed.
That is not as a result of the efforts of
the member for Narrogin. He presided
over the signing of the contract and seeks
now to defend himself by attacking the
State Energy Commission.
We have the crocodile tears of the mem-
ber for Gascoyne defending public ser-
vants as he draws imaginary circum-
stances into debate at the same time as
the member for Narrogin bitterly at-
tacks Mr Kirkwood and the State En-
ergy Commission for doing what they
were told to do by the previous Govern-
ment. They were told, in addition to that
marketing exercise to which I have re-
ferred, for example, to conclude nego-
tiations in respect of the contract before
the back-to-back provisions in the con-
tract that would have protected us
against exposure from Alcoa when they
decided to vary their stance, had been
completed.

The member for Narrogin and the for-
mer Premier (Sir Charles Court) stand
condemned for their actions in compel-
ling this State into a set of decisions and
burdens that could not realistically be
supported. That is not our judgment;
that is the judgment of the joint ven-
turers who came to us and said, "What
can we do to renegotiate the contract?"
That is the judgment of the Federal
Government to the State when it realised
what the previous State Government had
done in this State and said it would forgo
royalties to assist us. This is a judgment
of all those objective and impartial ob-
servers of a situation that was created by
a Government intent on pumping up
expectations to get votes. We have not
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done that. We have rescued that situ-
ation and I give full credit to the Minis-
ter for Minerals and Energy.

The documents were tabled (see paper No.
502).

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Royal Perth: Bed Shortage

840. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health.
(1) Has he read the article in to-day's The

West Australian newspaper under the
beading "Bed Shortage Disrupts RPH
Operations", in which article the follow-
ing was revealed: That Dr Rex Joyner,
Medical Superintendent of Royal Perth
Hospital, stated that of the 40 or 50
emergency cases expected at the hospital
yesterday only 35 could be provided with
a bed, leaving the clear inference that
the 62 non-urgent patients who were
expected to be admitted would be turned
away; that last year 500 operations were
cancelled on the day of surgery, 133 op-
erations have been cancelled in less than
3 months this year, and that many more
are expected in the future; and that the
bed shortage is directly related to the
introduction of Medicare?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: What is the ques-
tion?

Mr THOMPSON: To continue-
(2) What action is he taking to correct the

dangerous situation which is developing
at Royal Perth Hospital and other hospi-
tals in this State?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes, I actually have a copy of the article

with me, so I did read it and did antici-
pate the question. I thank the member
for Kalamunda for the question. I did
not altogether agree with the reported
comments of Dr Joyner about the fact
that Medicare has caused some bed
shortages at the Royal Perth Hospital.
Big teaching hospitals from day to day,
of course, have fluctuating work loads
and it is quite common practice for
teaching hospitals and indeed most large
hospitals to require patients to phone in
on the day of their admittance for elective
surgery to check if indeed there is an
available bed because large hospitals-

Mr Thompson: Emergency cases were turned
away yesterday.

Mr KODGE: Emergency cases, of course, are
not turned away. If emergency cases are
incapable of being accommodated in a
particular teaching hospital they are re-
directed to another teaching hospital;
and the teaching hospitals have an agree-
ment between themselves to accomnmo-
date that point.
The point I was making before the menm-
ber interjected is that it is very common
for large teaching hospitals to operate at
near full occupancy rate; therefore, of
course, it is a wise direction-and
patients are told-to phone the hospital
before they actually leave home prior to
being admitted to ensure a bed is avail-
able. That is not uncommon. That is not
a new situation and has not been caused
by Medicare. In fact, generally speaking,
throughout the State's hospital system,
the activity in our hospitals since the in-
troduction of Medicare has varied only
very slightly indeed. In fact-

Mr Thompson: It has deteriorated.
Mr HODGE: In some areas it has slightly

decreased; in other areas it has slightly
increased; but overall there has only been
a very marginal increase in activity since
the introduction of Medicare.
The point that I wanted to make is that
in any large teaching hospital priority
has to be given to emergency cases, so if
beds are tight, it is commonsense for
people coming in for non-urgent elective
surgery to telephone the hospital and
ascertain if a bed is available.

(2) The member asked about steps that are
being taken to try to alleviate these prob-
lems. One of the major steps that I have
taken is to ask the Royal Perth Hospital
to assume responsibility for managing
the Bentley Hospital. The Bentley Hos-
pital is one of our largest non-teaching
hospitals and the nature of its operation
in recent years has imposed an additional
burden on the Royal Perth Hospital. The
fact that there is a gross distortion in the
patient admittance patterns of the
Bentley Hospital is causing many
patients to be directed to Royal Perth
Hospital when they could readily have
been admitted to the Bentley Hospital;
and that has helped to put the strain onto
the Royal Perth Hospital.
I am confident that when the Royal
Perth Hospital finishes its negotiations
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with the Australian Medical Association
and the medical profession over the con-
ditions of employment at the Bentley
Hospital, and they assume the day-to-
day management of that hospital, it will
assist quite markedly in relieving some of
the pressure on the Royal Perth Hospi-
tal.

TOURISM COMMISSION

Claims: Memnber for Gascoyne

841. Mr GORDON HILL, td the Premier:

Are the outlandish claims made by the
member for Gascoyne in his speech this
afternoon about the Tourism Com-
mission accurate?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

H-e will answer the second part of his
speech when he finishes that part of it,
but it is important that the House under-
stands the member for Gascoyne has
been designated by the Leader of the
Opposition to come into this place and to
make any outlandish claim whatsoever in
an effort to get newspaper headlines, and
that fact is evidenced by the constant
furtive conversations that the Leader of
the Opposition carries on over his
shoulder and the constant imploring to
the Press gallery by the member for
Gascoyne; so in those circumstances, I
guess there is no apology necessary on
the Government's part for answering the
sorts of outlandish claims that the mem-
ber for Gascoyne makes. Let us stop and
consider this evening the fierce attacks
launched by the member for Gascoyne.

Points of Order
Mr THOMPSON: It seems to me that the

question the Premier is answering is an
absolute abuse of question time. The
member for Gascoyne was contributing
to a debate; and in a debate there is an
opportunity for the other point of view to
be put, and it just seems to me that it is
not proper for this question to be con-
sidered during question time.

Mr TRETHOWAN: On the same point of
order, 1 raise the question whether the
Premier- in answering this question is not
attempting to reply to the debate and
whether he may in fact be closing the
debate by raising these matters.

Mr Tonkin:. It is not before the Chair; how
can he close the debate?

Deputy Speaker's Ruling
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:. Order! I have

considered the points of order raised by
the members for Kalamunda and East
Melville. I am not sure that the point
raised by the member for East Melville
is correct. However, the point raised by
the member for Kalamunda has some
Merit. I believe Standing Order No. 125
relates to this matter, and I rule the
question out of order.

Questions (without notice) Resumed.

PORTS AND HARBOUJRS: JURIEN
Contract: Representations

842. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Works:
Has the Minister had referred to him
further representations to the Govern-
ment about the awarding of the contract
for the Jurien breakwater by the Public
Works Department to a tenderer signifi-
cantly higher than the lowest available
tenderer and, if those submissions have
been referred to him, has the Govern-
ment reconsidered the awarding of the
tender or has it rejected the submissions?

Mr McI VER replied:
I am not aware of any further request
made to me since I replied to this ques-
tion last week. If the Leader of the Op-
position wants more detail, let him put
the question on notice.

Mr H-fassell: A submission was made to the
Premier six days ago.

Mr McIVER: I have had no submission.

FIRE BRIGADES
Country: Rescue Trailers

843. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

Will he outline what action the Govern-
ment has taken to provide rescue trailers
to country fire stations?

Mr CARR replied:
Yes. Fire brigade officers will be able to
undertake more efficient rescue work
throughout the State with the addition of
rescue trailers to six country stations.-
The specially-designed rescue trailers are
being delivered over the present period.

1068



[Tuesday, 19 March 19851 06

The first went to Bunbury last month
and the second was delivered to
Mandurah last week. I handed over the
third to the Kalgoorlie brigade yesterday
and others are proposed for Albany and
Northam in April, and Derby in May.
Consideration is being given to extending
the programme beyond the six
mentioned, and a request has been
received from Carnarvon in the last
couple of days and is being considered.

The trailers are similar to one designed
and built at Geraldton 18 months ago
after money was raised by the town's
Rotary Club.

The new trailers, designed and built by
the Western Australian Fire Brigades
Board, cost $23 000 each, S$13 000 of
which has been provided by the brigade
and $10 000 raised by local service clubs.
They will dramatically boost the
stations' capability in rescue work and at
incidents involving hazardous chemical
spillages.

They carry the Lukas shears and
spreaders, popularly known as the 'Jaws
of Life'; equipment to deal with building
and accident rescues; power generating
units to provide lighting; and stretchers.
For incidents such as chemical spills and
those involving hazardous chemicals,
there are splash suits and other protec-
tive clothing, as well as breathing appar-
atus sets.
The trailers are built of aluminium alloy
and will be towed behind the brigade's
light tankers, carrying a crew of two
firefighters.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Promotions: Regu/ations

844. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When does he intend to introduce a

regulation to this Parliament which will
cover a new system of special promotion
in primary and secondary schools?

(2) Will affirmative action be included in
the proposed regulation concerning the
promotion of Class I deputy principal
(female) to Class I principal?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", will such
action discriminate against both males
and females who are currently on the
promotion lists?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) The regulations will be presented
to Parliament in the normal way when
they are drawn up. There will be no
holding back on that. It certainly is not
the case that the regulations have had all
the "'t's" crossed and "i's" dotted. When
they are completed by the Crown Law
Department I will table them in the nor-
mal way. The member will then see pre-
cisely what they contain; but there is no
secret about what is proposed because
details have been published in great de-
tail in the Education Circular. I guess
the member has access to a copy, but if
not, I will send him one.

(3) With regard to the question of whether
the proposal will discriminate against
male and female teachers on the pro-
motion list, I point out that the situation
has been somewhat misrepresented by
only one side of the matter being
reported. The Beazlcy committee
examined and reported on this matter
last April and concluded there should be
a promotion-on-merit arrangement. We
are moving to a total promotion-on-merit
scheme over a four-year phase-in period.
The phasing in advantages those people
who are currently on the promotion list
because the whole purpose of phasing in
promotion on merit and keeping a sig-
nificant number of promotions of those
people who are currently on the ladder
advantages those on the ladder against
everybody's ultimate best interests-that
is, promotion on merit. People already on
the list are considerably advantaged by
the phasing-in process we are using as
distinct from their position if we moved
completely to promotion on merit next
year because all their positions on the list
would disappear overnight.

It has always been the tradition that
changes to promotion systems are not
made with that degree of expedition. In
order to remedy the position to give a
greater degree of fairness and equality to
those who are currently on the list, if we
are to continue to work from the list, a
proposal has been worked out between
the Education Department and the
Teachers Union, representing all
teachers, as to the exact way to give
some redress to women who have been
discriminated against under the old
system. The proof of that is in the look-
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ing because about 55 per cent of the
teachers in primary schools are women.
Of nearly 560 principal promotion
positions in the primary service less than
30 are held by women. It can hardly be
argued that women are an advantaged
group when it comes to promotion to
principal.
As a result of the steps we have taken the
grand number of nine women reached
the position of principal at the beginning
of this year and they had an average of
27 years' service. I do not know how
many promotions were made-it was of
the order of 123. 1 am not certain that
that is accurate. Out of 550-odd
promotional positions less than 30 are
held by women, nine of whom got the
position at the start of this year because
of the changes made to the system.
There is no massive improvement on be-
half of women. The average experience
in schools of the women who got the
promotional positions was 27 years.
There is no massive downgrading of the
position of men or a massive upgrading
of the position of women. The agreement
we have reached still enshrines a
measure of discrimination against
women in their favour but it is a more
equal position than was the case pre-
viously.

When we get to promotion on merit
there will be a totally equal position.

The Government has not been involved
in the drafting of this agreement be-
tween the Education Department and
the Teachers Union. I have agreed to the
agreement and promulgated it. I was not
personally involved in drafting; I simply
agreed to the agreement that was made.

Mr Rushton: It is your responsibility.

Mr PEARCE: Of course it is my responsi-
bility, and I agreed to it. I am defending
it now because I think the right decision
was made. It is totally untrue to suggest
that it was forced on an unwilling de-
partment or group of teachers by the
Government. It is in accordance with the
Beazley report and with the union's pol-
icy at the last of its two conferences. The
claims that there has been no consul-
tation are totally untrue. The principals'
association which is claiming lack of
consultation is the same group of people
who went to the Teachers Union co~nfer-

ence last August and sought to convince
their peers-other teachers-that they
should not adopt the policies they
proposed to adopt; and the principals lost
the debate. Now apparently they are
popping up in The West Australian try-
ing to pretend they had never heard of
this until they saw it in the Education
Circular. That is a very dishonest way of
carrying on business. The regulations are
being drawn up and will be put before
the House at the earliest opportunity,
and the House will have its chance to
consider the agreements that have been
made.

TOURISM COMMISSION
Appointments: Senior Positions

845. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Premier:

Will the Premier outline the arrange-
ments which have been made for senior
positions in the Western Australian
Tourism Commission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Everyone will acknowledge that recent
events indicate that we should make sure
that the truth comes out in respect of ail
matters so that the public is able to judge
for themselves. I am grateful to the
member for Helena for directing this
question to me. I want to say, from the
outset, that the Government has absolute
and total belief in the integrity of Mr
Basil Atkinson and his fellow com-
missioners.

An Opposition member: We have not.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know the member
has not; he has made that clear.

We support Mr Atkinson's integrity and,
far from calling his actions criminal, we
believe that he has absolute and
unstinting integrity. He has our full sup-
port. The other commissioners also have
our full support. Mr Hayes, Mr Warren
Tucker, Miss Cheri Gardiner, and Mr
Ted Archer all have our full Support. We
believe they have done a marvellous job.
I now mention some of the changes that
have occurred, as referred to by the
questioner. First of all, there have been
no sackings. As a result of the Price
Waterhouse Associates Pty. report which
was sought by the senior officers of the
commission-namely the chairman (Mr
Hitchen) and the general manager (Mr
Watling) who both asked and
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recommended to the commission that
such a report be commissioned-five
officers were offered the opportunity of
returning to the Public Service or
accepting a severance-pay package. How
is that sacking anyone? For the purpose
of some people who stand here and say
anything seeking a headline-

Point of Order
Mr WATT: I raise the same point of order

raised earlier under Standing Order No.
125. It clearly states that no member
shall allude to any debate of the same
session. I believe the Premier is doing
that in referring to matters that were
raised earlier today by the member for
Gascoyne.

Mr PEARCE: For the benefit of the House,
Standing Order No. 125 states-

No Member shall allude to any de-
bate of the same Session, upon a
question or Bill not being then
under discussion except by the in-
dulgence of the House for personal
explanations.

The Premier's credibility is being at-
tacked. All he was doing was making a
personal explanation.

Deputy Speaker's Ruling
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: My earlier rul-

ing was made for a specific reason. The
member for Gascoyne had made
remarks immediately prior to question
time, and those remarks during that de-
bate were being addressed. I cannot rule
the same way in respect to this question
or its answer because the debate on the
Supply Bill allows members to address
any subject they wish. Were I to rule the
Premier out of order, I could then rule
the same way for every question.

Questions (without notice) Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand the

chagrin of the Opposition. However, it
must understand that it is directly as a
result of my previous reluctance to give
any credit to the outlandish and irres-
ponsible statements made in this place
that these issues have been given any
credence. If these sorts of claims are
made and left unanswered, that fact
tends to add credit to them.
People can say anything they like in pur-
suit of publicity. On a number of differ-
ent occasions, people have said things

that are simply not truthful. Specifically,
I am referring to claims made by mem-
bers that people were sacked from the
Tourism Commission. That is not true in
respect of Mr Semnmens and Mr
Hitchen, or in respect of the five other
officers.
We have absolute faith in the integrity of
Mr Basil Atkinson and his fellow com-
missioners. To accuse them of somehow
or other directing advertising revenue to
a particular radio or television station is
to ignore the facts of the case as they
were canvassed about a year ago when
the acceptance of the advertising
proposition involved the acceptance by
the commissioners of the detailed
propositions about expenditure on par-
ticular radio stations that were involved
in each of the four final submissions.
That was canvassed last April. However,
for fear that the member should think,
simply because an outlandish claim is
left unanswered, that there is some truth
to it, it is important for the House to
know that in respect of all those matters
there is simply no truth to the claims
made from time to time.
The ultimate answer is that the credi-
bility or lack of it that is generally
assigned to the member in this place is
assigned also in the public arena because
of the sorts of statements he makes. He
never backs up his statements with any
facts.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Wanneroo: Stage 5

846. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for
Education:

Will consideration be given in the 1985-
86 Budget for the commencement of
stage 5 of the Wanneroo Senior High
School?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The short answer is "No". The
Wanneroo High School was built to a
faculty plan. When these schools were
originally designed they were built over
five stages to cater for a number of
students in excess of 1 400. In the years
since the development of the faculty
plans-that is, schools which were built
in the early 1970s; Wanneroo, I think,
was built in 1974-1975-the decision
was made-
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Mr Thompson: We preferred the short
answer.

Mrs Watkins: I prefer the long answer.
Mr PEARCE: The member prefers the long

answer, and she is asking the question.
The decision was made by the Education
Department or by the previous Govern-
ment-I do not know which made the
decision-that stage 5 of the faculty plan
high school would not be completed.
That decision affected all schools in that
category. Lynwood High School is cer-
tainly one at which no stage 5 is to be
built. At an earlier point there were
probably concept plans to build that
stage. The number of students going into
-these schools was considerably less than
the number for which the schools were
designed. However, the individual needs
in respect to Wanneroo will be taken into
account. If the number of students and
the facilities at the school require ad-
ditional consideration to be given for
buildings, that consideration will be
given in the normal way but not in the
context of the building of stage 5.

ENERGY: FUEL
Import Parity Pricing Policy

847. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Premier:
Does the State Government support the
continuance of the oil import parity
pricing policy of the Federal Govern-
ment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question gives me the opportunity
to refer to a Press statement that the
Minister for Transport is about to dis-
tribute. I will ensure that the member for
East Melville receives a copy of that
statement.
The statement expresses the Govern-
ment's grave concern at the results of the
present import parity pricing mechan-
ism. Those results are reflected in rising
prices, particularly fuel prices. I have
been in touch already with the Prime
Minister and have indicated our concern
at the immediate past rises and the pro-
spective increases in May in the price of
fuel as a result of the present pricing
policy.
The Minister for Transport has returned
to the Chamber and I will take this op-
portunity to read his statement for the

edification of the House. It reads as fol-
lows--

The Minister for Transport, Mr
Grill, today expressed his concern at
the current impact on the import
parity pricing policy for crude oil on
transport costs.
He was responding to the Royal
Automobile Club's protest to the
Federal Government over their pol-
icy. The protest noted that petrol
price had risen by 2.5 cents per
litre so far this year and were
expected to rise another five or six
cents per litre in the next two
months. Mr Grill said the problem
had arisen because of the falling
Australian dollar relative to the
American dollar, the reference price
of Saudi Arabian light crude oil
against wbich the import parity
price is set and that is expressed in
American dollars.
Mr Grill, on behalf of the Govern-
ment supported the view of the
RAC that the import parity price
should reflect the price Australian
refiners would have to pay to import
comparable crude were it necessary
or correspondingly the value on
world markets of Australian crude.
Mr Grill continued to say that it
was by no means clear to the lay-
man that the present system of set-
ting import parity prices adequately
takes account of these requirements
in the situation of rapid currency
change.
Mr Grill said that the time was
right for the mechanism to be
reappraised.

Mr Grill then went on to compliment his
Government on some of the steps that
have been taken to reduce transport
costs. I will not read them to the House
because I am sure the hontourable mem-
ber is convinced.

Mr Bradshaw: They are a joke.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why are they?
Mr Bradshaw: You have not done anything.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the member for

Murray-Wellington want the Govern-
ment to abandon the grain freight agree-
ment?

Mr Bradshaw: No.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is that a good thing
that the Government did and that the
Opposition wants to keep?

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: By the time the mem-
ber for Dale left, even the kids' trains
were not running. That is how good the
member for Dale was. He and Ronald
Biggs are the greatest train robbers the
State has ever seen.

To refer back to the question: I think
that illustrates the attitude we are
taking. It is an attitude that has been
reinforced or underlined by the
approaches I have made to the Prime
Minister and that approach expresses the
Government's concern about the pro-
spective and immediate past increases in
the price of fuel.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Promotions: Meeting

848. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:

Will the Minister, as a matter of ur-
gency, agree to meet with representati ves
of the Primary Principals Association in
order to discuss proposed promotional
arrangements before the final drafting of
the regulations which, as he has just
stated, have not been completed?

Mr PEARCE replied:

I receive many requests to meet depu-
tations and I very rarely refuse them.
However, that would have to be the most
extraordinary request for a deputation
that I have ever received.
Let me make it clear that despite the
Press publicity from the Primary
Principals Association I have had no rep-
resentations from it whatsoever. I
checked with my office this morning and
I have received no request for a depu-
tation from that association.

Mr Bradshaw: You have told it it is not al-
lowed to raise industrial matters.

Mr PEARCE: The association has not sought
a deputation to meet me.

Mr Brian Burke: You are contradicting one
another. One member opposite is saying
that it has approached the Minister and
the other member is saying that it has
not.

Mr Clarko: A member from the principals
association told me that a letter was sent
to the Minister and to Dr Vickery
requesting that you discuss this matter
with the association at one of its regional
meetings.

Mr PEARCE: That is a different question
altogether. I do not recall any request to
speak on that matter at any meeting. In
fact, I spoke to a group of principals at
lunch time today, and I will be speaking
to a regional group of principals in the
Bunbury area on Thursday morning.

The Primary Principals Association as
an association has not made any request
to me to meet a deputation to discuss the
matter, and neither has it sent me a let-
ter outlining its attitude about this mat-
ter.

If I receive a request from the associ-
ation I will consider it, but if the request
is coming through the member for
Karrinyup one must wonder at the mo-
tivation of the Primary Principals As-
sociation.

Mr Clarko: I am not asking on its behalf, but
I am asking will you?

Mr PEARCE: If I receive a request from the
association I will consider it.

It is the case, as the member for Murray-
Wellington said, that the proper group to
approach me-in-egard to industrial mat-
ters is the Teachers Union; and the
principals form a part of the union. It
has not been a practice of previous Min-
isters to discuss industrial matters with
the professional associations which are
formed by the primary principals, the
secondary principals, or the deputy
principals at primary or secondary level.

In fact, the Deputy Principals Associ-
ation has come out in support of the ar-
rangements. if I were to meet with that
association to receive its support I would
be canvassing a whole range of opinions
which have already been brought out in
the proper form; that is, at the Teachers
Union conference when an attitude was
formed by the teachers.

Nevertheless, if the Primary Principals
Association were to approach me, obvi-
ously I would give consideration to re-
ceiving a deputation from it.
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ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
"Future Directions: A boriginal Affairs"

849. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

Will the Government be adopting the
recommendations in the document
entitled "Future Directions: Aboriginal
Affairs"?

Mr WILSON replied:
In response to the member for
Kimberley, the answer is "No".
The document released by the WA Lib-
eral Party-Future Directions: Abor-
iginal Affairs"-relects little direction
and even less relevance to Aboriginal
people in this State.
The document is contradictory in that it
espouses a doctrine of non-discrimi-
nation yet it recommends the mainten-
ance of the present system of reserves for
Aboriginal people based on race.
Once the rhetoric of the party is removed
from the document, the principles of
land tenure it espouses are very similar
to those set out in the Government's land
legislation in that laws relating to access,
ownership, and use of land are to be the
same for all Australians.
The Liberal Party is endorsing a return
to a system of penal labour based on
secure training centres, focussed on pro-
ductive, primary, or other industries.
Perhaps we should also mention
"concentration camps"! The document
also seeks to overhaul mining royalty col-
lection provisions established under a
Liberal Government.
The document offers a series of ill-con-
sidered and rhetorical statements that
many Aboriginal people will find dis-
tasteful and paternalistic.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: JURIEN
Contract: Tenderer

850. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Works:

I refer to the awarding of the contract
for the construction of Jurien Harbour.

Bearing in mind that Simto Pty. Ltd.,
the only acceptable alternative tenderer
to the firm which was awarded the con-
tract for the Jurien Harbour works is a
company which involves the Caruso fam-
ily and which has had the benefit of 45
years' experience in heavy earthwork
contracts, including major harbour
works in Bunbury for the Government-

()Was it involved in discussions when
the tenders were being analysed
indicating it was being considered
for the job?

(2) How can the Minister now justify
his statement that the company was
not awarded the contract which had
the potential of saving the State a
minimum of $80 000 because it was
not experienced?

Mr McIVER replied:
(1) and (2) 1 cannot recall saying that it

was inexperienced. However, I refer the
member to my answer to the question
raised by the Leader of the Opposition
last week and if he reads my Press re-
lease, which was published in The West
Australian, I hope it will be self-explana-
tory why the contract was awarded to
the successful tenderer. In the past, when
the Government has issued contracts to
people who have not performed, the
Government has paid very heavily in-
deed. Only a matter Of 18 months ago
the breakwater at Jervois Bay suffered
severe storm damage and it cost the
Government several million dollars to re-
pair.
I offer the member for Kalamunda the
same privilege as I offer the Leader of
the Opposition; that is, if he requires an
accurate answer he should place the
question on notice.
When the Government issues contracts
involving such large sums of money it is
not a case of awarding it to the lowest
tenderer. The Government awards it to
the company who it knows will do the job
in a satisfactory manner.
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