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THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett) took the Chair
at 10.45 am., and read prayers.

FISHERIES: SALMON
Non-food Use: Petition

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [10.47 a.m.]: I
present a petition from 20 residents of Western
Australia in the following terms-

To the Honourable Speaker and Mem-
hers of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of W.A. in Parliament
assembled.

We the undersigned:
(1) Are greatly concerned that moves are

afoot to allow Professional Fishermen
the right to catch seven (7) tonnes
each of Australian Salmon (Arripis
Trutta) every year to be used as Pet
Food and Cray Bait.

(2) We are also alarmed that Salmon and
other species may be taken off the
FOOD FISH ONLY list.

(3) We ask the government to act now to
make sure that Salmon remains on the
FOOD FISH ONLY list, so as to con-
serve this fine fish for all future gener-
ations.

(4) Surely if recreational Anglers are
asked to abide by a Bag Limit of five
(5) Salmon only, then to have Pro-
fessional Fishermen slaughter salmon
by the Tonne for Pet Food and Cray
Bait is most unjust.

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

I certify this petition conforms to the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 4.)

BILLS (7): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

I . Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment
Bill.

2. Western Australian Treasury Corpor-
ation Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
Pearce (Leader of the House), and
read a first time.

3. Explosives and Dangerous Goods
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Parker (Minister for Minerals and
Energy), and read a first time.

4. Wheat Marketing Amendment Hill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Grill

(Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time.

5. Pearling Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Grill

(Minister for Fisheries), and read a
first time.

6. Housing Loan Guarantee 'Amendment
Bill.

Bill introduced, on . motion by Mr
Wilson (Minister for Housing), and
read a first time.

7. Litter Amendment Bill.
Hill introduced, on motion by Mr Carr

(Minister for Local Government),
and read a first time.

FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION AND
AUDIT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier)

[10.53 a.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Since the Financial Administration and Audit
Act was passed last year, other legislation has
been passed which created or abolished statu-
tory authorities, and it is appropriate that these
changes be recognised in that Act. Also since
then, and in anticipation of its operating from
I July, the opportunity has been taken to
further review the Act and as a consequence,
some areas have been identified where refine-
ments are warranted. In the light of these devel-
opments this Bill has been prepared to amend
the principal Act.

Recognition of the recently created or
abolished statutory authorities is achieved by
way of additions to, or deletions from, schedule
I of the Act.

Accordingly, the Bill proposes to add to
schedule I the following: The Authority for In-
tellectually Handicapped Persons; the Con-
struction Industry Long Service Leave Pay-
ment Board; the State Planning Commission;
the Burswood Park Hoard; the Western
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Australian Fire Brigade Disablement Benefits
Board; the Western Australian Fire Brigade
Superannuation Board; and the Western
Australian Meat Marketing Corporation.

The statutory authorities which the Bill pro-
poses to delete from schedule I comprise: The
Commissioner for Transport; the Distressed
Persons Relief Trust; the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority; and the Western
Australian Lamb Marketing Board.

In addition it is proposed that the Western
Australian Art Gallery Board be deleted and re-
included under its correct name-the Board of
the Art Gallery of Western Australia.

The review of the Act has revealed that the
administrative arrangements for reporting
which are to apply to departments and statu-
tory authorities, could not be applied to the
departments which constitute Parliament, the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrat-
ive Investigations and the Office of the Auditor
General. These bodies have been identified as
having a reporting responsibility direct to Par-
liament, rather than through a Minister, and an
appropriate mechanism is necessary to provide
for this different situation.

The Bill therefore proposes, through sched-
ule IA, to modify sections of the Act to facili-
tate a reporting function by an accountable
officer direct to Parliament instead of through
a Minister. However in all other respects the
modified sections follow closely the require-
ments imposed on departments and statutory
authorities, subject to the main body of the
Act.

Reporting by the departments of Parliament
and the Parliamentary Commissioner for Ad-
ministrative Investigations is provided for in
part 1, and the Office of the Auditor General in
part 11 of schedule IA.

The review of the principal Act has also
revealed that, in the areas which deal with re-
ceipt, banking, and investment of moneys, and
the custody and control of property, it would
be appropriate to introduce amendments to
provide added clarity and consistency.

Advice from the Crown Law Department is
that, as the Act now stands, there is uncertainty
in the areas concerned, as to whether public
moneys include moneys of a statutory auth-
ority and a similar doubt exists in regard to
public property. To ensure that, as intended in
the Act, statutory authorities are covered, the
Bill proposes amendments to the def initions in
section 3, which provide the necessary distinc-

tions between the money and property of the
State and a statutory authority.

As a consequence of the proposed new defi-
nitions, there is a need to introduce a number
of further amendments throughout the Act.
Most of these are merely flow-on changes of a
technical nature and include amendments to
division 1, Treasurer's accounts; division 3,
bank accounts; division 6, receipt of public
moneys; and division 8, investment of private
moneys.

The proposed amendments to sections 40
and 41 of division 8 are relatively more exten-
sive than the others of this type, however they
are necessary in order to make adequate pro-
vision for the prudent investment of moneys of
a statutory authority and other moneys, held by
the State or a statutory authority. Section 40 of
the existing Act, when coupled with the
definitional problems in respect of moneys, has
been found to be limited, in that it provides
only for the investment of moneys actually held
by the Treasurer.

A broader application was originally

Intended to allow statutory authorities power
to invest their own moneys and any private
funds held by them in the many cases where the
legislation of authorities is silent in this regard.

The Bill therefore, Proposes to restore the
original aim, by amending section 40 to make
it quite clear that the Treasurer may invest
such moneys held by him, or he may authorise
a statutory authority to do so in relation to
moneys in its custody.

The amendments proposed to section 41
flow from the widening of section 40 and
merely provide for the distribution of invest-
menit revenue under the broader circum-
stances.

The remainder of the amendments contained
in the Bill are of a minor nature serving to tidy
up the legislation and remove possible
ambiguities in some areas.

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

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

ACTS AMENDMENT (FINANCIAL
ADMINISTRATION AND AUDIT) BILL

Second Reading
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier)

[11.00 a.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.
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The Acts Amendment (Financial Admin-
istration and 'Audit) Bill 1986 is part of a legis-
lative package which is aimed at having every-
thing in place for the Financial Administration
and Audit Act to operate from I July this year.

Members will recall that in the last session,
legislation was passed to amend the Acts of
some 161 authorities which will become sub-
ject to the provisions of the Financial
Administration and Audit Act.

During the last session, legislation was also
passed creating six new bodies, and it is now
necessary that they be made subject to the re-
quirements of the Financial Administration
and Audit Act. The legislation involved
comprised-

the Authority for Intellectually Handi-
capped Persons Act;
the Construction Industry Portable Paid
Long Service Leave Act;
the Fire Brigades Superannuation Act;
the State Planning Commission Act;
the Taxi-Car Control Act; and
the Acts Amendment and Repeal
(Transport Co-ordination) Act.

This Bill therefore proposes to repeal the ac-
counting, audit and reporting provisions within
the legislation of the new bodies and make ap-
propriate amendments to provide the necessary
linkage to the Financial Administration and
Audit Act. The Bill also proposes amendments
to schedule I of the Acts Amendment
(Financial Administration and Audit) Act 1985
to take account of certain legislation which was
repealed in the last session of Parliament. The
Acts concerned were-

The Distressed Persons Relief Trust Act
1973;
the Health Education Council Act 1958;
the State Transport Co-ordination Act
1981;
the Taxi-Cars (Co-ordination and Control)
Act 1963; and,
the Transport Act 1966,

and it is therefore proposed to remove refer-
ence to them from the schedule.

Other measures in the Bill include-
(a) the provision of authority for the

Anzac Day Trust and the Grain Pool
of WA to continue to report on
financial year endings of 31 December
and 31 October respectively; and

(b) the repeal of a section in the Local
Government Superannuation Act
1980 to enable the Auditor General to
form an opinion in accordance with
Australian audit practices.

In the main, the Hill represents merely a
tidying-up exercise, and I commend it to the
House.

Debate adjourned,
MacKinnon (Deputy
sition).

on motion by Mr
Leader of the Oppo-

CONSTITUTION AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier)
[11.03 ai.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This legislation is designed to increase the size
of the Ministry to 1 7.

Mr Gordon Hill: Hear, hear!
Mr BRYCE: For the benefit of Hansard, that

was the Honorary Minister assisting the Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services.

As most members know, section 43 of the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act now limits
the size of the Ministry to 15 people. There is
nothing magical in this figure. On four pre-
vious occasions under conservative
Administrations the size of the Ministry has
been increased. On only one occasion has the
Ministry been increased under Labor.

As our State has developed, there has been a
growing awareness that its people are entitled
to know that their concerns are being given the
full attention they deserve. So, earlier this year
the Government appointed two honorary Min-
isters to assist Cabinet in the execution of its
duties and functions. This was not a revol-
utionary procedure.

The Previous Administration, both in 1975
and again in 1980, acknowledged the need for a
Ministry of a size which would adequately
serve the needs of the people.

The demands placed on Government by
today's society are becoming increasingly di-
verse. It is not possible to turn back the clock to
the days when Government told the com-
munity what to do without question.

We live in an age where electors demand-
and should receive-a far greater degree of ac-
countability from their elected representatives
than was the case when the State Constitution
was framed.
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This Government has attempted, with only
limited success, to provide for that change in
the public perception.

We have introduced pecuniary interest legis-
lation-and will do so again. We have taken
the accounting procedures of the Public Service
from the practices of the 1 900s to those
perceived to be needed going into the 2 1st cen-
tury. We have striven also to ensure that public
instrumentalities become far more account-
able.

The expansion of the Ministry can be seen
also as a response to those increasingly diverse
demands placed on Government. It is also a
recognition that the needs of remote areas
should not be subsumed under the ever increas-
ing demands of the more populated regions.

Members would know from their own experi-
ence that the demands and the tasks and
responsibilities expected of Government are
likely to increase rather than diminish.

The change of Administration in 1983
resulted in Executive Government taking on a
range of responsibilities which had been
ignored largely by previous Administrations.
The new portfolios created since February
1983 represent a change in emphasis and re-
flect the Government's concern for the well-
being of all Western Australians. An example is
the portfolio dealing specifically with the issues
and problems confronting people conducting
small businesses.

There is, as well, a whole range of existing
portfolios, some of which are new, and others
which, in the past, were included under the
umbrella of wider portfolio areas, and which
now warrant the more detailed and individual
attention of a responsible Minister.

I can say this is true of the whole range of
new portfolios-whether they are in the econ-
omic or social sphere. We have formed port-
folios of Defence Liaison,,The South West,
Women's Interests, Parliamentary and Elec-
toral Reform, Aboriginal Affairs, Communi-
cations, The Family, Budget Management, The
Aged, Employment and Training, Youth, and
Industry and Technology, and because of fortu-
itous circumstance the Government has found
it necessary to provide senior ministerial assist-
ance to assist those concerned with the defence
of the America's Cup.

Our State Constitution of nearly a century
ago provided for a responsible Ministry of only
six. But this serviced a population of only
184 000. The size of the Ministry has been
changed six times since then: to eight in 1927,

to 10 in 1950, to 12 in 1965, to 13 in 1975, and
to15 in 1980.

Today's Western Australian population is 1.4
million. Only 14 years from now it is expected
to reach 1.9 million. The State is growing at a
faster rate than all other States in the nation.

The first three years of this Government
have produced an increase in economic activ-
ity, population, and employment. There is no
doubt, as any elected member can demonstrate,
that as population grows demands on govern-
ment increase.

There is obviously a cost in increasing the
Ministry, but that cost is not as significant as
the higher financial burden placed on the com-
munity at large by increasing the size of the
Parliament.

During the last nine years of Liberal-Country
Party Administration, not only was the Minis-
try increased by three, which represented 25
per cent, but also the number of parliamen-
tarians was increased by 10-a far more costly
decision than the modest expansion of the
Ministry proposed by this Bill. Under those
circumstances, the reported attitude of the
Leader of the Opposition is, to say the least,
inconsistent with past actions.

Proposals by our Government to reduce the
number of parliamentarians have been at-
tacked strongly by the Opposition. If there is an
argument which says that because our popu-
lation is thinly spread throughout this, the
largest State of the Commonwealth, there
should be unequal representation in Parlia-
menit, how much more valid is the argument
that there should be an adequate number of
Ministers to service their needs?

Ministers are required often to spend many
hours travelling to the far-flung centres of
population, industry, or agriculture, to carry
out their ministerial duties and responsibilities.
The Government has recognised the needs of
rural Western Australia with three of the six
new Ministers representing electorates in which
rural and mining activities are carried out.

A reference to the paper that I seek leave to
table at the end of my remarks shows that it has
been necessary to provide for increases in the
size of the Executive in all States from time to
time. The paper shows also that neither the
proposed increase in the size of the Western
Australian Ministry nor the resultant total of
Ministers is disproportionately large compared
with other States.
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The decision to provide the community with
more Ministers was made after much serious
thought and consideration and against the
background of three years in Government. It is
my view that the appointment of two more
Ministers will place the Government in a better
position to respond to the growing, changing
and unique needs of the community, both
today and in the years ahead.

In summary, the purpose of this Bill is to
amend section 43 of the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act to increase the size of the
Ministry from 15 people to 17, for the reasons I
have outlined.

I commend the Bill to the House and seek
leave to table the list I referred to a moment
ago.

(See paper No. 15&)

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT

BILL

Second Reading

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for
Planning) [ 11. 14 ai.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The matters provided for in this Hill do not
constitute major changes to the present metro-
politan region scheme legislation, but they are
part of the Government's comprehensive pack-
age of initiatives for speeding up and improv-
ing the statutory planning process. Whereas it
is intended to complete a review of the three
present planning Acts as soon as possible, these
are changes which warrant earlier
implementation.

The principal proposal is to enable the State
Planning Commission to take early action to
terminate an amendment to the metropolitan
region scheme if, after considering the public
submissions relating to that amendment, the
commission believes the amendment should
not be proceeded with. At present there is no
provision in the Act whereby an amendment to
the scheme, once commenced, can be ter-
minated before it reaches the Governor.
Clearly this situation can result in much wasted
time and possible anxiety to owners when pub-
lic participation has already shown that a pro-
posal does not warrant further consideration.

The second proposal is to amend the pro-
cedures relating to amendments which are
minor or which do not constitute a substantial
alteration to the metropolitan region scheme so
as to make them more rational and more re-
sponsive to public submissions.

At present a minor amendment to the
scheme becomes effective as soon as the
Government Gazette notice of its public sub-
mission period is published. There is then a 60-
day period when aggrieved parties may appeal
and, on the Minister's deternination of such
appeals, the amendment may be cancelled,
modified, or continue to be in force.

Under the new provisions, persons who are
directly affected by the amendment are noti-
fied of it in writing. There is a minimum two-
month period in which submissions may be
made and the amendment only becomes effec-
tive if, after consideration of submissions, if
any, the Minister decides to approve it, or ap-
prove it subject to modifications. In addition,
provision is made for the Minister's appeal
committee to examine and report to him on the
submissions, whereas at present the com-
mission itself has responsibility.

Next, it is proposed to amend the Act in
relation to the payment of compensation for
land which has been reserved under the metro-
politan region scheme so that it is clear that
compensation for injurious affection is paid
only once to the person who is the owner at the
date of reservation when the land is first sold
following the date of reservation; or the person
who is the owner at the time when the respon-
sible authority refuses an application for devel-
opment on the land or rants permission sub-
ject to conditions which are unacceptable to the
owner.

At present there is uncertainty about claims
being able to be paid more than once in respect
of the same portion of land.

Finally, it is proposed to allow the Governor,
in setting the scale of fees for remuneration of
the Board of Valuers, to adopt the scale set by
the Land Valuers Licensing Board. The Board
of Valuers is the body which provides indepen-
dent valuations for land affected by the metro-
politan region scheme and it is appropriate that
the remuneration of its members be consistent
with the licence fee structure set by the
governing body which licences land valuers.

The Bill makes some needed changes to the
Act and I commend it to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarko.
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TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for
Planning) [I11. 19 a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Late last year, the Government brought dawn
legislation to establish the State Planning Com-
mission in place of the Planning Town Depart-
ment, the Town Planning Board, and the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority. Its
next major project in planning legislation will
be a review and consolidation of the present
three Acts governing planning in this Sate.
This project is already well under way by the
new commission.

In the meantime, the Government wishes to
legislate to speed up present planning pro-
cedures, principally in relation to the import-
ant function of subdivision control. Some
modifications which I am about to explain re-
sult from recommendations of the O'Meara
Committee of Inquiry into Statutory Planning
in Western Australia, and others come from the
land development industry itself.

Firstly, it is wished to modify a right of ap-
peal provision in the Act against a decision of a
planning authority where it is exercising dis-
cretionary powers. It is proposed that such
right of appeal will not be available if the de-
cision is one which relates to land reserved for
a public purpose under the planning scheme, as
long as the scheme makes provision for com-
pensation for injurious affection or acquisition
of affected land in lieu of compensation.

There is a need for such amendment, as
otherwise there will be the possibility of a de-
velopment being approved on appeal on land
reserved for a public purpose, and such devel-
opment having later to be acquired at ad-
ditional cost or resumed when the land is
subsequently required for the public purpose or
public work.

The next proposal relates to leases. In 1982
the Act was amended so that a lease wholly
within a building-for example, a shop within
a shopping centre-would not, if the period
was under 21 years, need approval.
Unfortunately it is frequently the case that such
leases include a right to use outside areas for
parking, loading, and unloading access. The
amendment is included so that these leases will
not, because of the appurtenant rights, need the
commission's approval.

Also in reference to leases, it is wished to
allow the commission to approve pro-farina
type lease agreements for use by organisations
such as those which provide aged persons'
housing. It will overcome the need for each
individual lifetime occupancy agreement to be
approved by the commission and will apply
only to the overall project on the terms speci-
fied in the pro-forma agreement.

Then there is an important amendment to
allow a plan of survey to go through the survey
examination and Office of Titles procedures
before the commission's final approval of the
subdivision so that lot titles can issue as soon
as possible after that final approval. This is
expected to result in considerable savings in
time and is supported by the land development
industry. As a matter of fact this idea was first
suggested to me and then developed by mem-
bers of the Western Australian Division of the
Institute of Surveyors. There will be a right of
appeal if the commission refuses approval of a
plan of survey under this new procedure.

The next amendment is also to facilitate
subdivisions. It is a new section to say that
approval by the commission for land to be
subdivided also constitutes planning approval
for construction of the roads within the
subdivision and construction of other necess-
ary works.

This is not to interfere with the powers of a
council under section 295 of the Local Govern-
ment Act to require the roads to be built ac-
cording to its specifications or to interfere in
any way with the present powers and functions
of any servicing authority. The intention is to
overcome the need for the subdivider to obtain
a separate planning approval before the works,
necessary to create the subdivision, can be
commenced.

Next, superfluous provisions relating to con-
sultations between the commision and the
Water Authority in relation to drainage and
irrigation districts are repealed. Present consul-
tation procedures are amended so the com-
mission can determine an application for
subdivision as soon as it has completed consul-
tations instead of having to wait a prescribed
period as under the present provisions. The
commission will be required to determine an
application within 90 days of receipt unless the
applicant agrees to an extension of time.

Also, if the applicant requests it within 28
days, the commission will be able to reconsider
a decision to refuse subdivision or any of its
conditions in the case of an approval. There
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will be a right of appeal if the commission takes
longer than 90 days to determine an appli-
cation or if the commission, having been
requested to reconsider a decision, is not pre-
pared to alter it. There is already a right of
appeal against subdivisional decisions so that
these new provisions may in fact reduce the
number of appeals rather than increase them.

There is a minor alteration of the provisions
relating to subdivision roads to overcome a
technicality whereby a later subdivider can
presently avoid reimbursing an earlier
subdivider for half the cost of a section of road
provided by that earlier subdivider if it is op-
posite a road junction.

A new clause is added to the first schedule of
the Act so that more specific provisions can be
included in town planning schemes regarding
tree preservation.

Mr Clarko: Hopefully not at Trigg!
Mr PEARCE: Possibly not.
At present schemes cannot protect specific

species or particular groups of trees and tend to
rely on indiscriminate controls.

Finally, the power of the Minister for Plan-
ning under section'295 of the Local Govern-
ment Act to approve roads of a lesser width
than 20 metres is delegated to the commission
unless the local authority is opposed to a moad
of reduced width when delegation is automati-
cally prevented and the decision remains with
the Minister.

This Bill introduces some most useful im-
provements to the overall planning and
subdivision process and I commend it to the
House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarke.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Local

Government) [11.22 a.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill seeks to amend the Local Government
Act in four areas; namely to provide an ex-
tended power for local governments to appoint
advisory committees, to include a new power
to re-broadcast television services, and to in-
clude minor amendments to the rating and
financial provisions.

In relation to the provision in the Local
Government Act to appoint advisory com-
nmittees, that power is currently limited to com-
mittees to advise on the provision and use of

facilities under the care, control, and manage-
ment of a council. It is desirable that this power
be extended to include all other situations
where a council may need advice on any matter
under consideration for decision by a council
and this Bill provides for such an amendment.

Following action taken by the Common-
wealth Government to provide for TV and
radio reception in remote areas through the
Aussat system, a large number of country coun-
cils have approached me seeking a specific
power to provide re-broadcasting facilities for
the benefit of their communities. This Bill con-
tains this new power and in addition will allow
local governments to impose a charge on
owners or occupiers of land to recover the cost
of the facility. Local governments would be
able to use this power if they consider it pro-
vides for a more appropriate method of pay-
ment than that resulting from rates based on
land valuations.

Members may remember that last year, at
about this time, amendments were made to the
Act to provide for the introduction of new ac-
counting directions for all local governments. It
has since been found necessary to make a num-
ber of further minor amendments to ensure
that all financial parts of the Act are in accord
with the new accrual system of accounting
provided in the new directions. The Bill seeks
to remove these discrepancies.

In addition, a new financial power has been
included to allow local governments to budget
for up to 10 per cent surplus or deficit of rate
revenue without the Minister's approval should
they so wish. This has been included as it is not
considered practical that councils should not
have some small latitude to provide for a sur-
plus or deficit when the need arises. This may
occur when there is unusually heavy capital
expediture incurred in one year which is to be
paid for out of funds in future years.
Alternatively, a council may wish to obtain
funds in advance to be used next year. This
could occur when a council wishes to use rate-
Payers' funds as working capital in the early
months of next year rather than borrow money
on overdraft. The need for working capital in
the early months before rates are paid has
always been a difficulty for local governments.

Members would be aware that during the
first term of this Government a number of sig-
nificant rating options were introduced for lo-
cal governments to give them some scope in
determining a rating system appropriate for the
local characteristics of their respective districts.
Two of these options have included schemes
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for the phasing-in of new valuations issued by
the Valuer General. Under the present require-
ments there is no specific provisions for the
phasing-in of interim values issued for rateable
land between revaluation years. This has meant
that marked differences have sometimes oc-
curred in the rates paid by the owners of like
properties because the phasing-in benefit can-
not be applied to properties issued with interim
valuations. The Bill provides the necessary ma-
chinery to phase in these valuations under sec-
tions 548A and 548B of the Act and also pro-
vides a validation for the Town of Albany in
respect of phasing-in action it has, taken under
section 548B.

I would point out to members that there is
some urgency in dealing with this Bill in the
Parliament as these financial and rating
amendments are intended to came into oper-
ation from 1 July 1986.

1 commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarko.

VALUATION OF LAND AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Local
Government) [11.28 am.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

As a result of amendments proposed to the
Local Government Act in respect of rating it
has been found necessary to make a minor con-
sequential amendment to the Valuation of
Land Act.

The change proposed to the rating provisions
of the Local Government Act is to include pro-
vision for the phasing-in of interim valuations
where a council has decided to use phasing-in
powers for the adoption of. new valuations in
its district. This will require the Valuer General
to provide these councils with appropriate no-
tional values for those properties issued with
new interim values.

It is, therefore, proposed that a new section
31A be added to give the Valuer General the
power to provide these values where they have
been requested by councils.

The Valuer General has indicated his sup-
part for the amendments in this Bill.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarke.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for

Minerals and Energy) [ 11.30 am.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill now before the House contains
amendments to the State Energy Commission
Act 1979 which came into force on 1 February
1980.

This Act confirmed the constitution of the
State Energy Commission which had come into
existence on I July 1975 as a result of the amal-
gamation of the Fuel and Power Commission
with the State Electricity Commission and con-
tains the powers and functions under which it
is able to deal with the complexity of its oper-
ations as the chief supplier of energy-in the
form of electricity and gas-throughout the
State. Only minor amendments have been
made to the 1979 Act since its inception.

In its election policy statements, the Govern-
ment undertook to examine the operations of
the Energy Commission, particularly in the
areas of energy policy, planning, and research,
and to establish a new body to take over those
functions. In accordance with the undertaking,
a review of the organisation and functional de-
tails has now been undertaken.

As a result, the Government has decided to
establish an office within the Public Service
and independent of the Energy Commission to
advise the Government on all matters relating
to energy policy and planning.

A review of the Solar Energy Research Insti-
tute has also been included in the process but it
is not proposed to deal with the question of
energy research or the part that the Solar En-
ergy Research Institute will play in such func-
tion at this time.

The Government also intends that, in future,
the commission will function as a utility
charged with responsibility for producing elec-
tricity and for the marketing and supply of
both electricity and gas.

The Energy Advisory Council, which is also
constituted under the 1979 Act, will be
disbanded and its functions taken over by the
new organisation. It is also the Government's
intention that, in future, strategic and non-
statutory committees will be established to
examine particular issues relating to energy
matters as and when they arise. It is believed
that such finite committees which will be re-
moved from the auspices of the commission
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will be more flexible and can be used to much
better practical advantage. However, the com-
mission will still retain the ability to form, of
its own volition, advisory committees under
the existing provisions of the 1979 Act.

In order to implement the Government's re-
quirements, it is clear that amendments have to
be made to the 1979 Act. It is considered that
this Bill will achieve those objectives and also
overcome other operational and technical diffi-
culties which have arisen in the implemen-
tation by the Energy Commission of the pro-
visions of the 1979 Act since it it came into
force.

I will now deal with the main features Of the
Bill. It is considered that the existing power of
the Minister to give directions to the com-
mission under section 10 of the Act is limited
and is restricted to giving directions as to mat-
ters of policy in a general sense. It is therefore
proposed to amend this section so that the
Minister will in future be able to give directi ons
in writing to the commission to carry out any
function in relation to which a power is con-
ferred on the commission.

It is considered essential that the Minister
has the ability to give such directions in order
that he can better perform his ministerial du-
ties and be able to control an Organisation for
which he is accountable in this House.

With regard to the operation of the Energy
Commission itself and in the interests of
increased efficiency, it is proposed that the
board of commissioners be restructured.

Members of this House will observe that the
proposed new board will be chaired by an inde-
pendent person who will be appointed by the
Governor for a period not exceeding three
years but who will be eligible for
reappointment. The other board members will
comprise the commissioner, who remains the
chief executive officer, not fewer than four as-
sociate commissioners and the deputy com-
missioners, of whom there shall be not more
than three.

Additional associate commissioners are to be
appointed in order to introduce expanded ex-
pertise in matters dealt with by the com-
mission, and to relieve the heavy burden now
placed upon the commissioner and present
deputy commissioner, it is proposed to appoint
not more than two new deputy commissioners.
Furthermore the existing limit on the number
of assistant commissioners who can be
appointed is to be removed so that a further
assistant commissioner can be appointed to

head the very important department of person-
nel and industrial relations within the com-
mission.

Sections 20-25 inclusive of the 1979 Act re-
lating to the constitution and functions of the
Energy Advisory Council are to be repealed as
these provisions will be redundant. Consequen-
tial amendments will also be necessary as a
result.

Section 67 of the 1979 Act which relates to
the circumventing of the commission's meters
is to be considerably revised in order to over-
come problems which have arisen for the com-
mission when prosecuting persons who have
allegedly interfered or tampered with the com-
mission's meters or service apparatus. The
commission has found that an increasing num-
her of alleged offenders are availing themselves
of legal loopholes which exist in the provisions
of section 67 as it now stands to avoid pqnish-
ment. I am sure that members of this House
will agree that such a situation cannot be al'
]owed to continue as the substantial loss of rev-
enue to the commission and the cost involved
in such cases have to be borne by the honest
members of the community. Therefore amend-
ments are contained in the Bill which it is con-
sidered will overcome the existing problems.

The SEC Act does not contain any restriction
on the unauthorised recording or release of
confidential information by the commission's
officers, servants, or agents, other than those
relating to information provided to the com-
mission under section 70 of that Act. The pro-
visions of the Public Service Act and regu-
lations were examined but were not considered
to be appropriate to a commercial concern such
as the SEC. The Bill therefore contains pro-
visions based upon the secrecy requirements
set out in the Companies Code, requirements
which are more relevant.

There is also a need to protect the com-
mission from the obligation to provide confi-
dential commercial or other information to ju-
dicial or quasijudicial proceedings in which the
commission is not directly involved, following
the service of a subpoena or court order upon
the commission or its officers. The Bill there-
fore includes a provision making it an offence
to release such information, except in the cir-
cumstances set out in the Bill.

The financial penalties that can be imposed
under the various provisions of the 1979 Act
have been revised and updated to bring them
into line with present-day standards.
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Members of the House will observe that the
remaining amendments contained in the Bill
relate to technical or operational matters and it
has been considered necassary to include these
to enable the commission to operate in a more
effective manner and also to remove legal
doubts which exist at present as to the in-
terpretation or effect of the existing provision.

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

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

BUILDERS' REGISTRATION
AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading
MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister for

Consumer Affairs) 1 11.36 a.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The-purpose of this Bill is substantially to ef-
fect amendments to the Builder's Registration
Act to enable the jurisdiction of the Builders'
Registration Board to extend into six country
districts.

The extension of the jurisdiction of the board
will provide protection for new home buyers
and builders in the regions to be covered.

The role of the Builders' Registration Board
in registering builders and in ensuring and pro-
moting a high standard of building Work is a
significant one and enjoys the full support of
the building industry and consumer groups.

It is only natural that the jurisdiction of the
board and the protections offered to metropoli-
tan consumers should be extended into country
regions and provide a means Of Creating stab-
ility within the building industry in those areas
and ensuring the competence of builders.

It will also ensure that consumers are prop-
erly protected against faulty and unsatisfactory
building work by reason of the powers vested in
the Builders' Registration Board to order
rectification of faulty or unsatisfactory work.

This Bill extends the geographical region of
the Builders' Registration Board to the City of
Bunbury and the Shires of Busselton, Collie,
Dardanup, Harvey, and Murray and, as a re-
sult, will require the registration of builders
carrying on the business of a builder within
those shires' geographical limitations.

As a result of a decision made to extend the
jurisdiction of the board into those areas, the
inquiries of the board itself have brought to
light a number of difficulties perceived in this
extension. It has become apparent that while it

is the Government's intention not to prohibit
bona fide builders now currently operating
within the area, certain difficulties in relation
to qualifications for registration may arise.
This may particularly occur where persons seek
registration not by reason of formal qualifi-
cations, having passed the prescribed examin-
ation which is now the most current method for
registration in the Perth metropolitan region,
but by relying upon experience gained outside
the board's jurisdiction as the basis for qualifi-
cation.

In examining this proposed extension, it is
important to preserve the integrity of regis-
tration and to maintain high standards of com-
petence for builders. At the same time, the
Government does not wish to unduly fetter the
registration of builders in country areas. As
well, it does not wish to impose unreasonable
restraints on competition.

Accordingly, it is proposed that when a per-
son seeks to gain registration based upon ex-
perience which was obtained in an area outside
the board's jurisdiction, the board will be able
to impose conditions on that grant of regis-
tration.

It is currently proposed that the nature of
these conditions could extend to imposing geo-
graphical limits on registration, the type of
building construction that may be engaged in,
and the number of building projects which
might be engaged in at any one time, with the
power of the board to monitor these conditions
by the provision of returns.

It is envisaged that where conditions are
imposed, progress of the builder will be
monitored to ensure that the standard required
for registration is achieved and maintained
with such conditions being ultimately removed.

It has also become apparent that the require-
ments contained in section 10 which relate to
the residential qualifications for a person ap-
plying for registration upon the grounds of ex-
perience gained outside the board's jurisdiction
are totally inappropriate. They would require a
person to certify that on 2 February 1962 he
was not a resident of the Perth metropolitan
area as it was at that time and to which the
board's jurisdiction then applied, given that
persons seeking qualification may not have
been born at that stage or that persons then
resident in Perth may have moved into the
south-west region to which this legislation is
proposed to apply, it is considered that this
Provision should be removed. It is now out-
moded.
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The Government is also cognisant that
special circumstances may apply to building
within country areas and as a result proposes
that the board should be expanded to include a
person who is qualified to represent the
interests of registered builders trading in areas
other than the metropolitan area. This will en-
sure that the interests of country builders are
preserved in the operation of the legislation
relating to registration and in connection with
orders for rectification.

The Act will apply only to building work
commenced after the commencement of the
legislation and the board's powers will be lim-
ited to making orders in respect of building
work that commenced after the Act has been
proclaimed.

A further administrative amendment is also
proposed to section 4A to enable delegation of
authority under that section to the Com-
missioner for Consumer Affairs. This section
deals with dispensations relating to owner-
builders. The amendment is proposed because
of the increasingly high volume of applications
which have been made since the section came
into force and is seen as a means of speeding up
the administrative process involved in con-
sidering such applications.

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

ACTS AMENDMENT (OCCUPATIONAL
HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE) BILL

Second Reading
MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands-Min-

ister for Industrial Relations) [11.43 a.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill has been introduced to remove from
Statute the necessity for the Construction
Safety Advisory Board, the Factory Welfare
Board, and the Machinery Safety Advisory
Board.

The above-mentioned boards are established
under the auspices of the Construction Safety
Act 1972-78, Factories and Shops Act 1963-75
and Machinery Safety Act 1974-82, respect-
ively. The principal aim and objectives of the
three boards, as constituted, is to investigate
and make recommendations to the responsible
Minister with regard to all measures necessary
for securing the safety and health of employees
in the workplace. These functions are now be-
ing performed by the Commission for
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare estab-
lished following the Promulgation of the

Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act
1984.

The principal objectives of that Act are: To
promote and secure the health, safety and wel-
fare of persons at work; and, to protect persons
at work against risks to health and safety.

The commission, comprising Government,
Trades and Labor Council, Confederation of
WA Industry, and expert representatives, also
has the function of making recommendations
to the responsible Minister on any matters in
respect of the above objectives. As such this
move is seen as a rationalisation of adminis-
trative functions in this area which will avoid
the duplication of reporting functions to me
and provide for better utilisation of resources.

It is intended for the boards to be
reconstituted as advisory committees to the
commission to ensure a continuity of expert
advice on matters affecting the various indus-
try Sectors these boards represent. The Tripar-.
tite Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare
Commission endorsed this approach on 2
October 1985.

1 commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Thompson.

GENERAL INSURANCE BROKERS AND
AGENTS ACT REPEAL BILL

Second Reading
MR W11SON (Nollamara-Minister for

Consumer Affairs) [ 11.46 am.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

In 1984 the Commonwealth Government
passed the Insurance (Agents and Brokers) Act
which provided for control of the insurance
broking industry and insurance intermediaries.
That Act has now been substantially
proclaimed from I January 1986, although
numerous provisions have been operative since
25 June 1984.

During that period the State General In-
surance Brokers and Agents Act continued to
operate for the purpose of licensing insurance
brokers and for the registration of insurance
agents.

Advice has been received which indicates
that the constitutional effect of the procla-
mation of the Commonwealth Act leaves intact
only the shell of the State Act, although it
would continue to provide for registration of
insurance agents.
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There are also a number of inconsistencies
between the State and the Commonwealth Acts
which render the State Act inoperative in a sub-
stantial way.

The Commonwealth legislation effectively
regulates the activities of insurance brokers and
other insurance intermediaries. To continue
the operation of the State Act would therefore
only impose additional burdens and costs upon
insurance brokens and agents.

In view of the effective regulation of the in-
surance broking industry under the Common-
wealth legislation, it is desirable that the West-
ern Australian Act be repealed.

This Bill effects the repeal of the General
Insurance Brokers and Agents Act and provides
in respect of insurance agents a provision
which will enable the pro rala refund of regis-
tration fees which have been paid by insurance
agents for registration for a three-year period.

The Bill provides for the level of refund to be
prescribed. It is intended that the percentage
figure of refund be reflective of the vast num-
ber of insurance agents who last renewed their
registration in October 1984, and whose regis-
tration would otherwise expire in 1987.

This Bill reflects a clarification of the State
position and the recognition of the responsi-
bility of the Commonwealth role in insurance
matters through the passage of the Common-
wealth legislation.

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

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

TRANSPORT CO-ORDINATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister

for Agriculture) [ 11.50 a.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Members would be aware of the importance to
all West Australians of maintaining our road
system throughout the State. In a State as large
as Western Australia, with pant of our popu-
lation very thinly spread throughout the
country areas, the standard of our road system
for both the transport of goods and the mo-
bility of people is extremely important.

One of the Major methods of raising funds
for the maintenance of these road systems is
the issue of business franchise (petroleum
products) licences to oil companies carrying on

the business of wholesaling petroleum goods in
WA.

The fees collected from these licences are
based on a small annual fixed fee, together with
an amount per litre of wholesaled motor spirit
and diesel fuel.

Annual licences issued for the period July to
June each year attract fees based on the actual
sales that took place during the preceding as-
sessment period, April to March, each year.
This method of an annual fixed fee, plus a fee
based on previous sales, has worked well since
the introduction of these licences in 1979.

However, as a result of the rationalisation of
wholesaling petroleum products in WA by
some oil companies, the present system does
create an inequitable situation within the in-
dustry. Any rationalisation by these companies
in drastically reducing their sales in the forth-
coming licence period, or withdrawing from
the marketplace during the period of an annual
licence, will result in their Still paying fees
based on an historical sales period. These sales
would of course be much higher than the cur-
rent sales and, as a result, the company would
be placed in a very difficult situation. Con-
versely, if a company withdraws from the mar-
ketpiace prior to the issue of an annual licence
period commencing on I July in any year, the
revenue based on the preceding assessment
period, April to March, will not be passed on to
Government in the following licence period,
July to June. Naturally this would have a dra-
matic effect on maintaining our road pro-
gramme during that year.

To address such inequitable events, amend-
ments are proposed to the State Transport Co-
ordination Act to provide for the assessment
period of these licences and the actual licence
period to be brought closer together, as is the
case in the Eastern States.

For practical reasons, the licences will then
be issued monthly, with the assessment month
being that month two months earlier. In other
words, the licence fee for the month of July will
be based on sales volumes sold during the pre-
ceding May.

This amended procedure goes a long way in
addressing the problems that I have explained
in the current method of assessment and re-
tains the original principle of assessing fees, as
first introduced in this Act in 1979.

The proposed amendments will bring the
West Austraian licensing system into line with
that of Governments in the Eastern States,
which of course will be another benefit to the
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national oil companies that have centralised
their administration functions in one State.

I am sure members will agree that this pro-
posal is not only worthwhile in ensuring a con-
tinuity of road funds, but that it introduces also
an equitable solution to the existing legislation
to meet the changes brought about by the
rationalisation of the fuel industry.

Rationalisation by the oil companies is
ongoing. We have already seen Mobil Oil
Australia Ltd drastically reduce its involve-
ment in Western Australia and Esso Australia
Ltd has indicated that it intends to withdraw
from the marketplace at the end of this month.
No doubt there will be further rationalisation
within the industry throughout the various
States as these competitive companies jockey
for the best position.

The current legislation does not allow the oil
companies the flexibility of making such
rationalisation decisions on sound commercial
grounds. An oil company which withdrew from
the marketplace early in an annual licence
period would face paying a full year's licence
fee, yet only trade for a portion of that time.
Therefore the existing legislation encourages oil
companies to withdraw from wholesaling pet-
roleum products at the end of a licence period,
30 June.

Under the existing legislation, where an oil
company ceases business at 30 June, Govern-
ment is denied the new licence fee. The existing
procedure of licence fees, based on historical
sales, will not be shown in the sales figures of
other companies until the following April, and
it will not be passed on to Government until
the following licence period commencing July.

To protect the interests of this State, it is
essential that the current legislation be
amended to enable the uninterrupted flow of
revenue for road funding to ensure road works
programmes are maintained.

I commend this Bill to members as a most
essential and equitable amendment to the legis-
lation introduced by members opposite in
1979.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

MINING (VALIDATION AND
AMENDMENT) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 10 June.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [11.57 am.]: This
legislation was largely brought about by an ac-
tivity which was reported in The West
Australian of 7 January. If I read the first three
sentences of the report of the article, it will give
members an idea of exactly what initiated the
legislation. I quote-

A group of men has pegged mining
claims in the middle of one of Australia's
newest and biggest goldmines-the rich
Paddington pit owned by the Sydney-
based Pancontinental Mining.

The men pegged the mine, 34 km north
of Kalgoorlie, three seconds after the
stroke of midnight on New Year's Day.

They were staking a claim to about 19
hectares of the Paddington mine because
Pancontinental had apparently neglected
to renew a 21-year lease that came into
effect on January 1, 1965.

Subsequently, on 14 January, the Minister
indicated he would be moving to legislate,
firstly to ensure that Pancontinental Mining
Ltd did not lose its right to the mining lease for
that particular mine; and secondly, to remove
any doubts which may be contained within the
current legislation relating to his authority to
act in these cases.

What was interesting and surprising to me, of
course, was that the legislation then went on to
cover other companies, including Western
Collieries. I understand Western Collieries
Ltd's lease in fact covers a fairly large part of its
current mining lease in Collie.

So from the outset you can see, Mr Speaker,
that the legislation relates to some very import-
ant areas of Western Australia, and some im-
portant principles are involved.

I would like to indicate to the Minister, on
behalf of the Opposition, firstly our thanks for
giving us a prior confidential briefing about the
legislation before the Parliament met, and for
giving us the explanation requested at that time
in relation to it. At this stage I can say that we
will be giving our support to the Bill at the
second reading stage certainly, but we would
not be supporting the legislation at the Com-
mittee or third reading stages until such time as
we receive some satisfactory explanations of
the questions which I will raise in a moment.

As a consequence I would like to turn to the
first part of the legislation which relates to the
validation of the actions of the Minister in
renewing the mining leases for bath
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Pancontinental and the three other panics
listed in the Bill.

As an Opposition, as a general principle, we
have great hesitancy in agreeing to the passing
of retrospective legislation at any time. I am
sure members would understand that, bearing
in mind the mauling our party received par-
ticularly from the business community as a re-
suit of the retrospective tax legislation
introduced by our Federal colleagues, we are
doubly wary of passing that sont of legislation.
Hence, if we are to agree to any form of
retrospectivity, we must do so with full knowl-
edge of the reasons for that legislation.

As a consequence, when the Minister re-
sponds, we ask him, firstly, if possible to ex-
plain why in each case the companies failed to
renew their leases by the due dates. I am aware
of the position in respect of Pancontinental
Gold Mining Areas Ply Ltd. However, mem-
bers are entitled to receive an explanation in
that regard, particularly as the Government
seeks to overcome the problems which have
occur-red in each case because of the
companies' negligence or for whatever reason.

Therefore, in the first instance, would the
Minister explain why Pancontinental failed to
renew its lease? I should like a similar expla-
nation in respect of Charles Barton Cecil Jones,
the estate of Robert James Donovan, and
Western Collieries. Ltd. it is particularly im-
portant that we receive such an explanation in
respect of Western Collieries bearing in mind,
in economic terms, the size of its operation
compared to that of Pancontinental. The
Government owes members of Parliament,
particularly members of the Opposition, an ex-
planation of that sont, because we are being
asked to agree to the Minister's taking this sort
of retrospective action in respect of those
companies and individuals.

The second paint on which the Opposition
would like an explanation relates to the Minis-
ter's Press statement of 14 January which
contained the following comments on page
two-

With this in mind, I had to decide for
myself what the true legal position was. I
should stress that my decision is my own
and, in particular, is not made on the ad-
vice of the Solicitor-General.

Once again, I respect the Minister's right to
make decisions of that nature, but I would ap-
preciate it if he indicated the nature of the
advice given by the Solicitor General and
whether the Minister acted in accordance with

that advice. If he did not do so, why not? Mem-
bers of this place, in particular, members of the
Opposition, are entitled to have that infor-
mation bearing in mind the seriousness of the
case and the type of legislation we are being
asked to pass.

There is a third point on which I would like
the Minister to provide some explanation. Not
only the Opposition, but also the Parliament is
entitled to receive that information, particu-
larly in view of the fact that members are not as
conversant with the Act as is the Minister or
his advisers. Only two or three members on
this side of the House may have some better
knowledge of this matter than does the Minis-
ter or, indeed, than 1.

Firstly, I ask the Minister what is different
about this case from what was published at the
time by Geoffrey Hull of Norseman Gold. Per-
haps the Minister will say the difference related
to timing and, if that is the case, I ask him what
sont of time limits will be brought to bear in
these cases.

Secondly, why did the Minister not take
some action in relation to the Westside Mine
case in respect of the Mt Seabrook talc deposit?
Although I have not made extensive inquiries,
it has been put to me separately by the panics
who are representing the peggers in this case
that it is very similar to the cases with which we
are dealing now, in that the Government
should have taken action, but did not. Again, I
would appreciate some explanation in that re-
gard.

Subject to the explanations provided by the
Minister, the Opposition will support the first
pant of the legislation containing the validation
clauses. We understand fully the problems
involved in situations such as those in which
Pancontinental and Western Collieries find
themselves. We do not believe it is reasonable
that such large investments should be placed at
risk because of, I assume-and this is the as-
pect on which we hope to obtain an expla-
nation-some inadvertent administrative er-
ror. Indeed, that part of the legislation received
rather wide support from members on this side
of the House, subject to receiving satisfactory
explanations from the Minister.

The second pan of the Bill underwent wide-
spread debate among our members. In particu-
lar, some of the Wording of the legislation is of
concern not only to me, but also to other Oppo-
sition members. We are concerned initially as
to why it is necessary for the Government to
legislate in such a sweeping manner in this case
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when it has been indicated by members of this
Parliament and others outside the House that,
if proper administrative procedures were estab-
lished, it would not be necessary to grant such
sweeping powers in the first place.

I shall expand on what I have said by giving
an example. It has been put to me that the
Mines Department does not, in the first in-
stance, issue any renewal notices to holders of
mining leases. I put it to you, Sir, that when our
drivers' licences are due to expire, we receive
renewal notices. Reminder notices are sent out
and we may then pay for the renewals. if we do
not do so, we receive further reminders, and if
we do not pay them we become unlicensed
drivers.

However, I am advised that is not the case in
respect of renewing mining leases. It has been
suggested that, rather than use a sledgehammer
to Crack a nut, we should implement proper
administrative procedures which will ensure
that, when mining leases are due for renewal,
those involved are issued with reminder no-
tices probably 30 days prior to the expiry date.

Mr Peter Dowding: What would that cost?
Mr MacKINNON: I am posing the question

to the Minister that this sort of thing should
not happen. The Minister for Industrial Re-
lations may well ask what such a procedure
would cost. However, alternatively the ques-
tion may be posed as to how much it would
cost Pancontinental or, indeed, Western
Australia, if the current course of action
continues.

Mr Peter Dowding: The issue is whether you
want bigger government or smaller govern-
ment.

Mr MacIJNNQN: it is surprising to say the
least that such an administrative procedure is
not in place and people in this House and
outside have raised that point.

I ask the Minister to explain why that cannot
happen. There may well be a satisfactory expla-
nation. Indeed, as the Minister for Industrial
Relations says, such a procedure may be wildly
expensive. However, given the advances in
technology which have occurred recently, I can-
not see why the necessary information could
not be fed into a computer which would then
automatically issue reminder notices. The
Mines Department records information in re-
spect of mining leases and whether they are due
for renewal. Surely it would not be too
administratively difficult or expensive to issue
reminder notices in respect of renewals of
leases.

The second point I raise relates to the second
part of clause 7 which deals with section I11I A,
I shall debate this issue in detail in Committee,
but I shall point out our concern to the Minis-
ter now in order that he may give us an expla-
nation of the wording of the clause when he
replies. I refer to proposed new subsection
(1) (b) of section II A. Before reading para-
graph (b) I point out to the Minister the word
"or" which appears at the end of paragraph (a).
Thus paragraph (b) miust be read in conjunc-
tion with paragraph (a).

The section would then read, if we include
proposed new subsection I (b)-

(1) Where an application is made for a
mining tenement but in respect of the
whole or any part of the land to which the
application relates-

(b) the Minister is satisfied on
reasonable rounds in the public
interest that-
(i) the land should not be

disturbed; or
The pant that really concerns us is the follow-
ing-

(ii) the application in question should not
be granted.

The Minister would know, as I do, now having
read the Act, that present section 11I IA is
worded basically in the same manner as
proposed new subsection (b), excluding that
small subparagraph (ii) which has been added.
We are concerned that, read in its broadest
sense, this would mean that the Minister could
be satisfied on reasonable grounds in the public
interest that the application of the interest
should not be granted. This means that any
application for any form of mining tenement
would not be granted, provided the Minister
was satisfied on reasonable grounds and in the
public interest, whatever they might be. In
other words, the Minister-as the section goes
on to say-may by notice served on the warden
to whom the application has been made, refuse
that application whether or not the application
has been heard by the warden. That seems to be
a significant change to the Mining Act.

We are not opposed to ministerial discretion,
something we included in many areas of the
Act when we were in Government. Again as a
person not experienced in these areas but as
someone who has read the Act and has dis-
cussed it with a few people in the community,
it seems to me that this section certainly is one
to which we would take exception unless we
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can find some other explanation of the reason
for its inclusion.

I also ask the Minister to indicate what the
industry's response has been to the legislation. I
understand it also received a copy of the legis-
lation only in the last day or so and I am not
aware that it has given an official response to
the Government. I have contacted both the
Chamber of Mines of WA and AMEC and both
indicated they had only just received a copy of
the legislation, and AMEC particularly
indicated concern about this last point I have
raised. I am interested to learn from the Minis-
ter when the industry was advised of the legis-
lation and particularly of this amendment, and
also whether he has received any response.

I take this opportunity to point out to the
Minister that times do change, and that is par-
ticularly so when we look at this type of legis-
lation. I am aware, as the Minister would be,
that the Afro-West Mining and Exploration Pty
Lid legislation which was introduced when we
were in Government did not relate precisely to
the same sort of facts but it did to the principle,
where the Government was required to im-
plement legislation in the interests of
maintaining a major project in this State. It is
interesting to recall that at that time the present
Premier, the Deputy Premier, and the Minister
for Agriculture were all Strongly opposed to
what they considered was the Government's
usurping of the rights of companies to pursue
their rights in courts. As we explained at that
time to the then Opposition, we accept the
need in certain cases for this sort of action to be
taken. Subject to the Minister's providing a sat-
isfactory answer on this occasion, we will ac-
cept the need for this legislation now. I am
pleased to see that members opposite, now in
Government, have taken a responsible attitude
to this matter, something which was niot the
case when they were in Opposition.

The final matter to which I refer and again
on which I would like an explanation from the
Minister relates to the whole question of secur-
ity within the Mines Department, a question
which was raised at the time of the
Pancontinental overpegging. I will refer briefly
to an article which appeared in the 20 January
1986 edition of Gold Gazette, which article
really summarises the position and highlights
our concern. The article is headed "Paddington
Affair: Privileged Information?" and reads as
follows-

The paddington pegging affair, which
has been well documented in the latest
issue of Australian Business, has raised

other matters not related to the Mining
Act.

One is the mounting innuendo about
some Mines Department people acting as
moles for pegging parties and companies, a
claim that has been passed on frequently as
third hand gossip to this writer.

In the Paddington case, a departmental
enquiry has indicated that prospector
Bierberg and tenement specialist Leith
Beal had made their own searches well
prior to the moonlight pegging raid, which
was executed with the help of surveyors J.
F. Mont who undertook previous work at
Paddington.

This does not allay speculation that
people in the Mines Department are feed-
ing iiiformation to companies on prospects
that may be vulnerable. Unfortunately, it
makes the entire staff uncomfortable and
there appear to be behind-the-scenes
moves to tidy up the problem.

There is evidence that a strong short sell-
ing campaign was attempted by one small
stockbroker, and amid recommendations
to make short selling legal it begs the ques-
tion of how ethical it is for people to ex-
ploit potential adversity and to perhaps
deliberately try and erode an operating
company's status. In this case the stock-
broker was responsible for spreading the
news that the centre of Paddington's pit
might be lost to a pegging raid about or
even before Pancontinental was aware it
had been overpegged.

I repeat that at the time of the Pancontinental
overpegging, we saw some Press comment on
it. I am aware also that my predecessor in the
shadow portfolio, IHon. Peter Jones who, was
the member for Narrogin, had made some
comment about this matter. I would like the
Minister to comment on what action, if any, he
has taken as a consequence of those reports. I
am aware of Press reports which indicated an
internal inquiry was undertaken and the Minis-
ter was satisfied that the matter had been
cleared up. Nevertheless I would like him to
take the opportunity of this debate to clear up
the matter and to explain the nature of the
inquiry, how extensive it was, whether it
unearthed any examples of privileged infor-
mation being purveyed to outside pantics, and
whether the people involved had action taken
against them. This is a serious matter, which I
am sure the Minister acknowledges; I am sure
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he is aware of the seriousness of the potential
for infornation to be passed out in that way.

Our concerns were raised at the time not just
by our spokesman but by others was well. An
article in the Mining Monthly for April 1986
was brought to my attention recently. The
article was headed "Spinifex". I do nor know
whether the Minister has seen the article, but
certainly it caused me some concern. I made
some inquiries of the proprietors of the maga-
zine who assured me that, while the article was
written in a humorous vein, the facts by and
large were true. If that is the case the article
requires some comment from the Minister,
who might indicate whether an investigation
into the article has been carried out.

The article alleges that a group of people got
a female employee of a warden's off ice rather
inebriated and took advantage of her state
to gain certain confidential information
contained in the offices of the warden. I am not
aware of the specific detail, and while the
article is written in a lighthearted vein, I guess
to protect the owners of the magazine from
prosecution should they have been making
wildly exaggerated claims, I believe the matter
to be serious enough for the Minister to indi-
cate whether he has made inquiries into the
substance of the article. We need to know
whether any action has been taken to ensure
that the security of documents contained in the
offices of wardens is protected.

Again I indicate that we will be happy to
support the legislation at the second reading if
the Minister responds to the questions we have
raised, particularly those relating to the legis-
lation and specifically about the clause I
mentioned which we really do have some con-
cern about. Unless we receive satisfactory ex-
planations we will have to oppose the legis-
lation.

MR LIGHTFOOT (Murchison-Eyre) [12.20
p.m.]: I also have some apprehension about the
retrospect ivity of the proposed amendment.
Enacting such legislation at a time when we are
smarting from retrospective legislation that
encompasses a much wider realm than that
proposed by this legislation should not sit well
with any member or this House.

I also have some concern about what appears
to be an extension of the Minister's power. It
would be fair to say that we do not need to fear
giving added power to a good Minister and a
good Government, but giving added power to a
Minister and a Government which are not seen
perhaps in that light creates some uneasiness

within me and, I am sure, within the
hardworking people of my electorate.

I wonder if the open pit of Pancontinental
had been owned by a prospector and the
reverse situation had occurred and
Pancontinental had come in and legally pegged
an area over the pit that was at the time of
pegging indisputably Crown land, would the
Government have been SO eager to act to pro-
tect the interests of the prospectors?

I trust th at in su pporti ng th e fi rst panr of this
Bill the House, and especially the Goverrnment,
keeps in mind the consistency needed not only
to protect a company whose activities are
indisputably to the benefit of the goldfields, but
also looks to protect the smaller prospector, the
person who, on almost every occasion has
found and has been responsible for the genesis
of these mines.

[ recall the inconsistency that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition mentioned in regard
to the Mt Seabrook talc deposit situation
where, notwithstanding the considerable ex-
pense of machinery, etc., that was on this lease
near Meekatharra, it was not found for the
people whose lease had expired and who were
working the mine. I think the case is still going
on and I do not think there is a clear title yet.
The situation has continued for some years. If
this proposed retrospective legislation were
used in that case, I am sure that the owners of
the Mt Seabrook deposit would have retained
their lease, and there would have been em ploy-
ment in Meekatharra, whereas, many hundreds
of thousands of dollars were lost, I do trust that
the inconsistency which has been port rayed
over the last few years will be diminished with
the introduction of this Bill.

I am also at some small loss to understand
why a deposit of this nature-and on which I
believe some $40 million had been spent-the
owners, Pancontinental, did not at any time
approach Wingate, who came in after midnight
on 31 December and who tried to negotiate a
deal with the peggers. It was well known by the
Pancontinental people that when the lease ex-
pired it would become Crown land, and I won-
der why the Pancontinental people felt so con-
fident that they did not have to approach the
people who pegged the site.

I repeat: the area of the open pit was a
substantially larger area than the area of the
lease which had expired and which was pegged
by Wingate. Wingate pegged the heart of this
area, and the heart of it was crucial to the
working of the whole open-cut operation. It
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meant, in fact, that the men were stood down
and the mine was shut down completely for
several days, as I recall. So the mine could not
continue to operate while this matter was being
disputed.

I repeat that there needs to be some clarifi-
cation of the reason that Pancontinental felt so
confident in retaining the lease and in fact
could almost foresee its outcome and why it
did not approach Wingate and work out some
sort of deal. It is my understanding that
Wingate may have been very receptive to such
a deal.

Mr Pearce: Yes, they were. They were asking
for $1.25 million; that is how receptive they
were to it.

Mr LIOHTFOOT: If I may continue? I do
feel that there needs to be some equity of re-
demption with respect to the expiration of
these licenses. I think one member mentioned
that a provision for a period of 14 days has
merit. I think another member interjected to
say something about the cost. Of course these
matters cost money. This situation could have
cost many millions of dollars and I do not think
that member would have the temerity to
suggest that the sending out of notices will cost
many millions of dollars. I would be quite
happy for a fee of $l, $2, or $5 to be placed on
applications for these leases when first applied
for in order to cover the cost of renewal. No-
tices already are sent out in regard to vehicle
licensing, insurance policies, etc.
The redemptive period that applies after the
expiration of a lease .is certainly a matter that
Pancontinental could have taken advantage of
in this case.

I find mitigating circumstances apply in
Pancontinental's case. Of course, as I said
earlier, I have no disagreement with the de-
cision to reinstate the lease to Pancontinental
because of its broad interests in the goldfields.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorie-Minister for
Health) [12.28 p.m.]: I have a particular
interest in this matter, and one reason is that
the Pancontinental goldmine was the first new
gold mine which was opened in the electorate
of Kalgoorlie, as opposed to the electorate of
Esperance-Dundas, for many years. Having
attended the opening of the goldmine and
having taken a very real interest in the project
from the beginning, I was certainly keen to en-
sure that the Government gave complete sup-
port to the owners, Pancontinental, and, more
particularly, to the people who worked for
Pancontinental and relied on that employment
for their incomes, and to ensure that that

goldmine would continue to operate despite the
midnight peggers. Some 120 jobs are involved
in this project, together with an investment of
$40 million which the member for Murchisona-
Eyre has referred to, and this mine is very im-
portant to the local community.

I was therefore very supportive of the roles
taken in this matter by the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy and by the previous Oppo-
sit ion shadow spokesman, Mr Peter Jones.

One matter mentioned recently by both the
member for Murchison-Eyre and the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is the question of
renewal notices, and that matter has certainly
been raised with me by prospectors in the gold-
fields area and by other people. I understand
that renewal notices were sent out in the past.
It is not really a very expensive exercise-I
admit that.

Mr Watt: You had better tell your ministerial
colleague sitting next to you.

Mr TAYLOR: At the same time I point out
that when renewal notices were sent out and
something happened to go wrong, let us say a
company may not have renewed its lease, it
often blamed Australia Post or the Mines De-
partment for not having received the renewal
notice.

So we were back where we started- It would
seem to me to be very simple in this computer
age to have a bring-up system for renewals
which, of course, is what Pancontinental had,
but it did not work in this case. It was
Pancontinental's responsibility, as it should be
the responsibility of any other person or organ-
isation with a particularly valuable asset, to
make sure that it renewed the lease for that
asset. That is something Pancoritinental should
have done and it is something everyone can do.
I have a bring-up system in my office, and it
works, and it should work with every other
organisalion. I see no reason whatsoever why
they should come whingeing to the Govern-
mnent to pick up a responsibility which is theirs
in every way.

At the same time I recognised that as
Panconfinental had made a simple mistake I
was not prepared to see the likes of Wingate
take over this mine. At the invitation of the
owners of the mine I went out there to look at
the situation and to see what land had been
pegged. These people had pegged in the middle
of the large open pit at Pancontinental. The
only way they could have mined that gold de-
posit was to bring in Chinook helicopters and
take it out by helicopter. There was no way in
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the world they could have got their trucks or
mining equipment in there to mine the ore
body because the area around the land they
pegged was held by Pancontinental.

They were having a big try-on, and I am
surprised to hear the member for Murchison-
Eyre suggest that Pancontinental should have
gone to those people and tried to work out a
deal. The Minister interjected and said the deal
was to get back what Pancontinental already
had for $ 1.25 million. That is what they wanted
for it, and they knew also they could never
mine the deposit. They were there to see what
they could get out of it.

Mr Lightfoot: They had access to it-.
Mr TAYLOR: They did not have access to it.

1 went out there and looked at the situation and
discussed it with the people involved.

Mr Lightfoot: They had access across the
land.

Mr TAYLOR: No, they did not have access
across the lease. The member should know bet-
ter than that because he has been involved in
the mining industry.

To show how much courage these particular
people had, they have never revealed who was
involved. They did not stand up and say, "We
are the people behind this company, and we are
prepared to show our faces and to show what
we are made of". That is what they are made
of! To this day I certainly do not know who was
involved; I suppose some other people
involved in the mining industry may know.
They have never made public who was
involved and who was behind that particular
nominee company.

Mr Watt: Is that not available from the Cor-
porate Affairs Office?

Mr TAYLOR; No. One can only obtain the
nominee ownership and the nominee directors.
One cannot find who is actually behind the
operation. I have never been able to find out
who was involved.

Mr MacKinnon: Have you tried?
Mr TAYLOR: Yes, I have.
I should also mention the question of small

prospectors and where they fit into this Bill.
The Minister should be congratulated because
having looked at the contents of the Bill before
the House I know that one of those small pros-
pectors has been looked after. I refer to Bant
Jones who is about 86 or 87, and is a well
known character in the mining and pastoral
industries in Kalgoorlie. He faced a similar

problem, and the Minister has coped with his
problem in this legislation.

There is no question in my mind of any
apprehension as to the retrospective nature of
this legislation. The Minister made it quite
clear, and the Opposition at the time made it
clear that they would support retrospective
legislation, and the people who went into this
exercise to get what they could out of
Pancontinental have had it made clear to them
that they would not see any benefit from the
exercise they engaged in.

I take this opportunity to sincerely congratu-
late the Minister for Minerals and Energy on
the strong stance he has taken. He has shown
those sorts of people what they can expect from
our Government if they indulge in these tac-
tics. His is an action that has been applauded
by people throughout the eastern goldields
who believe that Pancontinental made a
substantial investment in jobs and of money in
our region, and they have the backing of this
Government and of this Minister.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [12.35 p.m.]: The
National Party supports this measure.

When we saw the announcement about the
area to which most members relate part 2 of
the BiLl-the Pancontinental goldmining
area-we originally thought that as it was be-
fore the Supreme Court there was every reason
for it to remain there and be determined by the
court itself. However, I was fortunate enough
to have the Minister make himself and his
senior officers available to discuss this measure
and why the decision was being made by the
Government to validate the leases and then to
amend the Mining Act to put beyond doubt
similar leases that were held.

After that briefing I am perfectly satisfied
that the action of the Government is the proper
course to take. I thank the Minister for making
himself and his staff available, and reiterate
that the National Party supports the measure.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [12.36 p.mn.]: I thank
members opposite and my colleague the Minis-
ter for Health for their contributions to this
debate, and in particular for the general sup-
port that has been evidenced-complete in the
case of the National Party, and second reading
support in the case of the Liberal Party.

I would like to take the opportunity of
answering the queries raised both by the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition and the member
for Murchison-Eyre, and also to deal with some
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of the other issues that were part of this appli-
cation.

Firstly, I reiterate what I said in the Press
statement to which the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has referred, that I believed at the
time, and still believe, that there is every legal
reason I could take the action I did. Yesterday
in another instance the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition referred to the fact that I had had a
number of legal opinions including one from a
barrister on whom his leader relies in another
matter. I think from memory I had opinions
from four private QCs and the Solicitor Gen-
eral, and a couple of other lawyers had written
to me with their views. Interestingly enough in
this case we had the two authors of the text-
book on mining law in this State; Michael
Hunt, one of the co-authors, was on the
Wingate side, and Michael Lewis the other
co-author, was on the Pancontinental side.

It is clear there was considerable disagree-
ment among the legal fraternity as to precisely
what was the law on the matter. I read all those
opinions and spent a whole weekend going
through the opinions and the files, and finally
made the decision that I had the power to
renew the leases.

It is important to note what would have
happened had I not decided that and had I
decided instead that I should introduce legis-
lation to prospectively grant the leases to
Pancontinental. I might say that that was the
advice of the Solicitor General, to answer the
question raised by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. The Solicitor General said to me
that his legal advice as a lawyer was that I
should do what was safest in the matter and
hold everything up and not grant the lease. I
should make sure that the warden did not con-
sider any PL or ML applications before him
until the Parliament sat and I put forward legis-
lation to Parliament to grant the leases to
Pan con tin en tal.

In the meantime, no-one would have had the
leases, and nothing would have happened on
the site. That is precisely why I did not do that,
together with the fact that I believed-

Mr MacKinnon: The Solicitor General was
saying you should do it with the legislation in
the Parliament, and the legislation would have
been the same as now but the leases would not
have been issued?

Mr PARKER: That is right. That was essen-
tiaily his view, and it is a legalistic view. He is
the Solicitor General, and he has a certain
status. He wanted to make it clear to me that

that was his view about the proper legal course,
and I think he felt he had his legal reputation to
protect. I think he wanted to make it clear that
if I disagreed with his legal view, which I ended
up doing, and a number of lawyers also did, his
legal reputation was not besmirched in the
sense that he had not recommended along
those ines.

Mr MacKinnon: Did the Solicitor General
then agree that you had the power to do what
you did?

Mr PARKER: The Solicitor General was one
of six or seven varying opinions to the effect
that I did not have the power to do what I did.
As was pointed out, Mr Williams QC, Mr
Heenan QC and Mr McCusker QC believed
that I did have that power. It depends very
much on whose view one took.

Mr Taylor: The Solicitor General is not
always right.

Mr PARKER: That is right. That is the point
about opinions from lawyers. If we have 10
QCs, we will have I I opinions. On the question
of legality it is interesting to note that when
Wingate decided to take action against my de-
cision in the Supreme Court and we sent the
file to a different section of the Crown Law
Department, Crown counsel was firmly of the
opinion that what I had done was right and was
concerned that we should go about it in this
way, not because he thought the legislation was
wrong, but because he was looking forward to
the argument in the Supreme Court. He was
wanting to get his teeth into it because he be-
lieved there was no doubt that we would win it.
That example shows that it is very difficult to
judge these things.

Had I taken that advice and played safe-
and I could have done so because no-one would
have criticised me-no mining operations
would have taken place in that area from 3 or 4
January until this legislation passed this Parlia-
menit. That would have meant, as the Minister
for Health said, that 120 workers would have
had to be stood down and the operation could
not have continued because such action on my
part would have required no leases to be out-
standing. The Minister for Health also pointed
out that the spokesman at the time indicated
his support for the course of action I ultimately
pursued.

I now turn to the specific questions asked of
me by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
The first point relates to why, in each case, the
companies failed to renew their leases.
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The House should have a brief understand-
ing of the situation. Both the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and the Leader of the National
Party have been given more details by the Par-
liamentary Counsel of some of the problems
associated with the changeover from the 1904
Act to the 1978 Act. The 1904 Act had
operated for many years and had been
amended on many occasions. Some of the
problems were considered as amendments and
some had arisen here and in the Legislative
Council as a result of concern from the gold-
fields.

When the 1978 Bill came forward many
members in this House will recall that it was
subject to a great deal of debate and contro-
versy. The Bill was amended twice before the
Government of the day could get its own mem-
bers to support it sufficiently to enable it to be
proclaimed and to get the regulations
operating. Even in the final analysis there was
some feeling that the regulations might be
disallowed. There was some last-minute
bargaining.

Mr MacKinnon: I think the member for
South Perth has a vague recollection.

Mr PARKER: I think he would have a clear
understanding of the way the Matter
proceeded. We had an Act which, to put it
mildly, was a bit of a hotchpotch when it finally
came into operation. We had some 37 or 39
different mining leases under the Act. We
changed that by creating one type of mining
lease. There were a number of different. forms
of tenement available under the old Act, and
provision was made for only four or five differ-
ent types of tenement altogether. One had a
huge range of possibilities and unfortunately
not everything could be foreseen. It is a
complex area of the law and an area where the
diversity of the industry itself, the people in the
industry, and the nature of the tenements
meant that it was almost impossible to over-
come all problems.

A transitional anomalies provision was put
into the legislation but it was not intended that
it apply to every circumstance. It was intended
to apply only to procedural difficulties. It has
been clearly put to me that those anomalies
provisions in the Act would not have been able
to be used in this case.

Under the 1904 Act every mining lease was
notionally deemed to commence operations on
I January preceding its award and extended to
21 years after its award. Under the old Act one
made application to renew one's lease after it

expired. Under the new Act the lease takes ef-
fect from the day, of its award and then
operates for 21 years from that date. This
means that instead of having leases expiring
every year on I January they will be expiring
literally on hundreds of different dates
throughout the year.

It is required under the Act that one make
application to renew the lease before it expires.
Understandably there is considerable con-
fusion. In the case of Pancontinental, the
people from whom they purchased the lease
had originally been ranted it in about October
1965. The land people in Pancontinental were
looking at the lease.

The other point I should make is that no
lease document was ever issued to
Pancontinental. In almost every case where
leases were issued in the mid-1960s no lease
document was issued. The reason for this was
that the huge upsurge that took place in mining
tenement applications due to the nickel and
iron ore boom meant that the Mines Depart-
ment, although required by the Act to issue a
lease, did not do so simply because it did not
have the time to do it. The Act did provide that
the lease nevertheless existed even though there
was no actual document. There was no docu-
men t one could turn to which made it clear that
the lease must be renewed on a certain date.

As the Minister for Health said,
Pancontinental had a ring-up system to show
them that the lease expired in October. Had it
been a lease awarded under the 1978 Act it
would have expired in October and application
would have been made prior to October to
have it renewed. Because of the confusion with
the two Acts that was not done. It is interesting,
as the member for Murchison-Eyre said, to
note what we would have done if he had been a
mere prospector and Pancontinental pegged.
We did not have that situation but we certainly
had a number of prospectors and small people
involved in the other two cases.

I refer to Mr Baat Jones. Members opposite
may be interested to know that he is the father
of John Jones who is a very prominent member
of the Liberal Party. Mr Jones had a lease east
of Kalgoorlie. He is an elderly gentleman who
had not come to grips with the terms and con-
ditions of the new Mining Act. Hie simply omit-
ted to renew the lease for the same reasons as
Fancontinental. Donovan had died and his es-
tate was administered by the Public Trustee. I
think it is fair to say that the Public Trustee is
not an expert on mining law and was not aware
of what Donovan needed to do in order to keep
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the lease operational. Western Collieries Lim-
ited, as I understand it, was in a similar
position to that of Pancontinental in that it
misinterpreted the law. WCL would have had
some additional protection in that its oper-
ations are subject to an agreement Act of this
Parliament giving it greater security of tenure.

I refer to the third and fourth questions
asked by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
which related to the difference between this
case and two others he mentioned. One case
was publicised at the time by Geoffrey Hull's
company in Norseman. The other was in re-lation to the Westside Mines Mt Seabrook case.I will deal with the Mt Seabrook case first. The
problem with Mt Seabrook was that the mine
had been operating illegally to some degree
under a mineral claim, rather than under a
mining lease under the Act.

One of the things the 1978 Act made crystal
clear was that mineral claims, unless
transitioned within the time available, would
expire after two years. That two years was up in
1983. There is no room for doubt under the Act
that anyone who had a mineral claim had to
have it transitioned or it would simply expire
and die. There was no ight of renewal of a
mineral claim. whereas with an old mining
lease there was stated within the legislation a
right of renewal of the lease, with no doubt
whatever that it was to be exercised, in the case
of mining claims it was specifically stated that
that right chapped out on 31 December 1983,
and unless steps were taken to apply for a new
mining tenement under the Act, that was the
end of it. There was no basis for any legal argu-
ment whatsoever; there was no suggestion that
the claim might have been able to be extended
or continued by me.

I agree with the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition that it is unfortunate and, in terms of the
general principle involved-that is, someone
who has invested money in an operation only
to see some fly-by-night peggers come along
and take it away from them-one wonders
whether it ought to be possible to deal with
them in some way. Of course, importantly, the
reason for section 11I IA, which I come to later
in more detail, is precisely so that if a future Mt
Seabrook situation arises, and given the way in
which this Act has operated, and given the di-
versity Of circumstances which could arise, 1, or
the Minister of the time, will be able to deal
with those sorts of issues in exactly the same
way that I dealt with Pancantinental, but with-
out having to come to the Parliament for

validating legislation because quite clearly a
power will exist there.

As has been pointed out, the Mt Seabrook
case is still before the courts, some two or so
years after the event. It is still not 100 per cent
clear to whom the title be longs, and I under-
stand the case is proceeding to the High Court.
In the meantime, not only have workers been
stood down or sacked, but a quite substantial
market for a very high grade talc deposit has
been lost to the State, I understand that that
talc was the main base for a certain type of
cosmetic manufactured in Europe, and the cos-
metics industry there regarded it very highly. It
may be that even when title is granted, and to
whomever it is granted, it is problematical as to
whether we will be able to regain that market
entirely. That is obviously not in the State's
interests, nor in the country's interests; but
legally it seemed to me and to the department
that Westside Mines did not have a leg to stand
on. There was no basis on which I could do
anything about the matter.

As to the Geoffrey Hull circumstances, I can-
not remember the precise details of it except
that, as I recall the situation, it was more simi-
lar to the Westside Mines issue than to the
Pancontinental issue. I understand that mining
leases were not involved and obviously, in the
nature of mining law, there is quite a consider-
able difference between the security afforded
by a lease and that afforded by a licence or
claim. A lease is as its name states, and I under-
stand that in this company's case there was less
of that security. Secondly, as I recall the cir-
cumstances, Mr Hull, did not write to me or
ask the Government for any intervention, cer-
tainly not at the time it happened, nor until
well and truly after the warden and everyone
else had considered the other applications.

The other applicants had gone before the
warden; he had gone to get legal advice and
said, "Oh yes, they are probably right", and so
just left the matter. By the time Mr Hull raised
it, title had in fact been granted to the other
parties. It was obviously far too late-well and
truly months after the event. Had he come at
the time, and had it been in the same category
as the Pancontinental matter-and I cannot
precisely remember whether it was-I would
have treated it in the same way.

If it had been in the same category as the
Westside Mines matter, then at the time he
would not have been able to have the matter
dealt with by me; but if this Bill is passed then
certainly he will be able to do so in the future,
and it will be applied consistently to all people
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in the same situation. That answers the ques-
tions asked by the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition in relation to part 11 of the legislation.

In relation to part III, the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and the member for
Murchison-Eyre asked why it was necessary to
legislate in such a sweeping manner. The fun-
damental reason for this is a paint I made a
little while ago about how important it is to
recognise that this Act is a complex Act. The
old Act was also a complex Act. There are thou-
sands of leases of different types which will
come up from time to time. We cannot envis-
age all the circumstances which will arise-it is
impossible to envisage them-and we must be
in a position to deal with all those things with-
out having the damage to the industry and the
State that could have resulted from the
Pancontinental matter and that did result from
the Westside/Seabrook matter.

All that has been done is to provide the same
power for the Minister with respect to
prospecting licences as currently exists in re-
lation to mining leases under the existing Act.

Even when people are pegging for something
that they want to mine, there is a difference in
the way mining tenements are handled,
depending on whether they are leasehold or
prospecting licences. The Minister has no dis-
cretion to refuse a prospecting licence. In the
case of a mining lease or an exploration licence,
the Minister can finally review it after it has
been through all the warden's proceedings,
under sections 75 and 59 of the Act; but that
does not apply to prospecting licences.

The midnight peggers and others use the
prospecting licence mechanism even though
they do not want to Prospect the land at all-
there is no need to because everyone knows the
mine is already there: That is why they peg it.
They know that by doing that, they will go
before a warden and establish a priority, and
there is no opportunity for the warden or the
Minister to refuse the licence if they peg prop-
erly and if they are first in time. They do it
deliberately and there is no power to stop them.
It is proposed under section 11 IA to create that
power.

The second point made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is that the Mines De-
partment does not send out renewal notices.
The comments made by the Minister for
Health is pertinent to this point. We do have
many tens of thousands of mining tenements
within the department. It would be an ex-
tremely expensive exercise to set up. Maybe,

once it was set up, it would run automatically
with the aid of com~puters into which data is
fed, but to send out renewal notices at the mo-
ment would be a problem.

The second point made by the Minister for
Health is valid; and that was that if there is
some foul-up, people would say it was our fault,
not theirs, because we did not send out the
renewal notices.

Thirdly, it was a very deliberately-made
Government decision: The mining industry,
above all others, is one which asks for less
Government, not more. It is one of the most
vocal in that regard, as I am sure the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition knows. The Oppo-
sition, when it was in Government, also made
the decision not to send out renewal notices. It
was better to assume that anyone who had a
title to land which was valuable to them should
take the necessary steps to keep that land. We
agree with that.

I have been approached many times by dif-
ferent lobby groups within the mining industry
to change that, even if only with respect to
mining leases as opposed to all other forms of
mining tenements. I do not have a totally
closed mind on that issue, and I am prepared to
consider it in some limited circumstances-
certainly not in regard to all mining tenements.
It is a costly item and certainly not something
we would do right at the moment. In the mean-
time, we can deal with those issues where the
people come along and peg in this way, with the
passage of this legislation.

Sitting suspended from 1. 00o215 p.m.
Mr PARKER: The Deputy Leader of the Op-

position indicated that he was not opposed to
ministerial discretion and indeed that the Op-
position when it was in Government, had in-
cluded very many areas of ministerial dis-
cretion in the Mining Act, but he felt. that this
discretion was very broad.

I wish to make a couple of points about min-
isterial discretion. It is a bit like deregulation;
everyone wants it but only when it can help
them. The mining industry is no different from
any other group. Everybody wants a minimum
of ministerial discretion until something goes
wrong. Then they want the Minister to have the
maximum discretion so that he can sort out
their problems for them. I have discovered
over the past two years in this portfolio and
also in my previous portfolio that what people
really want is for the Minister to make the de-
cision they reckon he should make. If that
means he should have discretion, he should
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have it, or if it means that he should not have
it, then he will not have it. Frankly people are
not terribly consistent about those areas.

Of course, one group is quite consistent
about it. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
pointed to some of the comments about the Act
made by the Government when it was in Oppo-
sition. Although I was not here at the time
those early debates took place, I think a lot of
them were probably prompted by the Law So-
ciety of Western Australia or by the Associ-
ation of Mining and Petroleum Lawyers. There
is no doubt that there is one group in our com-
munity which does not want ministerial dis-
cretion and that is lawyers. The reason that
lawyers do not want ministerial discretion is
that they make a lot of money out of situations
in which there is no ministerial discretion.
They belong to probably the strongest club or
the strongest union in Australia-perhaps with
the doctors. They have a very strong view
about such issues.

If one were to read the submissions of the
Law Society or the Association of Mining and
Petroleum Lawyers, one would find that they
would be opposed very strongly to ministerial
discretion. When one looks at what has
happened with the Westside talc experience,
one can understand why. It has been through
about six different court proceedings, some ap-
pellate proceedings, and some lower court pro-
ceedings, and God knows how many letters
have been written and so on by lawyers. I am
sure that a substantial sum of money has been
expended on all of that whereas absolutely
nothing has been done to mine any talc near
Meekatharra.

By contrast with this Pancontinental matter,
a bit of money has probably been spent on
lawyers, some of it wasted on lawyers. How-
ever, because of the actions I propose in this
Bill, that lucrative source of income will dry
up. I make absolutely no apologies for that. it is
a question of the nature of the discretion and
the way in which it can be used.

The truth of the matter is that the discretion
is not all that broad. Over the years, the courts
have consistently read down areas of minis-
terial discretion to ensure that Ministers act in
general terms, according to prudential require-
ments. Even where there is nothing in the legis-
lation to suggest it, the courts have always
found that Ministers, or any person in any ad-
ministrative position, do not have the power to
capriciously decide an issue which is before
them as they feet fit because they do not hap-
pen to like the applicant, or that they may have

got out in the morning on the wrong side of the
bed, or that the applicant is of a different pol-
itical persuasion. All of those matters have
been before the courts over the years and the
courts have round consistently that they are not
prepared to read "ministerial discretion" in an
unfettered way.

Even without any fettering in terms of the
words that are in the Bill, there is no question
that the way in which the Minister of the day
would be able to use the discretion which we
are proposing to grant in this Bill would be
severely limited.

Of course, in section I I IA we have put two
fetters on the Minister's discretion in the legis-
lation. The first one, new subsection (1) (b) (ii),
to which the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
referred, states that the Minister has to be satis-
fied on reasonable grounds. That again means
that the Minister cannot simply make the de-
cision; there have to be reasonable grounds. Of
course, "reasonable grounds" is capable of
many definitions, but again, it is something
that can be tested in a court of law. If someone
is dissatisfied with the Minister's decision or
his discretion, he or she can test the grounds for
that decision. The decision has also to be in the
public interest. Those two preconditions must
be met. The discretion has to be seen to be in
the public interest.

As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
pointed out, paragraph (b) (i) already exists,
and has been used on many occasions-such as
occasions when people have decided to peg
Forrest Place, or when Sir Charles Court's
place was pegged on a number of occasions, or
when some fellow wanted to mine limestone at
Mosman Park.

Mr Taylor: Or the War Memorial.
Mr PARKER: Yes. All of those sorts of

things have been pegged from time to time.
Power exists in the legislation already to deal
with those types of occurrences where it is said
that the land should not be disturbed. There is
no power, however, to deal with such matters
where the land is already the subject of mining.
One could not reasonably say that the
Pancontinental pit should not be disturbed, be-
cause it was being disturbed.

The reason the application was refused was
not because the land should be disturbed, but
because the application should not be granted
on reasonable grounds in the public interest.
There is a very substantial fettering of the dis-
cretion and it is proposed to use it in a way
which is consistent and which will ensure that
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the Government is able to deal with issues as
they occur.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition also
asked what the industry's response had been to
the legislation. It is not reasonable to say that
industry had a copy of the legislation. for a day
or two only. In fact, I provided its members
with a copy of the legislation on the same day I
provided the briefings to the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and the Leader of the National
Party. On that same day I invited them to ask
for full briefings if they wanted them, but they
have not sought them. Neither the Chamber of
Mines nor AMEC have sought briefings. I
received a response from the Chamber of
Mines which indicated that it supported pants
1, 11, and III of the Bill but had some reser-
vations about the amendment to section II A.
It did not mention the sections identified by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. The let-
ter stated that it thought the Minister already
had the power to refuse anything he wanted
under section 75 and 59 of the Act. That is the
point that was made.

It has subsequently been pointed out to them
by the Assistant Director Genera! of Mines, Mr
Blake, that I do not have that power with re-
spect to prospecting licences. The chamber has
now indicated that it does not have any prob-
lem with the Bill and is quite happy for it to be
passed through this Parliament in its current
form. As I have already said, no comment has
been received from AM EC.

A point was made about the Afro-West ex-
perience and I advise the House that it is amaz-
ing what a difference moving 20 metres across
this House makes to one's perspective of the
world. Having not done it for three years or so
certainly one does tend to look at things in a
different light.

Mr Court: Good admission.
Mr PARKER: It is true and I can think of all

sonts of things that happened while on the other
side of the House when similar experiences
have occurred.

There is no doubt that this Bill is in the
interest of this State and it is the duty of the
Government to ensure that major industries
are able to operate in an effective way. I cer-
tainly am not going to support fly-by-night op-
erators who come into this State simply to dis-
rupt major industries.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition re-
ferred to security in the Mines Department and
to allegations which have been made. There has
been what I describe as scuttlebutt about leaks
(7)

from the registration division of the depart-
ment-the son of thing one hears around the
pubs, especially in the goldfields. I do not know
whether any of it is true, but I guess there is
always room for some truth in these alle-
gations. However, it is certainly the case in
regard to the Pancontinental matter and other
leases as well that anyone could have obtained
the information quite legally from public
record by paying the required fee. Indeed, in
this case we can prove that this was done.

One specific allegation was made to me and
the department concerning the Coolgardie
office. I asked the Assistant Director General
of Mines who supervises that pant of the de-
partment's activities to investigate the matter
and he satisfied me that there was no obvious
cause for concern. With regard to the allegation
concerning the Coolgardie office I referred the
matter to the CIB to investigate. I asked it to
advise me whether it would prefer criminal
charges or, if there was not in its view sufflicient
evidence to do so, whether there was anything
of an administrative nature I should do in
terms of the running of the department. The
CIB went through an exhaustive process and
talked to a number of people over many weeks
and subsequently advised me that there was no
substance to the allegation. It all boiled down
to something that had been told to someone
else in a hotel and the CIB could not find any-
one who knew anything about the information.

With regard to the "Spinifex" article which
appeared in the Apr-il edition of the Mining
Monthly, like the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition I was concerned about that article as was
the department-it was written in a
lighthearted way perhaps to protect those con-
cerned from their legal responsibilities. I would
not have thought that it would do so, but that
may have been the aim, As a result of that
article the Assistant Director General of Mines
telephoned the editor of the Mining Mont?'
and asked him about the article and whether
there was any basis for it. He was told by the
editor that, "No, there was no basis; it was pub
talk." I understand that he has undentaken to
publish a statement which will make clear that
no allegation was intended against the Mines
Department.

Given the areas concerned there are only a
couple of officers involved and action could
very well be taken against the editor by some of
the department's female staff. I have not
spoken to the editor myself, but based on the
discussion he had with the Assistant Director
General of Mines, an indication has been given
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that a retraction of that article will be forth-
coming.

The member for Murchison-Eyre spoke
about retrospecivity. I have already dealt with
that matter. He also asked, had this lease been
held by a prospector and Pancontinental had
come along whether the matter would have
been dealt with in the same way. The answer is
an unequivocal tYes". In fact, as the schedule
shows, we have dealt with each of the leases in
precisely the same way, although some were by
small prospectors and others by large
companies. It would not have mattered who
did the overpegging; they would have been
dealt with in the same way.

The question really is: Were the main objects
of the Mining Act being observed? The Mining
Act is drawn up in such a way as to make it
possible to ensure that people cannot simply
hold land as real estate and not mine it. The
question which then arises is: What happens
when someone in every material respect
observes the manner and spirit of the Mining
Act but in some minor way fails to do so? That
was the cas regarding the Pancontinental
issue. It would not have mattered whether it
was Pancontinental or an anonymous company
or a prospector. It would not have been dealt
with differently.

I have already referred to the issue raised by
the member for Murchison-Eyre regarding the
difference between this and the Mt Seabrook
talc operation. There was a substantial differ-
ence, but if the Bill is passed in the form in
which it has been presented to the House, there
is no doubt that I would be able to deal with the
Mt Seabrook case in exactly the same way in
the future.

I take this opportunity to serve notice to the
industry, to people such as Wingate and those
who represent and argue on their behalf, that I
reject absolutely and in its entirety any sugges-
tion such as that made by the member for
Murchison-Eyre that Pancontinental should
have negotiated with these people. In fact,
Pancontinental was confident in not negotiat-
ing with them because I had told the company
not to do so. I advised the company that I
would deal with the matter and it was not
necessary for them to enter into negotiations.

I will not tolerate legitimately operating
mining companies being held to ransom by
blackmailers and by fleas such as the people
involved in this situation. These people do not
have support in the industry; they seek to use
the forms and loopholes to be smart and they

try to disrupt the industry for their own ma-
terial gain.

It was suggested that Pancontinental should
have negotiated but, of course, that is what
these people wanted. That is why they took that
action in the first place-so that they could
then approach the company or others and ask
to be bought out.

Mr Clarko: Do you think therefore that the
system should be changed further? Do you
think that the onus it places on people to meet
deadlines should be amended?

Mr PARKER: There is an onus on people to
meet deadlines but if the member had listened
to the rest of the debate he would have heard of
the problems created by the two Acts and the
different types of leases which involved differ-
ent dazes for renewals. It was a very complex
situation. I do not want to go through the whole
issue again; I suggest that the member for
Karrinyup read Hansard in which he will find
the answer to his questions.

I will not negotiate with these people and
neither will the mining industry. I will stamp
them out and do everything in my power to
eliminate them; they are bad for the industry
and bad for the State. I will not have a bar of
them. They can expect no mercy, and no dis-
cussions in my dealings with them and I make
no apology for that. Perhaps there has been
sonme romance associated with these types of
activities in the past and no doubt it was all
acceptable during the cowboy days. We are
talking about an industry which is fundamental
to the basis of this State's development, and I
do not intend to allow the mining industry to
be held to ransom by such people.

I received a telephone call from a friend of
mine in the mining industry a few days after
the lease was pegged. He told me that he had
been offered the lease for $1.25 million. One of
the peggers had offered the lease to him for a
deposit of $250 000 and a further $1 million
when it was confirmed. These peggers are just
blackmailers.

Mr Court: Did you peg 46 Waratah Avenue
four years ago?

Mr PARKER: No, I have never done that, In
fact, the section I have amended in the Act was
the section used to protect the member for
Nedlands' ancestral home from the ravages of
gotdminers.

There is no doubt that this is necessary and I
do not apologise for the fact that I shall elimin-
ate these people. They deserve to be eliminated
and it is about time the mining legislation
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provided the Minister of the day with the
means to do so.

I have answered all the points raised by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Murchison-Eyre. The Bill is
necessary in its entirety, firstly to validate the
actions I have already taken and, secondly and
more importantly, for the long-term future of
the State to ensure that if such situations arise
in the future we are able to deal with them. I
make it clear that if any industry will disappear
it is this industry of midnight peggers, at least
during the time that I am in charge of the
Mining Act.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Burkett)

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

Clauses I to 6 put and psssed.
Clause 7: Section 111A amended-
Mr MacKINNON: The Opposition does not

disagree with paragraph (a) of this amending
clause. Unless someone can convince me
otherwise I understand that paragraph (a) com-
pletely covens the situation involving
Pancontinental.

The Minister said that paragraph (b) would
help to solve that situation in the future. How-
ever, if a Pancontinental-type situation oc-
curred beyond any reasonable doubt paragraph
(a) will enable the Minister to act.

The Opposition has no objection to para-
graph (b) (i) because if that paragraph is read
excluding subparagraph (ii) it is virtually the
same as section IlIA of the Act. It seems that
the amending paragraph (b) (ii) broadens the
impact of the legislation. The Minister said
that it would enable him to deal with situations
like the Mt Seabrook case but that was not
mentioned in his second reading speech. The
Opposition was under the impression and it
had been led to believe that this legislation was
introduced merely to handle the situation
brought about by the Pancontinental
overpegging.

A simple reading of the Bill indicates that the
Minister's Powers are broadened quite signifi-
cantly and it is not good enough for the Minis-
ter to say that he has reasonable prounds and it
is in the public's interest for him to make this
amendment. It is not sufficient to say that if
people disagree they can go to court and deal

with the matter at law. That is the very situ-
ation he is trying to overcome in the first place.
I do not accept the Minister's explanation that
this is the case. It is totally unreasonable.

I ask the Minister for a further explanation.
Mr PARKER: A wide variety of circum-

stances can arise under the mining legislation.
It is complex legislation. Many of the ten-
ements were awarded under the new Act and
even in those cases some confusion can arise.
Many more tenements were awarded originally
under the 1904 Act, but they are now deemed
to be tenements under the 1978 Act.
Alternatively, in some cases, a transition has
occurred so that they are tenements under the
1978 Act.

Under the 1904 Act there were 47 different
types of mineral tenements of which 37 or 38
were mining leases, a situation which was
changed so that now there are four of five dif-
ferent mining tenement types.

The reason I mentioned Mt Seabrook as one
of the matters which would be capable of being
dealt with, was that there was no doubt in
terms of the legal rights involved. An Oppo-
sition member-I think it was the member for
Murchison-Eyre-said that at different stages
of these proceedings the Pancontinental land
was vacant Crown land. That is his opinion. it
is the opinion of others that the land was sub-
ject to the lease. However, I agree that the
position was arguable. Certain provisions
existed in the Act which enabled me to do cer-
tain things and, as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition said, that event would be capable of
being dealt with under clause 7, proposed new
subsection (1) (a).

However, there is no doubt in the case of
Westside that at the time the pegging took
place, the people-I think it was Tortola-who
overpegged the Mt Seabrook mine, had a
prospecting licence.

In the last two years many cases have arisen
and decisions have been made in respect of the
Mt Seabrook mine. One decision which has
been upheld consistently-and I agree with it
in terms of the aspects of the law involved-is
the decision by Mr Justice Brinsden in the Su-
preme Court of Australia. That decision was to
the effect that not only did the Minister have
no discretion, but also the warden had no dis-
cretion in respect of the Mt Seabrook mine.

One should remember that it is only in the
case of prospecting licences that this problem
arises, because in the final analysis the Minister
may reject a mining lease or exploration licence
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anyhow. Therefore, we are talking mainly only
about prospecting licences being affected here.

In the case of the prospecting licence in re-
spect of Mt Seabrook, Mr Justice Brinsden
found-and I think he was right-that not only
did the Minister have no discretion, but also
the warden did not have discretion, because if
it could be proved that the people who did the
pegging had done it properly and that they were
first in time, the warden had no option but to
grant them the prospecting licence. So it is not
as if discretion is vested in the warden or the
Minister. In that situation the Warden had to
grant a prospecting licence to those fly-by-night
overpeggers. That is the sort of situation which
may arise and which can be dealt with.

However, the important aspect is that cir-
cumstances arise in which it can be said clearly
that the land should not be disturbed and that
is the purpose for the introduction of proposed
new subsection (1). 1 shall give an example:
No. 46 Waratah Avenue is a case in point
where it could be said, for very good reasons-
probably due to the upbringing and
preservation of sanity of the member for
NedLands-that it was a good idea to prevent
people moving around outside his bedroom
with picks, shovels, and earthmoving equip-
ment. Therefore, the land should not be
disturbed. I am pleased the Minister of the day
was able to take that action for the benefit of
the member for Nedlands.

However, in other circumstances, the
position may not be so clear and it may not be
so easy to say that the land should not be
disturbed. For example, what would be the
position if the member for Nedlands' father
were building a new house at 46 Wararah Av-
enue? He might be excavating to put down
foundations. in those circumstances, one could
not say that the land may not be disturbed.
Obviously the land is being disturbed.

There are other equally valid reasons for say-ing the land should not be disturbed. For
example, what would be the position if some
sort of public work were being undertaken? We
have the current controversy in respect of the
Marmion Avenue extension. One could not say
that if someone pegged that as a mining lease-

Mr Clarko: There is no indication that that
will not be done tomorrow.

Mr Court: You have just upset the Chairman
of Committees.

Mr PARKER: 1 can assure you, Mr Chair-
man, that because it is not vacant Crown land I
do have some other powers. It is vested in

another Minister, but I have some rights in the
matter which would prevent anything being
done.

However, what would be the position if this
were Crown land and it was being excavated by
a contractor? One could not refuse to grant a
prospecting licence, because it is not true to say
the land is not being disturbed; it is being
disturbed.

The whole point of the exercise is that under
the mining laws of this State the variety of
applications, individuals, and circumstances
which arise are so diverse that they must be
dealt with by a clause of this nature. This is
really a sketch clause which will provide a
framework within which the Minister and the
Government of the day may choose to act,
bearing in mind the constraints I referred to
earlier, to ensure the law operates.

Gradually over time a body of precedent will
be built up, as occurs with all laws, a body
which will demonstrate precisely how the pro-
vision should operate.

I shall give members a few undertakings.
Firstly, I undertake that the provision will not
be used in any capricious sense. Quite apart
from the fact that if the provision were used in
a capricious sense a court may find against it,
because of the way in which I administer my
Ministry-I think there is a reasonable level of
support for that. I recognise it is not in the
interests of the mining industry that the pro-
vision should be exercised in that way. Any-
way, the courts would probably overturn the
capricious exercise of that discretion.

Secondly, it will not be used for any political
purposes. Once again, the courts would
probably overturn the use of the provision in
that way. The provision is to be used purely to
protect the genuine operators in the industry
against these fleas and ratbags who come along
and try to overpeg.

Quite apart from the legal constraints upon a
Minister in exercising such a power, obviously
there is also the political constraint. That is
apparent to any Minister who exercises such a
power in a way which will not achieve the gen-
eral acclaim of the industry, maybe not of the
individuals involved. The Minister should be
seen to be fair and reasonable in his actions by
the industry as a whole. Any Minister who does
not comply with that will find himself well and
truly on the outer with the industry, ultimately
with his colleagues, and, in the final analysis,
with the public.
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Therefore, there is no incentive or reason
that a Minister would want to use such a pro-
vision in that way. it is certainly my view that
the clause should remain unaltered.

Mr MacKINbION: I appreciate the Minis-
ter's explanation, but it was interesting to note
that he did not answer the question I raised.
That was, would the clause, without the in-
clusion of proposed new paragraph (b) (ii)
cover the Pancontinental situation. The answer
to that is "Yes".

Mr Parker: Yes.
Mr MacKINNON: And that was what the

Minister asked us to come to the Parliament to
approve.

Mr Parker: But it would not cover the Mt
Seabrook situation.

Mr MacKINNON: That is the point. The
Minister then says, "it does not cover the Mt
Seabrook situation", He then started to draw
red herrings across the trail using the examples
of 46 Waratah Avenue and the Marynion Av-
enue extension to justify such a significant
change to the Mining Act.

We object to that, firstly, because that was
not explained to us in the first place when the
legislation was brought into the Parliament
and, secondly, because if such a fundamental
change is to be made we should have been told
about it. I appreciate the Minister's expla-
nation. It all sounds very logical. However, I do
not know much about the Mining Act and I do
not know that his explanation is accurate. I am
not prepared to make a decision of such a fun-
damental nature here today when this amend-
ment was not foreshadowed and I have not had
the time to discuss it properly with the people
involved in the ind ustry.

I move an amendment-
Page 6, lines 12 and 13-To delete all

words after the word "disturbed" down to
and including the word "granted".

Thus paragraph (b) of clause 7 would retain the
same wording as that in the Act.

Mr PARKER: I simply wish to again indicate
that the Government is totally opposed to this
amendment. It would defeat many of the pur-
poses of the particular part of this Bill which
intends to ensure that such situations will not
be permitted to occur in the future. I am sorry
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition feels
that he was not adequately briefed in relation
to the specificity of this amendment.

Mr MacKinnon: He understands it quite
clearly.

Mr PARKER: I think he would accept that
this sort of amendment is the sort that would
be needed to deal with a Westside or Seab-rook
talc deposit type of situation.

Mr MacKinnon: Was that matter mentioned
in your second reading speech? Was it
mentioned anywhere else prior to my raising it
here today? Of course it was not.

Mr PARKER: I mentioned the general issue
and I mentioned we were seeking to debate the
legislation in this-

Mr MacKinnon: Specifically to handle the
Pancontinental type situation. It has nothing to
do with it.

Mr PARKER: If that is a criticism, 1 accept it
as a criticism, but the important thing is that
we have a Bill which seeks to improve the law
of this State to enable the Government of the
day, whichever party happens to be in power,
to deal with all situations which damage the
industry. I think everyone would agree that this
situation could damage the industry.

I therefore oppose the amendment and com-
mend to the Committee the original
proposition.

Mr COWAN: The National Party does not
support this amendment. Subparagraph (i)
gives the Minister the right to approve the
granting of such an application, and just as he
has the right to approve it, we believe he should
have the ability to refuse such an application.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Grayden
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Peter Dowding
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Kill
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Nalder

Ayes 14
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 31
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Schell
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P.3J. Smith
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
MrTonkin
Mr Trenorden
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Laurance Mr Brian Burke
Mr Crane Mr Hodge
Mr Hassell MrTroy
Mr Blaikie Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mensaros Mr Evans
Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.
Third Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) (2.57 p~m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy

Leader of the Opposition) [2.58 p.m.]: I wish to
raise briefly a final matter in relation to the
legislation, I refer to the comment the Minister
made about the "spinifex" article in Mining
Monthly and internal security within the Mines
Department. It is not a matter that the Oppo-
sition would pass over lightly and I did not
raise it lightly in the Parliament.

I have spoken to one of the proprietors of
Mining Monthly magazine who assured me, as
I indicated earlier in the dabate, that the facts
surrounding that article are largely accurate
and that consequently no retraction will be
printed in Mining Monthly. Therefore it is in-
cumbent upon the Minister to give us an assur-
ance that he will, personally and quickly, inves-
tigate the validity or otherwise of that article
and, if necessary, he should give an undertak-
ing to expedite the setting up of an investi-
gation within his department to ensure that this
type of situation does not arise again.

It is a serious matter, even though the article
is written in a lighthearted manner. As I said
before, I did not only take the words of the
article; I bothered to check them out before I
raised this matter in the Parliament. I would
like the Minister to give us that assurance and
also an assurance that he will report back to the
House on the outcome of those inquiries.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) 12.59 p.m.]: There are
many trade journals on the mining industry.
Mining Monthly is one of the better ones, but
many people write under assumed names and
they write in allegorical form. If one were to
follow up every such example, or believe,
prima facie, that such example was an accurate
imputation agutnst public servants who have

never ostensibly harmed anybody, then I think
one would be following many rabbits down
many burrows.

If people have concerns or problems about
the operation of my department or any other
department, they should raise them with me. I
indicated earlier that on the only occasion
when someone did make a substantial alle-
gation-which was, by the way, a different alle-
gation from that which was made in the Mining
Monthly article-] had it followed up ex-
peditiously by the CIB, who were the appropri-
ate people to follow it up.

Given that the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition has raised this matter, I am prepared to
speak personally to the editor and proprietor Of
the Mining Monthly. As I said earlier, so far Mr
Blake has spoken to him. If there is any
substance to the allegation, or if there is any
basis for it, I will have the matter investigated;
but I will not subject the public servants of the
Mines Department to an investigation just be-
cause someone anonymously prints an article
like that. If I am given any substance or basis,
or further particulars about it, I will have it
followed up, but anyone can write those sorts
of articles and it is a very cowardly way of
proceeding. However, if there is any basis to
the allegations I will follow them up, as it is in
my interests and the interests of the Govern-
ment to do so, and I will certainly report back
to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition about
that.

I will not follow up every anonymous writer
in every journal in Australia. A lot of this stuff
is bar talk. If the Minister for Health were here,
he would be able to tell us how many hotels
there are in Kalgoorlie. There are a goodly
number, and I have tried a few of them myself.
With that number of hotels, there is probably a
hell of a lot of gossip that goes on, as in any
industry. There is gossip and tittle-tattle, and
that is what the article amounts to. If there is
anything more to it than that I will follow it up.

I thank the House for its support of this
measure, and I thank the Opposition and the
National Party for agreeing to consider it so
expeditiously at the beginning of this session,
because of its importance to the industry and to
one particular operation in this State.

Question put and passed.

BiDl read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.
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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: THIRD DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from I I June.
MR THOMAS (Welshpool) [3.04 p~m.]: I

wish to join the other members who have
participated in this debate in congratulating
you, Mr Speaker, on your election to the office
of Speaker. I recall your election as the member
for Rockingham as one of the few bright spots
for the Australian Labor Party in the 1974 elec-
tion. Since then you have represented your
electorate and party well within this House,
and I am sure that the confidence of the House
in electing you unopposed as Speaker will not
be misplaced.

The SPEAKER: Thank you very much.

Mr THOMAS: On 8 February this year I had
the privilege of being elected to represent the
district of Welshpool. We won every box in
that electorate, and thereby retained the confi-
dence of every section of what is a very diverse
electorate. It comprises two discontinuous resi-
dential areas. On the eastern side are the sub-
urbs of Cloverdale and Kewdale, and portions
of Redcliffe and Carlisle. On the western side
are Bentley, and portions of St James, Queen's
Park and Cannington. Between those discon-
tinuous residential belts is the substantial in-
dustrial zone of industrial Kewdale and
Welshpool. There is even a rural component,
with low density residential areas being used
largely for the raising of horses. As a result, it is
a diverse electorate and there are many ways in
which the concerns and deliberations of this
House impact on the interests of that area.

it is possible on occasions such as this to
raise only a few of them, and I wish to raise
only one or two that are relevant to environ-
mental matters which are of particular concern
to me.

Environmental policy has been a matter of
great concern to me for many years. I am proud
to have played a significant role in forming
environmental policy within the Australian
Labor Party, and I believe the environmental
policy of the Western Australian branch of the
Labor Party is unsurpassed by that of any pol-
itical party in Australia.

One of the most important concerns of the
State Parliament and the Government is the
conservation of natural areas. When the forner
colonies concurred in the transfer of powers to
the Commonwealth at the formation of the fed-
eration at the beginning of this century, the

States retained the ownership of land and the
responsibility for th e management of land, if
that passed into private ownership. Many., if
not most, of the powers which the States retain
to this day are derived from the fact that they
are basically the owners of the land or have
responsibility for. the management of that land.
Such powers include agriculture, planning,
mines, resources development, forestry, and
the like. The conservation of natural areas is
one of those.

This State, like most of the areas of the
world, has seen a seemingly inexorable dimin-
ution of natural areas over many years, as the
pressures of urbanisation, agricultural develop-
ment, transport requirements, and the like
have consumed more and more land that was
formerly in what could be described as a natu-
ral state. In many pants of the world that pro-
cess goes back thousands of years but in this
part of the world it is only very short-one and
a half centuries.

For most of the history of this State it has not
been thought necessary to reserve land to pro-
tect nature because of the abundance of unde-
veloped land relative to the requirements of
development. There was plenty of bush about.

However, in the decades since World War II
this process has changed, and in 1 970 the then
director of th e Western Australian Museum, Dr
David Ride, made the observation that soon
the only natural areas left in the south-west or
settled areas of the State would be those which
were deliberately set aside for that purpose.

I would like members here today to ponder
the significance of that observation. We all en-
joy the benefits of the industrial, agricultural,
and urban development, but if we wish to be
able to see, enter, and enjoy areas of the
countryside in a state substantially similar to
that in which they were prior to European
settlement, it is going to have to take place in
areas specifically set aside and reserved for that
purpose.

We in this Parliament therefore have a very
great responsibility to ensure that each of the
diverse types of flora and fauna in the State are
contained in reserves which are adequate in
size and properly protected in lerms of tenure.
The diligence with which we discharge this re-
sponsibility will be one of the measures by
which we are judged by future generations.

I do not think there is any member in this
House who has not at some time or another
marvelled -at, or respected greatly, the wisdom
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of our predecessors in setting aside Kings Park,
so close to the centre of the city, so long ago. In
fact it is only a couple of hundred metres from
here. Probably at that time it was not seen to be
a necessary decision, and no doubt there was a
lot of bush around at the time. However, that
decision was made and subsequent generations
have been very grateful for it.

We here today have decisions to make of a
similar magnitude for areas that are somewhat
more distant. It is appropriate to note that in
the Governor's Speech a couple of very import-
ant announcements were made of proposals
that had been set in train and are likely to come
to fruition during the life of this Parliament. It
was stated that the first marine parks to be
declared in this State-those at Marmion and
Ningaloo-would have management plans
completed and declared. The reserves them-
selves have already been declared.

It was also indicated that management plans
would be finalised for the D'Entrecasteaux
National Park on the south coast. All members
would be aware that this is a very significant
reserve covering a large section of coastline,
and it will constitute a major coastal park of
benefit to the State for a long time to come. In
addition, the Shannon reserve will be declared
in the south-west, thereby creating a very major
park in the karri forest of the south-west
of the State. That has been an issue for some
years, and many members will be pleased to see
that it will come to fruition in the life of this
Parliament.

Thirdly, the management plan for Lane-
Poole Reserve will be finalised so that there
will be a major reserve in the northern jarrah
forests in the Murray River valley. Three very
substantial reserves in the south-west of the
State will be declared within the life of this
Parliament. I think we should be pleased that
their declaration was announced in the
Governor's speech.

It is the Australian Labor Party's policy to
seek standards of excellence in nature conser-
vation to ensure that more parks will be estab-
lished in other areas.

I now turn to specifics. One of the great attri-
butes of the Perth metropolitan area is the
Swan and Canning River System. The Swan
River is one of the features that has made Perth
one of the most beautiful cities in the world.
However, the landscaping that has taken place
along its foreshores and the development adjac-
ent to the river have caused large portions of
the natural foreshore to be destroyed. This in

turn has destroyed the habitat of much of the
fauna, particularly the bird life.

It is fortunate that a well-preserved section of
the foreshore remains along the Canning River
between the Nicholson Road and Riverton
bridges. Over three kilometres of this stretch of
river forms the southern boundary of the elec-
torate of Welshpool. The islands and distribu-
taries there form the delta of the Canning River
as it enters the broadwaters of the estuary.

The area is inhabitated by about 85 different
species of birds and 60 of those 85 species nest
there. It is possible to canoe or row down a
large portion of this five-kilometre length of
river and imagine that one is in remote bush,
not in the heart of the metropolitan area. I
believe this is an asset which must be
recognised and protected at this stage of our
urban development. During the life of this Par-
liament we should see the boundaries of this
reserve finalised and the several existing
reserves consolidated and their vesting
finalised, both for the purposes of the reserve
and the body in which it will be vested. That
reserve will then be retained for all time for
people to enjoy their recreational activities in
natural surroundings which are, for practical
terms, virgin bush.

In addition to the conservation of nature,
one of the most important aspects of our en-
vironment is the design of our cities, the cre-
ation of the urban habitat. In relation to its
effect on the citizens, that is probably more
important than nature conservation with which
the environment movement is so often
associated. The reason for that is that most of
our citizens live in cities and spend most of
their working and recreational lives in the cit-
ies. For that reason the creation of the urban
habitat is probably one of the most important
matters that this Parliament has to consider.

The electorate of Welshpool contains what is
now a relatively inner urban area. The suburbs
that my predecessor, Hon. Colin Jamieson, was
elected to represent 33 years ago were the fron-
tier of residential development at the time.
Certainly there was ribbon development along
some of the major roads such as the Albany
Highway but the frontier was the suburbs I
mentioned earlier. Since then we have seen an
urban sprawl down what is known as the south-
east corridor and that has created all sorts of
problems for inner-urban areas. Here I am par-
ticularly referring to that area comprising the
electorate of Welshpool. Many of the problems
have arisen because the transport and other
infrastructure that was provided when the
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urban design and subdivisions took place did
not envisage the sorts of pressures that would
be placed on those areas.

Roads that were built years ago to carry
traffic into the city are now totally inadequate
because they now service not only the local
area but also the other suburbs further down
the corridor. The same point can no doubt be
made in relation to other urban corridors.
However, I feel the problems of the south-east
corridor warrant particular attention because
we do not have the special facilities of
transport that are found in the other corridors.
Even though we have an excellent rail system,
that does not attract a sufficiently large pro-
portion of the traffic. The road system is inad-
equate. We do not have a freeway system which
is found in other corridors and there is anec-
dotal evidence which suggests our main arterial
road, the Albany Highway is the most con-
gested suburban road in Perth.

It must also be said that each of the alterna-
tive solutions for relieving the congestion on
Albany Highway will cause some pain and cost.
One of those solutions which is hotly contested
by people living in the corridor would involve
some impact on the reservation of the Canning
River wetlands to which I referred earlier. It is
undeniable, though, that something will have
to be done about the traffic problem in the
south-east corridor. The traffic congestion, at
the moment, is beyond the pale and signifi-
cantly diminishes the quality of life of people
living in the corridor. I am particularly con-
cerned today about the electors of the elector-
ate of Welshpooll who must use that road to
travel to the city or to major retail centres along
that road.

There are other areas of major road develop-
ment which substantially service the area
within the inner-urban belt to which I have
referred but which diminish the quality of life
in that area. One area to which I wish to draw
the attention of the House and the Governiment
is the construction of the Tonkin Highway be-
tween Redcliffe and Perth Airport. The road
does not connect the two but runs between
them. That area was a quiet backwater except
when planes flew overhead.

The construction of the Tonkin Highway
has added significantly to the noise pollution.
I wish to say something about airport noise
in a moment. However, I will refer initially
to the road noise which is affecting the
residents of Redcliffe. I was approached by the
City of Belmont and also by many electors
from the electorate when I was campaigning to

have something done about the noise. It
seems-inquiries I have made confirm this
fact-that a surprising amount of road noise
from freeways, in particular, is caused by wheel
noise. I have been told that a higher proportion
of traffic noise from freeways is caused by
wheel noise rather than by engine noise and
that a significant impact on the reduction of
that noise can be effected by the smooth surfac-
ing of that road-by putting hot mix over the
existing road so that wheel noise is reduced. I
have made inquiries and I believe funds are
unavailable in this financial year for the
resurfacing of that stretch of the Tonkin High-
way which abuts residential areas. I hope that
those funds will be available in the forthcoming
year.

In addition, planting vegetation on the road
reserves would make a significant difference.
Trees and shrubs would provide a noise and a
visual barrier and thereby significantly im-
prove the lifestyle of people living in the back
streets of Redcliffie who already put up with a
significant burden from noise pollution
because they happen to live adjacent to the
airport.

In relation to aircraft noise, Redcliffe, along
with most of my electorate, is affected by flight
paths in and out of the airport depending on
which way the wind is blowing. I do not
unrealistically call for the relocation of the air-
port. In fact, it is probably the largest single
employer of constituents in my electorate.
Many would be significantly inconvenienced if
the airport were to be relocated. However, the
fact remains that residents of the area are ad-
versely affected by noise. Future planning
should have made this consideration a very
high priority. 1, along with other members
representing the electorates adjoining the air-
port, was disappointed that the Common-
wealth was not able to assign an immediate
priority for the construction of the parallel run-
way and thereby direct flight paths away from
residential areas. However, I am pleased the
report placed the construction of a parallel run-
way on the agenda and I take some comfort, in
the short-term, in the fact that the newer gener-
ation of aircraft which have been licensed to
operate in Australia, both domestically and
from overseas, have quite significantly lower
noise levels than their predecessors.

In addition, on the issue of aircraft noise, I
wish to pay tribute to the local authorities and
councillors who have participated in the Com-
monwealth's consultative procedures in the
field of airport planning. A consultative body
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was set up by the Commonwealth Government,
in fact, by Kim Beazlcy MP when he was the
Minister for Aviation in the first year of the
Hawke Government. This was the first time
that local communities had been actively
consulted by the Commonwealth Government
on a continuous basis in the field of airport
design. For those communities living around
airports, the decisions which are made-essen-
tially by the Commonwealth-in the field of
airport design are an important determinant of
the quality of life in those areas.

In particular, I would like to pay tribute to
Mayor Tacoma of the City of Canning who
deserves credit for the persistent and deter-
mined manner in which he has advanced the
interests not only of his city, but also of the
region. I received a letter recently from the City
of Canning indicating that it was withdrawing
from the formal consultative procedures set up
by the Commonwealth and asking that local
politicians-I gather that the letter was a form
letter-protect their constituents' interests in
this respect. I have no doubt that we would all
do this if for no other reason than simple elec-
toral interest. I believe that the City of Canning
may well have made a mistake in withdrawing
from those procedures. How the City of Can-
ning determines its budgetary priorities is its
own concern. However, it is much easier for
the different levels of Government to co-
operate and to understand each other's point of
view if there is ongoing consultation and if they
are involved in a process of continuous nego-
tiation on matters of mutual concern and
interest. A wise man once observed that mental
telepathy was a very inefficient means of com-
munication. While this is not a case of mental
telepathy, ongoing discussion is much more
productive than a simple formal exchange of
letters.

On an occasion such as this, I believe it is
appropriate to pay tribute to my predecessor as
the member for Welshpool, Hon. Colin
Jamieson. I feel it is an irony that I have
succeeded him in this seat as the earliest politi-
cal memory I have is one of being told by my
parents that they were going to vote for Mr
Jamieson. At that stage I did not know who Mr
Jamieson was; I suppose that I would not have
even known what the Labor Party was. By ref-
erence to other events that I can place in time, I
can place the event as taking place at the time
of the 1959 January election when Colin
Jamieson was re-elected for the seat of Beelon.
Colin Jamieson represented substantially the
same area through four changes of name and

numerous redistributions. He won the seat of
Canning in 1953 from the Liberal Party. It is
significant to note that since then through a
number of name changes-Beeloo, Belmont,
and Welshpool-there has never been any
doubt that it was a Labor seat and I believe that
Colin Jamieson deserves credit for that.

Colin held the highest office that both the
parliamentary and organisationall wings of the
Labor Party can offer. He was the Leader of the
Opposition and president of the organisational
party for 17 years. It is unfortunate that from
the point of view of his career most of the 33
years that he was in this House represented for
the most pant the darkest years of the Labor
Party when Opposition was the rule rather than
the exception. I believe the fact that Colin
never achieved what was obviously his most
cherished ambition-that is, to become
Premier of this State-was not so much a re-
flection on his ability as a reflection of the fact
that he was in the wrong place at the wrong
time. That can probably happen to anyone. I
am sure all members here wish him well in his
retirement and will be pleased to know that he
is having an active rather than a passive retire-
ment. He will attend the Australian Labor
Party National Conference in Hobart next
month as proxy delegate.

Finally, I would like to make a point which
I believe is important and appropriate for
members to understand. Those darkest hours
for the Labor Farty that I referred to are
well and truly behind us. The Liberal Party has
not won an election in mainland Australia
since 1980; that is, for almost six years.
Throughout Australia, the Australian Labor
Party continues to be elected by large or
increased majorities. The Labor Party is clearly
perceived to be a party which is able to provide
a caring but responsible Government even in
very difficult times. People have rejected con-
sistently the gimmicky, easy fixes that the Lib-
eral Party has consistently put forward in State
and Federal elections over the last few years
when it has lost those elections.

I am proud to have been elected to the West-
ern Australian Parliament and, in particular, to
be a member of the Burke Government. To be
a member of the Burke Government is to join
the best of five very excellent Governments
serving the vast bulk of the nation at State and
Federal levels.'

[Applause.]
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MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roc) [3.25 p.m.]: I
join with other members of this House in con-
gratulating you, Mr Speaker, on your election
to the position of Speaker. As I take this oppor-
tunity to speak for the first time in the Legislat-
ive Assembly of Western Australia, I thank the
people of Katanning-Roe for giving me the
great honour of representing them in this Par-
liament. ITam very conscious of the tremendous
responsibility of the role that I have
undertaken to play in putting before this House
the views, thoughts, and ideas of the people
who live and work in one of the most
productive agricultural areas of Western
Australia.

As I stand here, I am also very conscious of
the distinguished men and women who served
in this Chamber and who have served the
people of Western Australia in the years si nce
this State was formed, members of all political
persuasions who were elected by the people to
put their point of view in this Parliament. We
are all elected by the people to put our point of
view. We go to the people, express our
thoughts, and if those ideas are accepted by the
people, we are elected. I therefore believe that
no matter what a person's political view, we
must respect him or her for that view. Although
we may disagree with that member politically,
that need not prevent us from being his or her
friend. I certainly hope that in my time here I
will be friendly with my political allies as well
as my political opponents.

In every Parliament one must offer one's
own thoughts and ideas, as well as those of the
people one represents. One must represent the
views for which one was elected. But in doing
so one must not lose sight of the fact that there
are members of this Chamber of all political
persuasions and our prime objective and target
should be the development of this great State of
Western Australia, rather than personal
achievement. I will always support legislation
which I believe benefits the people of Western
Australia, no matter who introduces it. It is
time that politicians recognised and
acknowledged that no particular party has a
mortgage on good ideas and that the people
elect us to be positive and constructive in what
we do.

I also express my thanks to all members of
this Parliament and to the members of the staff
of Parliament House who have been particu-
larly cordial and friendly in the way they have
received me. I thank them for the help they
have given me in establishing myself here.

The 1986 State election will be remembered
for the rebirth of the Country Party, now
known as the National Party, which will rep-
resent in this Parliament the thoughts, views,
and ideas of country people. The principles of
that party are the same as they were when it
was first established in 191I4. However, those of
us who Were elected or re-elected in 1986 come
here with a much stronger resolve about what
and whom we represent and with a strong will
to represent country people who, for some
time, have battled to be heard in this Parlia-
ment. I pay a tribute to our leader, Hendy
Cowan, member for Merredin, without whose
leadership the election campaign would not
have been so successful.

The electorate of Katanning-Roe is typical of
many of the rural areas of Western Australia. It
has produced enormous wealth for this State
over the years and therefore has made much
new money for Australia. Its 48 500 square
kilometre stretch from the reliable rainfall
areas of Cranbrook, Tambellup, Broomehill,
and Katanning in the west, along the coast to
Bremer Bay and Hopetoun to Lake Grace in
the north, to the marginal wheatbelt areas of
Newdegate, Lake King, Lake Varley and to
Ravensthorpe in the east.

These latter areas also contain many new
land farmers-the very farmers who are suffer-
ing today as a result of Federal Government
policies. In the centre of this electorate is my
home town of Gnowangerup, well-renowned as
one of the finest merino sheep breeding areas
of Western Australia. Gnowangerup's contri-
bution to the sheep and wool industry of
Australia is well-known, as it contains many of
the leading merino sheep studs in Australia.
Also, a small amount of mining is carried out in
the electorate of Katanning-Roe and, of course,
many agricultural subsidiary businesses are
needed to service the agricultural areas.

The greatest asset of Katanning-Roe is the
people. I doubt whether many areas could
boast so many people of initiative and dedi-
cation, who have worked so hard to develop
the virgin bush into productive agricultural
land and start their shops and businesses from
scratch. They want to know whether they can
rest assured that they have a future in the
country areas of Western Australia. It is general
knowledge today that those engaged in our
great agricultural industry and the subsidiary
small businesses that support the agricultural
industry are operating at a loss. It may be poss-
ible to carry on any business for some time at a
loss but that cannot be done indefinitely. It is
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therefore essential that something be done at
once to enable these people to continue their
operations.

If Parliament is to provide a permanent and
satisfactory solution we must tackle
immediately that problem of rural rehabili-
tation. On the home front that must be done by
expansion of the base of the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation, by the lowering of
interest rates, by the removal of the tax burden
on the cost of inputs into production of agricul-
tural products, by the Provision of incentives
for people to live and work in the agricultural
areas of Western Australia, and by the freeing
up of the overburdensome regulations that
restrict transport of agricultural products in
Western Australia.

On the overseas front we must be more ag-
gressive in the marketing and export of our
products. Strong promotion programmes are
required and will also need to be supported. As
a long-term measure the Australian Govern-
ment should continue to promote trade nego-
tiations, to foster general reductions in the level
of assistance to foreign agriculture, and to re-
tain and expand markets for Australia's rural
commodities.

I believe that we should establish an all-risks
crop insurance scheme similar to the scheme
operating in Canada. Such a scheme would be a
guarantee that farmers in the wheatbelt areas of
high-risk farming would receive a minimum
base return per hectare of crop planted. This
insurance plan would need to be underwritten
by the Government. However it is my opinion
that it need not necessarily be a net cost to the
Government as pressure for financial assist-
ance would be removed from the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation.

I believe also that we must encourage and
indeed direct the Commonwealth Develop-
ment Bank to play an expanded role in
financing agriculture for both farmers and
country businessmen. The CDB has many
experienced and competent officers, while it is
my belief that the trading banks, the building
societies, and the insurance companies which
have become involved in rural lending have
often created problems for their clients with
very poor advice from people not qualified to
properly assess agriculture.

Mr Speaker, I sought entry into the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia to ensure that the
people of the country areas of western
Australia were represented by a true country
voice, by a party and people which represented

their best interests. I want to ensure that those
people in Western Australia who live outside
the great metropolitian area enjoy their full
share of the development, wealth, and pros-
perity of this State. Living in the country are
the wealth makers of Western Australia, not the
wealth takers. For too long the rural areas of
Western Australia have been bled dry and not
enough has been given back.

It is axiomatic that the independence of rural
towns and, indeed, of all country people rests
on the stability of primary industry, yet today
rural industries and farmers are burdened with
excessive pressures, many of which are beyond
their control. Excessive Government charges,
taxes on inputs, the crippling cost-price
squeeze, and serious world market difficulties
for such products as wheat are now making the
plight of farmers and country townspeople un-
tenable. There is a desperate and immediate
need to compensate our rural industries and
farmers for the economic predicament in which
they are now struggling. The persistent deterio-
ration in terms of trade of primary industries,
the increasing costs of production, the excess-
ive Government charges on inputs, and high
interest rates mean that farmers and country
business people are going bankrupt. There have
been virtually no overall rises in the price of
agricultural commodities in the past five years.

No matter how bad the international agricul-
tural situation is, it is undeniable that many
domestic policy decisions that have been made
by both the present Labor Government and the
previous coalition Government are directly
adding to the burden of rural Australia.

The basic weakness afflicting country people
is their lack of political strength in comparison
with their economic worth to the nation. Rural
representation in this Parliament and in the
Federal Parliament has steadily declined
throughout this century as urbanisation has
increased. Over the past decade, primary pro-
ducers and country people have lost their most
effective political voice as some of our former
parliamentarians lost sight of those who put
them in Parliament.

Governments must take steps now to keep
people on the land and in country businesses by
getting off their backs, and getting their hands
out of their pockets. Over the last decade, by
further investment of capital, intelligent man-
agement, and sheer hard work, the volume of
rural production has risen, despite droughts
and all the other things that have happened in
country areas. Such an increase in any other
branch of secondary or tertiary industry would
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have brought substantial additional profit to
that industry.

Yet the farmer's net indebtedness to the
financial institutions has risen enormously.
Consequences to the nation are plain and will
be seen as the capital inflow, through lack of
new money being earned by agricultural
exports, slows down.

The Bureau of Agricultural Economics fore-
cast a 24 per cent fall in the real net value of
rural production in 1985-86. The terms of
trade for Australian farmes-that is the ratio
of prices received to prices paid-are likely to
continue to deteriorate and the average farm
income is forecast to fall significantly in 1986-
87. Rural indebtedness rose by 21 per cent
from June 1984 to June 1985 and it is expected
to rise even further in the short term. Under
the present price and cost outlook at existing
levels of interest rates, it is likely that around 7
per cent of farmers will have difficulty
maintaining viability in the short term, while a
further 20 per cent will have problems in the
longer term. The total rural debt in Australia is
now $8 billion.

The problem of a cost-price squeeze an our
rural industries and the need to compensate
them for the economic predicament in which
they are struggling is very clear. The persistent
deterioration in the terms of trade in the pri-
mary industries is shown by the fact that prices
received today are only marginally higher than
they were 10 years ago. Government meddling,
unfair taxes, and large protection of other in-
dustries are increasing the average cost of each
Australian farm by about $9 000 per year.

The total cost to the rural sector across
Australia is $1.5 billion a year. We have five
Government-control cost factors which con-
tribute to this: Excessive tariffs on imported
goods, excessive spending and buying by Feder-
al, State, and local government, the rigid labour
market, overregulated service industries, and
Government charges and taxes on inputs such
as fuel.

Governments are taking our wealth from the
country areas to allow the cities to live above
their means, and above our means too, I might
add.

Agriculture funds a substantial part of other
industry. It cannot continue to live and prosper
in an environment where Australian farm in-
flation rose at the rate of 7 per cent in the last
financial year, while in one of its major com-
petitors, the United States, farm inflation rose
at the rate of 4 per cent.

In Australia we have a 38-hour week with
higher pay and extra holiday pay. In the United
States, employees work more hours per week at
standard pay rates.

it is my belief that Australians have not
been living in the real world, and unless we
come to our senses and realise that we must
compete on the world market and have a cost
of production which allows our products to be
sold overseas competitively, this nation could
be headed for bankruptcy. The so-called "lucky
country" reached the crossroads five or six
years ago when we had a choice either to take
the easy road in the short term, with overseas
borrowings to shore uip our falling standard of
production, or we could have taken the hard
road to greater Prosperity in the long term.
Unfortunately for the future of this nation, I
believe we chose the easy path and we must
now turn back. We must restore our level of
competitiveness and restore the world's faith in
Australia, and we must look very hard to the
future.

All Governments over the last decade have
been caught in the dilemma of, on the one
hand, the necessity to reduce spending, and on
the other, the inability to summon up the cour-
age to strike hard at programmes, functions,
and authorities which are overspending and
wasting money. I know everyone talks about
reducing taxes, but the tax burden keeps rising.
The chief problem is that we need to reduce
Government spending and every member of
the community will have to be responsible and
play his or her pant in re-establishing the future
of Australia.

I now turn for a moment to the role played
by women in the agricultural areas of Western
Australia. It is my belief that the role of women
in agriculture has been largely overlooked.
~While in the cities we have a greater realisation
of the role women play in the development of
this State, that contribution has already been
made for many years by women who live in the
country. They have worked alongside their hus-
bands developing their land and building their
homes, and many of them have lived with their
families in atrocious conditions-and still do
in some areas of my electorate-without suit-
able housing, running water, telephone facili-
ties, and State Energy Commission power.

To their great credit, the resilience of these
women has never been questioned and their
determination to play a part in the deve lop-
ment of this State has always been very sound.
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Unlike many women in the cities, they share
with their husbands the pressure of the busi-
ness decisions which have to be made on a
farm. They share the desperation of rainless
seasons and the risks of fire and flood. But
above all I believe country women worry most
about the future of their children. They worry
about the fact that in many country areas the
standard and availability of education is not as
good as it is in the cities. They worry about the
fact that many of their children-some as
young as five years of age-spend nearly three
hours a day on a school bus travelling to and
from school, while the teachers in this State
agitate for shorter working hours. Country
women worry that the sporting facilities
provided for their children in country towns
are not up to the same standards as those found
in the city. They worry that when their children
do leave school they will not be able to find
jobs in the country areas.

Country women worry about the availability
of doctors, nurses, and medical facilities in the
country, for some of these facilities are
hundreds of miles apart and in emergency situ-
ations children could die before they get proper
medical attention. This is not something that
women in the city worry about, but it is some-
thing which concerns country women greatly.
They worry that the facilities provided for their
children in all sorts of spheres are not of the
same standard as they are in the city. This, I
believe, is very unfortunate and Governments
must recognise and rectify these problems.
The country women of whom I speak are the
Finest people one could ever wish to meet. They
complain very little and contribute a great deal
to the wealth and prosperity of this nation and
they would like to see some of that wealth
returned to the rural areas for the benefit of
their families.

I would like to speak for a few moments
about the youth of country areas in Western
Australia, because these young people are the
future of this State, and of this nation. We have
an inherent responsibility to leave this State a
better place than we found it so that those
young people have better futures.
Unfortunately, over the last couple of decades
there has been a trend towards greater selfish-
ness by all people; we have spoilt and
disillusioned young people and almost
convinced them that they do not have to work
for a living, or be responsible, but that they can
simply put their hands out for all sorts of
Government help. Unemployment has sapped
their confidence and dignity. I believe that we

have given them a too high expectation of what
we can provide and we now desperately are
going about trying to provide it.

We must create jobs for the young people of
Western Australia, particularly for young
people who live in country areas. I believe we
can do this through the decentralisation of in-
dustry. The rural areas are a great place for
young people to live; it is a fact that the crime
ratV is lower and there is less usage of drugs.
The young people in the country have more
pride and initiative. We must encourage this
and encourage them to live and work in the
rural areas of Western Australia.

The electorate of Katanning-Roe places great
faith in its young people. There is a realisation
there that most young people have a great de-
sire to take their place in the forefront of
development in this agricultural area. How-
ever, it is also evident that the country areas
are not adequately compensated for the wealth
they produce for the cities. People have to fol-
low the wealth to get employment and because
the wealth from the country areas is drained to
the cities, the young people are draining from
the country areas to the coastal strip. Greater
efforts must be made by the Government to see
that this does not continue, that industry and a
sounder agricultural base are provided for these
young people to work in a country
environment.

Government must encourage business in the
country to employ apprentices. There must be
flexibility in pay rates for juniors to encourage
greater employment of the young. I know there
are many young people who would benefit
from being able to negotiate wages and con-
ditions with their employers. These young
people are now a major wasted resource, living
on the dole. There are those who want to job-
share, work shorter hours, or work under ar-
rangements suitable to themselves and thcir
potential employers, but they are told by those
employers that the rules prevent it. The prob-
lem is even greater in small country towns than
in the cities where jobs are harder to get, and
consequently everything possible should be
done to encourage employment opportunities
in country areas. Young people in Australia do
not want handouts; they want the opportunity

-to work and earn a fair day's pay for every day
of their labour. Australian youth does not want
to waste time moving from one unemployment
scheme to another at the whim of politicians.

Country townls and businesses face a grave
crisis, and indeed it is a time of survival for

*them, while their city cousins prosper, aided by
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deficit Budgets produced by a succession of
Federal Governments. Rural people face a
bleak future. Never before have the truck
drivers, shearers, waitresses, nurses, shop
assistants, insurance salesmen, and others,
been so well aware of their dependence on the
prosperity of the farmers. While some Govern-
ment assistance has been directed at the
farmers, very little assistance has been directed
at keeping the subsidiary industry people in the
country living and working with their families.
That is where they want to work, to live, and to
raise their children.

I urge this Government to give consideration
to these people and to make it attractive for
them to live in the country. Although the bush
produces a unique and wonderful lifestyle, we
live today in an age where people require and
demand services equivalent to those of their
city cousins. No longer can we expect country
people to be the poor relations.

There is in the country a rowing militancy,
not just of farmers but also of small business-
men and their employees, and there is a row-
ing awareness that Governments over the last
decade or more have not given the people in
agricultural areas a fair go. I urge this Govern-
ment and the Federal Government to listen to
what is being said in the bush and to respond to
our request for assistance before too many of us
are driven from the land and from our jobs in
country towns.

Small business in the country, as I said, is in
particular trouble and t have already spoken of
those who are self-employed or employ perhaps
two to 10 employees. These people are
involved in all sorts of subsidiary agricultural
industries. They are machinery dealers provid-
ing mechanics and maintenance to farmers,
builders, food outlets, trucking firms, furniture
and clothing suppliers, and a whole range of
others who seek to live and work in the
country.

We must support these people by getting
Governments, both Federal and State, off their
backs, and the hands of Governments out of
their pockets, by providing a better transport
system and allowing flexible working hours and
the reduction of penalty rates for weekend
work. We must give them access to long-term,
low-interest-rate finance in order that they may
establish their businesses in country areas.

Small businesses are the life blood of country
towns; they need to be encouraged to build up
their businesses and to prosper. Important
among these things, in order to keep these
people in the country, is the supply of medical

facilities, the encouragement of doctors to prac-
tice in -rural areas, and of dentists, solicitors,
and others to also service these country towns.
In short, not only must it be profitable for them
to operate but also we must make it attractive
to them and their families.

Madamn Acting Speaker, I congratulate a
whole succession of State Governments that
have contributed in a positive way to the devel-
opment of this State; and we have a lot to be
thankful for: The development of the water
scheme, the development of the telephone
systems in our areas, the development of the
State Energy Commission, the continuing de-
velopment of roads, the extension services
offered by the Education Department and
many others-most of which our city cousins
take for granted, but which we in the country
have had to fight for and pay for as though they
were a privilege and not a right. I hope this
Government will continue that development
into the country areas.

In closing, Madam Acting Speaker, I repeat
that I come to this House to represent the
interests of country people and I make no apol-
ogy for being biased in their favour. But I am
also prepared to listen to the arguments put for-
ward by others and I hope they will afford me
that same privilege. Although they may not
always agree with everything I say, f hope I can
make a real and lasting contribution to the pro-
ceedings of this Parliament and the future of
this great State of Western Australia.

(Applause.I
MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)

13.52 p.m-I: Firstly, I congratulate the Speaker
on his appointment to that office. I know he
will carry out his duties to the best of his ability
and in a fair and proper manner. I am sure we
can look forward to an unbiased Speaker.

I turn now to matters of concern to me in my
electorate. The first problem is an ongoing one
related to schools in my area. The Waroona
Primary School consists of third-rate buildings
even though the Minister continues to indicate
that the new building will soon come to fru-
ition. But we still have the present buildings
and it is unfair and not in the best interests of
the pupils that they should have to put up with
these classes. Their numbers are growing each
year which means they are suffering crowded
conditions as well as accommodation in ex-
tremely old buildings.

We also have a problem with the Harvey
Primary School and its preschool. There are no
covered areas for the children. The preschool
seems quite prehistoric and should be upgraded
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to provide suitable accommodation for the
preschoolers. The children have to walk over
100 metres without any cover to get to their
toilets, which is particularly unfair during the
wet winter months. Further, when they get to
the toilets they find they are the normal adult
size toilets, so they have trouble. It is not good
enough. The windows in the buildings are the
normal adult height although requirements for
preschoolers mean they should be lower so that
they can see out of them rather than having to
stand on chairs or tables. The Harvey preschool
certainly needs to be given attention.

Before the 1983 election the Governiment
promised to provide preschooling for four year
olds but now we find that the Government can-
not even provide services and facilities of suf-
ficient standard 10 meet the existing pro-
grammes.

We also had from the Government the pre-
election promise to supply computers for
schools, but that has now been put on the back
burner; another promise has been broken.
Further, the Government will need to find
more than $2 million or $3 million for those
computers-rather more like $10 million or
112 million. The reason is simply that there is
just not the accommodation in schools at
Present to house these computers.

It is about time the Government took a hard
look at the present conditions of schools and
the accommodation provided for students
rather than making all these promises which it
only half attempts to fulfil.

Another concern relates to SCM Chemicals
at Australind. For years the effluent from this
factory has been dumped on the Leschenault
Peninsula. It has not been the best state of
affairs, but the best that could have been
arranged under the circumstances. Now the
Government in conjunction with SCM Chemi-
cals is looking at the idea *of conventing the
factory's operations from a sulphate to a
chloride process. Any such change is good if it
means we get rid of the noxious fumes emitted
from the factory and it lessens the risk to the
environment in the area including the
Leschenault water, where the effluent has often
been dumped when pipes have cracked and the
discharge has killed fish and crabs.

The only problem will be the need to store
large quantities of chlorine, something which is
causing considerable worry to people in the
Australind area. I can understand their con-
cern, because if something happens to go wrong
and the chlorine escapes it could lead to permna-

nent damage to health, and perhaps even death
because of the dangerous and irritating gases to
which the people could become exposed. The
Government has to come to terms with this
worry and convince the people of Australind
that they will be in no danger. The people need
to be reassured that stringent safety pre-
cautions will be adopted before their fears are
allayed, It will be a difficult exercise to over-
come their fears, but for the sake of the
Lesehenault Peninsula I like the idea of
conventing the factory from a sulphate process
to a chloride process.

Recently the tourist development plan for
the south-west region was released and the
executive summary contains some ideas which
I certainly support. I am not sure how many
reports we are to have on tourism in the south-
west; this is about the third in as many years.

What concerns me in the report is the sugges-
tion that some of the local tourist bureaus
should be eliminated in favour or regional tour-
ist bureaus. This concerns me because I believe
we should have many smaller local tourist bu-
reaus throughout the south-west and indeed the
State generally.

I have recently been on a holiday and I know
I tended to head for the local tourist bureaus in
each of (he towns I visited. The only matters
they were interested in and knew anything
about were things that affected their own im-
mediate area.

If this tourist report is implemented and we
see a reduction in the number of local tourist
bureaus in the south-west, this will be a
retrograde step; it certainly will not enhance
tourism in the region.

I have very strong feelings about tourism. I
believe our overseas promotions on tourism
should be curtailed and we should be looking
mainly at keeping Western Australians in WA.
Until we have charter flights to Perth from
overseas and the Eastern States I cannot see
any hordes of tourists coming to Perth, because
we are too isolated and the cost of getting here
is too high. We should be looking at ways of
encouraging Western Australians to tour their
own State. Currently we have our people head-
ing overseas to places like Bali, Singapore and
Hong Kong. Obviously many of them do so
because the prices to get to these places is often
lower than getting to areas of our own State or
country. While this attitude of not allowing
charter flights into Australia prevails we will
not be able to reduce tourism cost so we will
not be able to encourange tourists from over-
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seas or the Eastern States. We should therefore
be looking at encouraging Western Australians
to tour their own State.

Another matter which has become an issue in
the south-west is the proposed rural 200. It is a
reasonable idea although it is certainly going to
be an expensive one if it is implemented. It was
unfortunate that the South West Development
Authority happened to choose as one of its
main sites the Wokalup Research Station.

After the measure the farmers in the south-
west became quite agitated. They campaigned
vigorously to oppose the move to turn the
Wokalup Research Station into a local zoo.
Even though it could be an expensive exercise
in order to attract tourists to the south-west,' it
is a proposal that would be of great benefit to
the area. In New South Wales the Dubbo zoo
has apparently been a great success. It certainly
attracts thousands of visitors each year and in-
jects a lot of money into the area by way of
tourism which affects the towns in the vicinity.

Unfortunately, now that the South West De-
velopment Authority has decided not to use the
Wokalup Research Station it is now looking at
Pinjarra and possibly north of Pinjarra. If the
zoo is to be situated north of Pinjarra it may as
well be built in Perth because it will not have
the same effect as if it were positioned further
south. While people are in the south-west they
will spend more time visiting the zoo as welt as
the other tourist attractions. I hope common-
sense prevails in the end and that if a rural zoo
is established it will be located further south
than Pinjarra.

The Federal Parliament recently passed a
dairy plan which will have grave consequences
for our south-west dairy farmers. A levy of
about 1 .5c per litre will be struck on every litre
of milk produced by dairy farmers. It has been
estimated that it will cost each dairy farmer an
average $5 000 per year, and that a total of
approximately $4 million or $5 million a year
will be taken out of the south-west. The re-
moval of this huge amount of capital will have
a dramatic effect on the industry, towns, and
employment prospects in the south-west. This
measure was wrongly implemented. It should
never have been brought into effect for West-
ern Australia. It was intended purely to be a
levy supporting the Victorian dairy farmers
who were overproducing. The Victorian dairy
farmers have never sought to control their out-
put to ensure an oversupply does not occur but
have gone on willy-nilly, whereas the other
States intend to regulate and control the
amount of milk that is produced, and therefore

we certainly have a problem in Western
Australia.

The other matter that greatly concerns me,
apart from the towns being affected, is that
many dairy farmers approached me during the
last year or two when it was first mooted that a
dairy levy would be introduced. They were
quite fearful that they could be pushed over the
brink. As members know, over the last few
years interest rates have skyrocketed, which has
affected farmers who are in a position to pur-
chase land or who possibly have already pur-
chased their dairy farms. When they originally
took out their loans the interest rates were
probably quite reasonable, but now with higher
interest rates many farmers have been brought
to their limit, and by levying another l.5c a
litre which works out to approximately $5 000
on average-some dairy farmers will be paying
$ 10 000 or $20 000 annually, depending on the
size of their farms-

Mr D. L. Smith: Are you aware that not one
liberal Senator from Western Australia spoke
on that legislation and that they all voted for it?

Mr B3RADSHAW: I am aware that
unfortunately the Liberals did support it in the
Federal Parliament. They should be quite
ashamed of themselves for what they did. From
what I can gather, they made no attempt-

Mr Taylor: Did you personally approach
them to try to change their views?

Mr BRADSHAW: I had spoken to them pre-
viously but obviously it did not have a great
effect.

Mr Taylor: That is unusual.
Mr BRADSHAW: This measure will cer-

tainly not benefit the south-west. It will have a
dramatic effect on our State if any dairy farmer
does go to the wail because of this levy. Perhaps
the Dairy Industry Authority could increase the
price of milk so that the cost is spread through-
out Western Australia rather than having a few
people-the 600 dairy farmers in Western
Australia-come up with $ 5 million.

A matter I am most concerned about and
against which I spoke out at its introduction is
Medicare. Medicare is now proving to be what
it was predicted to be-an expensive health
care system.

Mr Hassell: Which is causing ill health.
Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, causing ill health, for

sure, because many people are now on long
waiting lists. Some people on waiting lists to
whom I have spoken have indicated that they
cannot see themselves lasting until their oper-
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ations. It is quite interesting that the
disadvantaged people the Government orig-
inally set out to assist are probably those who
are most affected because they certainly are not
in a position to take out private health in-
surance.

The Government has not addressed or tried
to overcome the problems which have arisen.
The wailing lists at public hospitals are growing
day by day. A doctor rang me this morning
about a patient who needs exploratory surgery.
She is a pensioner and unfortunately she can-
not get into hospital. At one time she had pri-
vate health care cover but unfortunately she
had given it up because she could not afford it.

Another person contacted me last week. he
had a prosthesis fitted last year and
unfortunately he got an infection at the time
the Procedure was carried out and in January
he had to have the prosthesis removed. He was
given a date in March to return to hospital after
the infection had cleared up in order to have a
new prosthesis fitted. The day before he was
due to go into hospital he was telephoned and
told there was no bed available for him. He was
then allocated 4 June and on 3 June he was
again telephoned and told no bed was available
for hin.

Mr Watt: It is very common;

Mr BRADSHAW: It is very common, yes. I
rang a doctor this morning concerning the
woman who rang me yesterday and the doctor
said that three years ago there was virtually no
waiting list and that a waiting list existed only
for convenience. People came in and they were
told, "Right, you will be going into hospital on
such and such a day". He had only a handful of
patients then. Currently he has 70 to 80 people
on his waiting list and he said he is not sure
that they will ever get to hospital to have their
elective surgery carried out. He said emergency
surgery can be carried out, but in the case of
elective surgery he could not see that these
people will ever get to a public hospital.

This is an indictment on the Government
because it has not overcome the problem. The
Government created the problem, for sure, It
was pointed out when the Bill was first
introduced that waiting lists would result for
public hospitals and that costs would rise dra-
matically. If members look at last year's State
Budget they will see that costs have risen in the
vicinity of 14 percent. The Federal Budget rose
by approximately 14 per cent, but currently it
is running at about $160 million over the

Budget and possibly it will be over the $200
million mark by the end of this financial year.

Medicare is a system which will encourage
overservicing in our use of the health system. It
is quite interesting to note the change in out-
patient numbers for the last two or three years
since the introduction of Medicare.

The other figure that has jumped dramati-
cally is the number of national health prescrip-
tions: That item is running about $50 million
over budget federally. A lot of this is purely
because of overservicing. The problems in the
health system certainly need to be addressed,
and I have not seen any attempts by Federal or
State Governments to overcome them.

We have private hospitals which could ac-
commodate many more patients, and if the
Government tried to encourage privately in-
sured people back into private hospitals it
would take the burden off the public hospitals.
To my knowledge that Problem has not been
addressed, and nobody seems to be interested.

I asked a question yesterday about waiting
lists in public hospitals and I got the same
answer I received last year, that there was no
real problem.

Mr Taylor: That was not the answer.

Mr BRADSHAW: It was close to it.

Mr Taylor: No, it was not. Yours was an ill-
informed question.

Mr BRADSHAW: It was not.

Mr Taylor: If you cannot ask the right ques-
tions you will not get the answers you think you
should get. It was ill-informed; you need to do
more study on the health situation in this State.

Mr BRADSHAW: Is the Minister saying
there are no waiting lists in hospitals?

Mr Taylor: I did not say that at all. I am
saying your question was ill-informed and that
It represented a lack of knowledge on your part
about the health situation in Western Australia.
The Opposition should swap its shadow Minis-
ter for Health again.

Mr BRADSHAW: We will see how long the
Minister lasts.

The problem is of grave concern to me and to
people in the community who need to have an
operation, whether for a prosthesis like the
gentleman who rang me, or the woman who
needs an exploratory operation to find out
whether she has a major problem with her
chest.
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Another factor which is certainly not helping
the hospital situation is the shortage of nurses.
This is exacerbating the problem with waiting
lists in hospitals. The Bunbury Regional Hospi-
tal is currently having problems with its surgery
procedures because of the shortage of nurses.
The Government was making tentative plans
last year to overcome the problem but it does
not seem to have got anywhere.

I have grave doubts about the way nursing
training is going with the tertiary education
programmes and the cessation of hospital-
based training. We are not only facing a prob-
lem now in this area, but also it will continue in
the future because fewer nurses will be
produced under this system. I do not disagree
with the tertiary education system for nurses,
but it is time we looked at a dual system of
hospital-based and tertiary training. Then
those who wish to go through hospital-based
training can do so. During the last 12 months I
have asked people I have met who have gone
into nursing and those intending to enter that
profession, and all except one indicated they
would prefer hospital-based training.

It worries me that those who will be turned
out by the tertiary education system will be a
lot of academics without practical experience.
They will probably be people trained to work
from 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m. on Monday to
Friday, whereas patients get sick 24 hours a
day, seven days a week. Yet we continue on
this path, turning out only tertiary-educated
nurses.

Mr Watt: What are they doing in America?
Mr BRADSHAW: That is an interesting

point. America went through this phase of ter-
tiary education and now it is reversing the
system and returning to hospital-based train-
ing.

Mr Taylor: So you really do not agree with
tertiary-based training?

Mr BRADSHAW: I did not say that.
Mr Taylor: Make up your mind.
Mr BRADSHAW: I said America has a dual

system, and I certainly agree with that. We
should be learning from its mistakes and not
going on blindly as this Government and the
Federal Government are with their "mediocre-
care". They are following the English system
which is a disaster. They go on blindly,
ignoring the fact that there are problems in the
system, and bringing forward bandaid sol-
utions to patch up the system. That will not
resolve the problems.

Another matter of grave concern to me was
referred to by the member for Katanning-Roe
who pointed out the need for more doctors in
country areas. It is a shame that over the years
the training of general practitioners for country
practice has changed. Some years ago
Fremantle Hospital was training general prac-
titioners to go to the country. That has now
changed, and until we return to the situation
where doctors are offered a general training
course which produces a practitioner who is
qualified to go and work by himself in the
country, there will continue to be a shortage of
doctors in those areas.

It is easy for doctors to go through the cur-
rent training course and remain in the city be-
cause they know if there is a problem they can
call in a specialist. General practitioners who
work in the country need specialised training in
order that they can give anesthetics. A few
years ago Fremantle Hospital ran a three
months' course in anesthetics for general prac-
titioners going to the country so that they
would know how to administer an anesthetic
and revive a patient.

Mr Taylor: I agree with that. I think there has
to be some change.

Mr BRADSHAW: Unfortunately doctors
now have to do a 12 months' course in
anesthetics. Perhaps it is time to go back to the
old system. Fremantle Hospital had a great
name for producing such doctors.

The recently announced $100 million to be
provided for Aborigines in Western Australia
took a lot of people by surprise. I wonder what
research went into deciding why this money
should be provided in the way that it was. It is
obvious that the Federal Minister for Aborigi-
nal Affairs leaned on the Government to sup-
port this allocation.

It is a backdoor way of getting land rights in
Western Australia, and I certainly oppose it. I
do not mind money being spent on Aborigines
to improve their health and standard of living,
but I certainly do not support this proposal.

I would like to refer now to the Prime Minis-
ter's great economic statement last night. I was
hoping he would have the guts and determni-
nation to put Australia right. Instead all he
came out with was rhetoric. If one reads the
comments in the Press today or listens to the
comments on radio, one finds that not one per-
son came out in support of what the Prime
Minister said.

Mr Cash: Except Mr Burke.
Mr BRADSHAW: Mr Burke is a supporter.
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Amendment to Motion
I move an amendment-

That the following words be added to
the motion-

but regret to advise your Excellency
of the State Premier's support for the
inadequate economic statement by the
Prime Minister and in particular his
lack of support for work for the dole
and his Government's failure to sup-
port local products campaigns.

Mr Taylor: In moving that amendment you
put about two minutes on your speech. You
really cannot be very serious.

Mr BRADSHAW: If the Minister for Health
had not interjected during my speech I would
have had more time to debate those matters
which are of importance.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [4.2 1 p.m.]: I thank the member
for Murray-Wellington for facilitating what I
think will be a relatively short debate, but an
appropriate one on this day, in relation to the
statement made by the Prime Minister last
night. That statement was one of monumental
disappointment to the Australian nation and
represented the final proof of failure and con-
tinual failure of the Federal Labor Govern-
ment. It represented the lack of capacity on the
part of the Prime Minister to provide real lead-
ership to this nation and his lack of capacity to
make the tough decisions about which he has
spoken.

It is a critical time in this country's history
and there was a need and expectation that
some tough decision would be made.

The Prime Minister spoke on Sunday at a
national ALP conference about the need for
tough decisions: he said that he would be mak-
ing them. Last night he spoke about the need
for tough decisions, but he did not tell anybody
what they were.

Although I did not see the programme, I
understand that Mr Mike Willesee dealt with
the subject very effectively with the Prime
Minister and obtained, by a series of simple
questions, a very clear indication of the failure
of the Prime Minister to face up to making any
tough decision at all.

My colleagues will deal with a number of
aspects of the matter, but I wish to refer to two
in particular. The first is the support given to
the inadequate economic statement of the
Prime Minister by the Premier of this State.
Only yesterday did the Opposition suggest to

the Premier that he should not go off to the
Canberra Premiers' Conference as a sycophant,
but that he should go to Canberra to represent
Western Australia and to put the interests of
the people of this State first.

Notwithstanding our request to him that he
look at the interests of this State, what has he
done? He has supported a statement which fails
to recognise the need to eliminate tax increases
which are now being put in place by the Federal
Government. I refer to the fringe benefits tax,
capital gains tax, and negative gearing as well
as the abolition of the capacity to offset farm
losses against farm income. Those taxes, as well
as entertainment tax, should have been
vigorously opposed by the Premier. He had yet
another opportunity to revise his attitude on
the matter, but he failed to do so and instead
has meekly acknowledged his support of the
Prime Minister's statement.

Of course, there was a question of wage in-
creases and the Prime Minister has again failed
to face up to reality; that is, that the country
simply cannot afford the wage and cost in-
creases that are being foisted upon it at the
moment.

The editorial in this mornings The West
Australian eloquently pointed out the
deficiencies in the Prime Minister's statement
as follows-

He pinpointed the problems, but failed
to produce the recipe to fix them.

Nowhere is this failure more apparent
than in Mr Hawke's illogical treatment of
the productivity issue. Having admitted
that our capacity to maintain living stan-
dards had been cut by three per cent, he
then backed a three-percent productivity
rise over two years.

Of course, the Premier supported that and
what do we read in relation to the
superannuation plan? The State Government
has its finger in the pie to add to this burden.

Just remember where the Premier is right
now-he is either in or on his way to the East-
ern States, supposedly on behalf of Western
Australia, on the very day that a Government
Minister, on behalf of the Government, replied
to question on notice 206 regarding the three
per cent productivity case. The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition asked the Minister for Indus-
trial Relations the following question-

Does the Government support the three
per cent productivity superannuation case
currently being argued before the Federal
arbitration commission?
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The answer to his question was, "Yes". The
second pant of the question was, "What will be
the estimated cost to the State Government?"
The answer was "$75 million". The Premier is
beating the drum and telling us that we will
have to pay more in Government taxes and
charges and he is also beating the drum about
the Commonwealth Government cutting back
on payments to this State. In orther words, he
is saying that the Government supports the
productivity case which anyone with a modi-
cum of commonsense knows should not be pro-
ceeding. The Prime Minister did not have the
courage nor the political wisdom to deal with
the problem effectively and to say that the
nation cannot afford it or have it.

We have seen the Premier who is supposedly
acting in the interests of Western Australia
have two bob each way with regard to the
Prime Minister's proposal that people on the
dole should undertake some sort of work. This
morning on page 17 of The West Australian I
read an article in which the Premier said that
he had doubts about this proposal. It stated-

He was cautious about the plan for the
unemployed to work for the dole, warning
that it could undermine existing wages.

In that article the Premier reflected and echoed
opposition to work for the dole which was
expressed in news bulletins by trade union
people last night. Those unionists said that we
must not stipulate work for the dole because
that would be Wrong; it would undermine our
standard of living. Undermine our standard of
living indeed, to give people the opportunity to
work! What it would do is enhance it.

Mr Bryce: It might enhance yours to have
people demeaned in that way.

Mr HASSELL: Demeaned indeed! The
Deputy Premier is a shameful person. How can
people be demeaned by working for money. Let
us listen to what the Deputy Premier has said
and let it be recorded. He has said that it would
be demeaning for people to work for the dole.

Mr Bryce: Most of your neighbours have
never worked for a quid in their lives.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members to
settle down.

Mr HASSELL: As I was saying, the Premier
changed his mind about that last night because
when he was asked by reporters from The West
Australian about this matter he had a different
attitude to that of the trade union advisers-no
doubt some of them are in this House today-
who said it was not acceptable. Some of his
other advisers have said that it is a popular

move and would be accepted by not only the
people generally, but also by the young people,
60 per cent of whom want to work for the dole
in order that they may have some dignity.

In response to the second lot of advice the
Premier received, we now read in tonight's
Daily News that the working dole has been
given the traditional thumbs up by the
Premier, Mr Burke.

Let me make our position very clear. What
we advocated and I announced as the policy of
my party last July was very sensible; that there
should be a national scheme for the provision
of work for all people on the dole. That scheme,
I believe, would be operated in this way: people
on the dole would be given two to three days'
work per week and would work according to
the award rates. It would not first be com-
munity work. It would be work for State
Government departments, Federal Govern-
ment departments, private sector bodies, and
voluntary organisations. Those who wanted to
provide work for the dole would have to be
licensed for two reasons. Firstly, to make sure
that they do not replace full-time employees
for dole workers. In other words, they must
increase the work and not diminish it. Sec-
ondly, to make sure that in exchange for the
work, some element of training and additional
supervision would be provided for the young
and inexperienced.

The impact of providing work for the dole to
all unemployed people in Australia would be
tremendous. It would give a new sense of direc-
tion to this nation. It would give a new sense of
dignity to young people, many of whom feel
they have been thrown on the scrap heap. In
Cockburn-where there was a by-election re-
cently-there is 25 per cent unemployment. It
has the highest rate of unemployment in this
State-in this red ribbon Labor area.

The scheme of proper work for people on the
dole would eliminate dole cheating and so we
would see a significant reduction in the cost of
paying the dole. Anyone who is not fit to work
could be put off. Such a person would have to
prove that he could not work. There would
have to be proper supervision of the scheme,
and sickness benefits to those people because
work for the dole is intended for people looking
for work and not people who are sick and un-
able to work. If they were not able to work they
would receive proper benefits. Of more benefit
than any of those advantages, a proper national
scheme of work for the dole would instil in
people in Australia once more the lost belief in
the value of work, the lost work ethic, and the

213



214 [ASSEMBLY]

lost understanding that work is part of life.
Without work the dignity and the decency of
life is lost. That is what is needed. That is what
the Prime Minister failed to deliver, and that is
what-even that half-baked proposal-the
Premier of this State was not prepared to sup-
port. That aiea is one where we should have
seen some strength from the Prime Minister of
this country.

There is a story tonight that his own sup-
porters were dismayed by the proposal of work
for the dole. It was a scheme that was thought
up by the Prime Minister himself;, it had not
been worked out and the detail had not been
filled in. No detail of any sort was given. The
Prime Minister vaguely spoke of expenditure
cuts of $1 000 million. We have previously
seen Federal Government proposals for expen-
diture cuts of $1 400 million; now it is talking
about$ $1 000 million.

What the Prime Minister had the power to
do last night, as the leader of the nation, was to
specify the cuts that would be made in Federal
spending, but he did not do that. In the wages
area he does not have total control. Some of the
things that the Prime Minister might wish to do
in that area have to be approved by the indus-
trial commission.

The Prime Minister did not spell out his
wages policy. All he did was tinker with the
current round of negotiations and discussions.
In that area he could have spelt out not what he
wanted to do, not what he hoped to do, not
what he thought would be good for Australia,
but what he would actually do, which was to
cut expenditure. Hie failed even in that respect
and for that, won the approval of the Premier
of Western Australia.

This Premier has supported every significant
economic decision of the Federal Labor
Government and this Premier must carry the
burden of the results of those policies and de-
cisions.

I refer to another of the little areas that the
Prime Minister touched upon in his solo per-
formance before the television cameras. It was
the idea that we should have a big campaign to
buy Australian products. Let me remind the
House that that is something which was going
on in Western Australia very healthily and
sucessfully for a number of years. It was aban-
doned by the Burke Labor Government on as-
suming office. It gave up the idea that we
should have a "Buy Western Australian" cam-
paign and lost the benefits of it. Western
Australia's preat record in that respect was

thrown away by this Government, with this
Deputy Premier as the responsible Minister for
at least pant of the time.

Let us now recall what that campaign was
about. In 1969, 97 per cent of housewives were
found to believe that WA products should be
marked to easily identify that they were made
in WA. In 1971 there was the first supermarket
experiment with the promotion of WA
products. There was a 7.6 per cent sales in-
crease. Sales of products which bore the birth-
mark increased.

Members will remember that the cent repiece
of the "Buy Western Australian" campaign was
the birthmark. Instead of advertising how won-
derful water is every night and how wonderful
technology is, we could have been spending a
little money to continue a campaign with a
proven record of success. The State Govern-
ment is advertising a monopoly that will sell
water anyway, whether it wants to sell it or not,
to people who wish to drink it or water their
gardens with it. The private sector has proved
itself to be very capable of promoting tech-
nology.

In 1977 a second supermarket survey over a
period of seven months showed a 1 3.6 per cent
increase in the sale of products bearing the
birthmark. Members can see the material,
which I obviously have not got time to deal
with now, from the departmental publications
of the time.

In 1980 there was a consumer survey. It
showed that people wanted to be continually
reminded to look for the birthmark and that
people generally understood the concept of how
they made more work when they bought local
products. Thirdly, people felt good when they
discovered they had purchased a local product
unconsciously. The local produce campaign
was borne out of the need to attract the manu-
facturing industry to this State and to provide
jabs.

The Government should take seriously one
of the birthmark advertisements which in part
said, and I quote-

Use your power to do something
positive to preserve Western Australia's
prosperity. Ask for the birthmark. Activate
support for 'Buy Western Australian
goods'.

What a shame that campaign was lost and now
has to be regenerated by the action of the Prime
Minister in this moment of crisis. The reality of
the situation is that we see a Government in
disarray, a Government that is paralysed, a
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leader who is incapable of making the tough
decisions of which he has spoken and who
failed to recognise that the nation cannot
afford immediately any wage increase. He has
not made the decision to abolish tax increases
lhe has imposed; he could not spell out a proper
plan to work for the dole, and he could not give
a specific indication of expenditure cuts. He
offered nothing to make Australia
competitive.

That disastrous performance last night, a
performance which instantly resulted in a fall
in value of the Australian dollar, won the accol-
ade of the Premier of this State on the very day
that he left, supposedly to represent us in
Canberra. He has failed again in his duty to
represent the people of this State and he de-
serves the condemnation of this House.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [4.40
p.m.]: The Government rejects the amendment
which has been moved. I am very tempted at
the outset Of My remarks to ask the Leader of
the Opposition whether he has read the 22-page
statement released by the Prime Minister yes-
terday.

Mr Cash: It is printed in The Australian
today.

Mr MacKinnon: Have you read it?
Mr BRYCE: Yes.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: If I had to choose between some

of the members sitting opposite in this
Chamber and the Prime Minister of Australia,
he would win hands down- They just sit there
and demonstrate exactly where their priorities
lie.

Mr Court: Five thousand people were look-
ing for you.

Mr BRYCE: The performance of members
opposite in the last 48 hours has been quite
dreadful. They support speculators and quick
buck merchants. The reason that the Australian
economy-and more particularly Australian
industry-is on its back at the present time is
because over three decades people on the other
side have put it there. I intend to remind mem-
bers of that again tonight.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: Let us determine the architect

of this particular set of problems which
Australian industry faces today. Our balance of
trade has swung disastrously against us in the
last five years.

Mr Court: You have been the Minister.
Mr BRYCE: No, I have not.

Mr Court: You have been the Minister for
Industry and Technology.

Mr BRYCE: I will show where the responsi-
bility lies and watch them crawl out from
underneath.

Mr Cash: You are not going to accept re-
sponsibility.

Mr BRYCE: I accept my share of responsi-
bility because I am an Australian and I have
the guts when it comes to doing so. We have
seen this demonstrated by those sitting op-
posite time and time again. They seek to blame
somebody else. They come to this place and
present their arguments as agents for the specu-
lators and quick buck merchants in our econ-
omy. That is why they give us crocodile tears
about capital gains tax and fringe benefits tax.
The fringe benefits tax is about one simple
principle only.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: Exactly-fairniessl That is all.

Let us have plenty of responsibility.
Mr MacKinnon: That is why it has been

imposed on the employers.
Mr BRYCE: Many of the members opposite

are sitting there today as members of Parlia-
ment because of a roil of the electoral system.
That is a question of fairness. I do not expect
they will ever come to grips with it.

Mr MacKinnon: Ask Arthur about it.
Mr BRYCE: In fact, I did. Barney the dog

was most upset.
Mr Court: That is Wilson Tuckey's dog.
Mr Clarko: You would not know what a

fringe is.
Mr BRYCE: The member wants me to talk

about Whitlam. He does not want me to talk
about Mt Barko. We do not want to talk about
Mt Barko. That was named after the member.

Mr Clarko: Labour has ruined the Australian
economy a second time.

Mr BRYCE: Here we go again. It goes back
to that great old master MeEwan. He was the
man who turned into a Frankenstein. Sir John
McEwan was the architect of high tariffs; let
there be no mistake about that. His whole ap-
proach to Government was to provide a form
of encouragement for Australian industry,
based on import substitution for products
designed by people cleverer than us in other
parts of the world. He encouraged extraordi-
narily high tariffs, and at the time he would do
all he could to export only minerals and agri-
cultural products, so that we finished up by the
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end of the 1960's-he retired in 1971-with a
mendicant manufacturing industry. It did not
know how to walk. It could not go overseas; it
simply did not understand the process of ex-
port. It had been encouraged and directed to
look inward and to satisfy the Australian mar-
ket.

In respect of the question of fairness, I will
be dinkum and tell the House that the
Australian Labor Party supported that
proposition as well, and it is high time we had a
little commonsense in this debate. It was a
good, popular policy. Right through the 1960's
and 1970's Australians on both sides of the
House thought it was wonderful. In the elector-
ate it was very popular indeed. That is the one
fundamental error that Australians have made.
They have shirked their responsibilities when it
comes to looking at the long term, our global
future, or anything which happens to be
complex. If it is too difficult, push it to one
side.

By the time McEwan left politics we had a
manufacturing industry which simply was men-
dicant. It had not been adjusted to
specialisation. We were assuming that small
nations like Sweden, Switzerland, and other
countries in Europe could do it, but we could
no'.

Mr Cash: You accept no responsibility?

Mr BRYCE: This is so absurd. The member
for Mt Lawley is either deaf or dumb, because I
have only just gone out of my way to make the
point that I accept my share of the responsi-
bility. It is amazing that not enough members
of this House have come to grips with the re-
ality that all Australians have made some very
serious mistakes in respect of this particular
question in the last 30 years. It requires a very
fundamental turnaround in attitudes.

Mr Court: We were all right till you came in.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Nedlands is
not just simple, he is quite childish. We do not
stand or sit here today considering a problem
which affects Western Australia alone. The
member is stupid enough to suggest that since
this Government came into power in Western
Australia the fundamental problems associated
with Australian industry have manifested
themselves. Nobody in the Chamber would be-
lieve him.

Mr Court: You said it was because of a poor
international climate. Now that the inter-
national climiate is going well, what is the ex-
cuse?

Mr Pearce: You cannot get him to retire.
You are doing your best. His family should
have a talk to him.

Mr BRYCE: The truth is that at this moment
we are all paying the price as a society for
remaining with a mentality based on the 1960s.
This is certainly so of the member for Nedlands
and his predecessor.

Mr Clarko: Are you advocating protection?
Mr BRYCE: By God I am not. I am trying to

turn around the attitude of members opposite.
I would have hoped that by 1986 members op-
posite had reached a stage where they had
rejected the tonnage mentality of the 1 960s,
whether it was tonnage associated with min-
eralIs or with agricultural products and that they
had come to realise we are not going to survive
unless that tonnage mentality becomes a
tonnage and technology services mentality.

The member for Darling Range already has a
smirk on his face, and still in 1986 members
opposite think it is one hell of a laughing mat-
ter to hear that we ought to be intellectually
competent and on the technological level of
countries of our ilk in other parts of the world.

There are members opposite who still sub-
scribe to the view that we ought to rely on
designers, thinkers and innovators overseas;
they think we should latch on to their ideas and
bring them into our own backyard and just be
the duplicators and users of other people's
bright ideas.

Members opposite are all part of our great
national knocker syndrome. The member for
Nedlands and his predecessor are outstanding
examples of it.

Mr Court: Of knocking industry?
Mr BRYCE: Yes, manufacturing industry. If

it was tonnes of iron ore, it was okay; if it was
tonnes of bauxite, it was okay. Members op-
posite can search the records and see what
happened for WA's manufacturing industry
while the previous Liberal Government was in
office.

The truth is that over the last 15 years the
fastest growing sector of the world economy for
trade has been the high-valu-added-and this
rubs members opposite when I say this, and
just watch them recoil-brains-based indus-
tries. That is where the competition has been.
It is amazing that the previous Premier consist-
ently rejected the then Opposition's suggestions
during the 1970s and early 1980s to appoint a
Ministry of technology and industry. He said
we did not need one.
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The evidence is available to show that we
should have started such a Ministry 15 years
ago, not three years ago. I do not claim to have
the ability to turn around three decades of
problems for industry in three years. No-one
has that ability. We would all be a damned
sight better off today if members opposite and
their ilk had not been hung up like junkies on
resource-development projects.

Mr Court: A "J" for the 1-curve.

Mr BRYCE: The 1-curve will not save our
society, brother; it will not come to our rescue,
mainly because the member and others of his
ilk over three decades simply did not bite the
bullet when they should have durinig the 1 960s
and 1 970s. The halcyon days of one mineral
boom after another was all that was thought
necessary.

Mr Clarko: What about the Tonkin era?

Mr BRYCE: Here we go-the apportioning
of responsibility. I said I was happy to accept
my share of responsibility-three years out of
30 years, 3/30ths, 1/101h, 0.1 per cent. Mem-
bers opposite can express it any way they like.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Karrinyup will cease interjecting incessantly. If
he is really genuine with his interjections he
will at least allow the Deputy Premier to get out
a quarter of a sentence before he makes the
next one.

Mr BRYCE: The point is that 30 years ago
our ability to export to the rest of the world in
areas other than mining products and agricul-
tural products was quite enviable.

Mr Spriggs: You shouldn't stop people who
want to work hard..

Mr BRYCE: The member for Darling Range,
who draws the sam salary as every hard-work-
ing member of this House, has not helped. In
ternms of his contribution, he drags in the same
salary as all the hard workers in this place. That
in itself is a disgrace. He ought to do something
about his contribution to this Parliament and
set an example. He is the sleeper. The seat
behind me is where he would fall asleep and
stay there-Rip Van Winle!

The point I wanted to make is that the com-
parison between the amount of technological
goods we export compared with what we
import shows that we have slipped to No. 21 on
the list of OECD countries in the last 25 years.
Sitting behind us now are only Greece, Iceland
and Turkey.

Once again the parrot-like brain of the mem-
ber for Dale prompts him to suggest it is all the
fault of Whitlamn and Hawke.

The reality is that it is the fault of the great
Australian malaise. If members of the Liberal
Party will not stand up and accept that they are
responsible for the lion's share of the prob-
lem-because we were not in Government dur-
ing that period-they are simply doing them-
selves a disservice. They were in office for 31
out of the last 36 years.

Mr MacKinnon: What hard decisions are
you making? What tough bullets are you biting?

Mr BRYCE: Has the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition read the document?

Mr MacKinnon: Yes.

Mr BRYCE: An Opposition member
suggests it was in The Australian, but it was
not; the 27 page comprehensive document was
not in that paper. There was a Prime Minis-
terial seven-minute speech and the entire docu-
ment runs to 22 pages. The bright boys op-
posite could not wait; they were without breath
tring to get into the Chamber to propose an
amendment like this without having read the
document. They even have the temerity to say
they have not seen the fine print.

Mr Cash: We can go to the library.

Mr BRYCE: It is not in the library; I know it
is not because I asked. I had to get it from the
Eastern States.

The reality is that there is a list of eight very
specific proposals which were put forward last
night by the Prime Minister. I have no hesi-
tation in congratulating him on the job he did.
1, together with the Premier and my ministerial
colleagues, give him the complete support of
the Government of Western Australia.

Members of the Opposition have not read
this; they do not know what was proposed. We
heard the Leader of the Opposition tell us there
was no detail involved, yet he has not read the
document. We are quite accustomed to his
taking that tack. In a few days I will not be the
slightest bit surprised to receive a call from the
Leader of the Opposition apologising for
having said the things he did, once he has read
the document. The document is a very worth-
while and constructive set of proposals.

Mr Rushton: Tell us what is worthwhile.

Mr MacKinnon: Tell us the tough decisions
he made.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr BRYCE: Members opposite derive great
heaps of pleasure from beating hell firstly out
of the unemployed people and referring to
them as dole bludgers, and secondly out of the
wage earners. They like to lay the blame at the
feet of the wage earners, and we are not unac-
customed to that sort of diatribe from them.This has been their record over the last three or
four years. They should remember that they
have never come up with a decent set of pro-
posals in their lives.

Members opposite are going to stay exactly
where they are, we anticipate, for at least
another decade. We are looking forward to
watching them grow old and miserable on that
side of the House as they continue in this frame
of mind.

MR CASH4 (Mt Lawley) (5.01 p.m.]: I sup-port the amendment. I was very interested in
some of the Deputy Premier's comments.

Mr Bryce: You are sorry you have not read
the document.

Mr CASH: The Deputy Premier claims he is
the only person in this House who has read the
economic Statement put out by the Prime Min-
ister. I inform the Deputy Premier he is again
totally wrong. There are members on this side
who have had access to that document today
and have also had the opportunity of referring
to the full text of the Prime Minister's speech
on television last night which was reported in
The Australian this morning.

Mr Bryce: Have you got a copy?
Mr CASH: Here is pan of the seven minute

speech. Does the Deputy Premier want that as
well? Perhaps he would be good enough to stop
blaming the world for Australia's problems. He
seems to seek solace in the fact that the world
can be blamed for our economic problems.

Mr Bryce: I did not say it was the world; I
said Australia.

Mr CASH: The Deputy Premier clearly
blamed the world and then decided to contract
that and to blame the last 15 years of Govern-
ment in Australia. He wanted to get his
Government off the hook, yet a Federal Labor
Government has supposedly been in charge in
Canberra for the last three years.

Mr Williams: The ACTU!
Mr CASH: The ACTU is being given the

credit for being in charge of the economy, and
in the State situation we know that a Labor
Government has been supporting most of the
Federal Government's moves for the last three
years. So it is not good enough for the Deputy

Premier to go back in time to try to get his
State and Federal Government colleagues off
the hook and blame other people for the econ-
omic sictuation Australia is in.

Mr Blaikie: Judging by his reply his position
looks very shaky over there.

Mr CASH: There has been talk in recent
times of a push for a new leader of the State
Labor Party. The Premier has been out of the
State for only 24 hours and the Deputy Premier
is making his push. In view of the quality of his
performance today I doubt whether he will get
the guernsey for that job. The Leader of the
House no doubt will make his move in due
course.

Rather than dwell on the fact that a Labor
Government has been in charge of the econ-
omy at State and Federal levels for three years,
let us come to more recent times. In the last six
months the Opposition has spent considerable
time identifying the problems which would
arise if the Federal Labor Government
instituted its various tax proposals.

In September last year the Opposition
moved a number of motions which commented
on the various propositions that the Federal
Treasurer had announced at that stage. They
included changes to the taxation system
through amendments to regulate against non-
cash fringe benefits. There were also to be
changes to the tax system in respect of living-
away-from-home allowances, entertainment ex-
penses, the substantiation of claims for expen-
diture in respect of deriving income, the capital
gains tax, the prescribed payments system,
quarterly provisional tax arrangements, and the
quarantining of farm losses and the various
averaging provisions suggested by the Federal
Treasurer.

We also mentioned there would be a tremen-
dous impact on the Australian economy as
well, and in particular on Western Australia, if
the Federal Government went ahead with the
abolition of negative gearing in respect of
rental property investment. At that stage the
Minister for Housing claimed he did not sup-
port the proposal to abolish negative gearing,
and said he would go to the Eastern States and
try to make a case for Western Australia. Most
other members of the State Government were
prepared to support the Federal Government's
initiatives in that area.

With the State Government's support, the
Federal Government has been able to legislate
and abolish negative gearing on rental proper-
ties. That occurred in spite of the Minister for
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Housing's attempts to change the situation in
Canberra. The Opposition was grateful for the
fact that he went and spoke to his Federal col-
leagues. We were disappointed when he did not
succeed, but I guess it is fair to say that it was
not the first time we have seen the Minister for
Housing fail with a project he has taken under
his wing.

In relation to the Prime Minister's economic
statement last night, it is interesting that the
Deputy Premier is only the second person I
have heard support it today. I have listened to
the radio and there did not seem to be any
support whatever for the Prime Minister's
statement. I have read the various newspapers
from around Australia, and perhaps it is fair
for me to comment on the headlines. These are
probably headlines which the Deputy Premier
has not yet been able to take into account.

The banner headline in The Australian news-
Paper today said, "Unions, business reject
PM's pleas". That is hardly a statement of sup-
port. The headline of page two of The
Australian Financial Review, supported by a
number of well-equipped economic reporters,
was that Hawke was long on sentiment but
short on specifics. What does the Deputy
Premier have to say about that9

Mr MacKinnon: What did Bob Ansett say
about it?

Mr CASH: He was hardly complimentary.
One of the things we have noticed is that as
soon as one criticises the State or Federal
Labor Government the Deputy Premier turns
around and uses personal vilification to stop
any further comment. We saw the Federal
Government do that recently to Bob Ansett
when he questioned its economic judgment.

I am sure that you, Mr Speaker, would have
recognised the headline in today's The
Australian Financial Review which said,
"Markets and business give statement the
thumbs down".

The international community, which the
Deputy Premier is not prepared to respect, was
clear in what it thought of the statement.
Within minutes of the Prime Minister's speech
the Australian dollar had plunged on overseas
markets that were open at that time. We had to
wait for the American market to open to see
what they thought.

The international markets have judged the
Federal Government which the Deputy
Premier supports so strongly, and judged it
very harshly. Is the Deputy Premier going to

say they are biased against Australia and that
the whole world is against this country?

Mr Bryce: No, it is not.
Mr CASH: I am pleased the Deputy Premier

recognises that.
Mr Bryce: A lot of Australians have done

mug things and a fair share of them have been
on your side of the House. Why not be more
balanced in your presentation?

Mr CASH: I am quite happy to be balanced.
I am happy to be supported in my comments
today by the leading financial reporters round
Australia and also by international financial
markets. They have judged the Labor Party and
I support the judgment they have made. There
has been a dramatic loss of confidence in the
Australian dollar and the Australian economic
situation.

Mr Bryce: It does not surprise me that you
would line up alongside international dealers in
money before you would lint up behind your
own nation.

Mr CASH: Perhaps I will comment on the
interjection.

Mr Bryce: Of course you would.
Mr CASH: If the Deputy Premier gives me

two minutes, I will answer his inteujection. I
am not happy that international speculators are
pushing the Australian dollar down. However, I
recognise their rights to do that in a free market
situation.

Mr Bryce: It thrills you. That is exactly where
your interests lie.

Mr CASH: The Deputy Premier knows that
they are responding to the way they read the
economic climate in Australia. More than that,
I am not the only one to support the inter-
national monetary markets. One of the reasons
for international speculation is the Federal
Treasurer's preparedness to make alarming
statements in respect of Australia's economic
situation. The Deputy Premier should read The
Australian of Thursday, 15 May. A banner
headline of that newspaper clearly states,
"Keating's pessimism triggers a currency
crisis." Is that a situation of the State Oppo-
sit ion telling the international monetary mar-
kets what they should do with the Australian
dollar? It is a clear reflection of how the inter-
national monetary markets see the Australian
economy, an economy which this Government
is prepared to support in its entirety.

Mr Bryce: Is Rupert Murdoch or Milton
Friedman your guiding light? It is the third
time you have quoted from that newspaper.
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Mr CASK: Perhaps the Deputy Premier
might be more impressed if I quote from the
Premier's policy speech of 23 January 1986.
Members will recall that late last year, the Op-
position, on a number of occasions, pointed
out to the State Government that the
Australian economy would decline unless the
State Government took the responsibility to
give a message to Canberra. The message was
that this Government would not be prepared to
accept Canberra's policies-

Mr Bryce: Ho, ho, ho!

Mr CASH: It is no good saying "ho, ho, ho".
On page three of the policy statement delivered
on 23 January 1986, the Premier said-

In our last two Budgets, we've cut taxes
by $65 million and become the first State
to actually reduce payroll tax.

He did not say that the aggregate of this
Government's collection had increased
substantially over that time. That is quite
clearly set out in the CRF Report. He
continued-

In the next three years we'll continue
that policy reducing taxes when we can
responsibly do so.

What he did not say was that this Government
has a policy for being a big spender and high
taxer.

Using a Commonwealth Bank newsletter he
said that that bank states that Western
Australia is doing better than the other States
and the Confederation of Australian Industries
said that strong economic growth is more cer-
tain in Western Australia than it is in the rest
of Australia.

It is interesting that the Premier should be so
selective in his quotations because in the latest
Confederation of Australian Industry report-

Mr Bryce: You have not got the document.
Mr CASH: I do have the document. Does the

Deputy Premier not want me to advise him of
the real situation a few months after the
Premier delivered his policy statement? The
confederation, in conjunction with the Westpac.
Banking Corporation said-

Evidence of a slowdown in national
economic growth is available from the reg-
ular surveys of business opinion. Both the
CAI/Westpac National Survey of Indus-
trial Trends and the ACC/National
Australia Bank's Quarterly Business Sur-
vey report a substantial number of respon-

dents expecting a decline in trading con-
ditions in the first half of 1986.

It is interesting that in January 1986 the
Premier should pick on a Commonwealth Bank
business letter to substantiate the claim that
business would increase during this year, but
that some months later Westpac put out a
statement that economic conditions in Western
Australia would continue to decline. I would be
happy for the Deputy Premier to take a copy of
this document so that he can understand what
the real economic situation in Western
Australia is.

At lunchtime today I attended a business
rally at Subiaco Oval. There were more than
4 000-probably 5 000-people at that rally.

Mr Peter Dowding: Two thousand.

Mr CASH: The member for Maylands is try-
ing to tell us there were less than 4 000. Did he
attend and did he count the people who went
through the gates? He did not, because while
the Opposition was represented by a number of
parliamentary members, not one member of
the State Government Ministry attended and
not one member of the State Government
backbench attended. The Minister for Indus-
trial Relations has tried to tell the House that
there were fewer people than I suggested at a
meeting that he did not attend. If that is not
misleading the House then I do not know what
is.

It was clear today Cram listening to the
people who attended that rally that they have
had enough of the Federal Government's tax-
ation policies and want the State Government
to stand up and speak on their behalf.

Another notable absence from that rally
today was the very person who, for the last 20
or 30 minutes, has been trying to tell us that the
State economy is on the increase. That person
is the Deputy Premier, the Minister for Small
Business. Many people at the rally asked the
Liberal members of this House where the Min-
ister for Small Business was. What could we
say? We could only tell them the truth that the
Minister for Small Business could not care less
about small business in Western Australia and,
therefore, absented himself from the meeting.

Mr Bryce: The Minister for Small Business is
the member for Mundaring. Get your facts
straight, you mug.

Mr CASH: Did he attend that meeting?

Mr Bryce: You do not know the simple
basics of this place.
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Mr CASK: The Deputy Premier pointed out
to me that the Minister for Small Business is
the member for Mundaring. I am prepared to
accept that, but it does not change the fact that
neither the Deputy Premier nor the Minister
for Small Business attended that public rally. I
invite the Deputy Premier to tell me which
Government members attended that rally
today to show support for small business in
Western Australia. The answer is none.

There was a message from the people who
attended that very successful rally today to the
Deputy Premier and to the Minister for Small
Business had they had the courtesy to attend it.
The message was that small business cannot
carry the burden of additional taxation any
more.

The Small Business Association wants the
Deputy Premier to get on the phone to the
Premier, who today is in Canberra speaking to
the Prime Minister, to tell him exactly how
small business in Western Australia feels. The
Minister for Health has suggested that I sit
down. I will do so in about one minute's time,
but I confirm that the Minister for Health, who
sets himself up as an advocate for business in
general in Western Australia, also did not have
the courtesy to attend the meeting today.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [5.20 p.m.]: I sup-
port the amendment. The Deputy Premier just
made a pathetic attempt to oppose this amend-
ment. The Premier cannot make up his mind
about whether or not young people should
Work for the dole. He has made conflicting
points on that matter. The Deputy Premier a
few minutes ago said that it was demeaning for
unemployed young people to work for the dole.
An Australian Government Publishing Service
report released last year entitled "Young;
Australians Today", contained the results of a
poll conducted by Australian National Opinion
Polls-a body well known to the Deputy
Premier-which showed that 61 per cent of
young people preferred to work voluntarily in
parks and reserves or to help old people. Most
preferred to do something in return for the
dole. Only 35 per cent of young people
surveyed in the poll thought that the dole
should be paid for nothing in return. Those
statistics were made available only last year,
yet the Deputy Premier says that it is
demeaning for young people to work for
nothing in return for the dole. Sixty-one per
cent of young people disagree with him.

Mr P. J. Smith: Why pick on the young
people?

Mr COURT: We are not picking on them,
We are trying to do something for them.

At the meeting today the Prime Minister, Mr
Hawke, was voted the wimp of the year for his
statement to the nation. Somebody reminded
me of what happened when Mr Hawke ran
Bourke's department store in Melbourne, and
said that the Australian economy was going the
same way as that store went. That is what the
small business people were saying.

Mr Bryce: How does that measure up to
Court Marine? How is its performance?

Mr COURT: It is going a damn sight better
than the Deputy Premier ever was.

The SPEAKER: Order! Members will recall
that it is now something like 24 hours since I
made a fairly short statement which indicated
the sorts of behaviour I desired in the House. I
will not reiterate that statement. I will merely
ask members to recall it.

Mr COURT: I support a programme to pur-
chase Western Australian goods. I urge the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Industry and
Technology to stop running television adver-
tisements for his department and to use our
scarce resources to reintroduce a campaign to
support the birthmark-to buy Western
Australian products. With respect to the tele-
vision advertisements, I hope that the Govern-
ment has learnt its lesson and will not produce
any advertisements outside this State. Its ad-
vertisements should be produced in this State.
That would be a good example to set.

I urge the Deputy Premier to ensure that the
Government supports a programme to encour-
age the public to purchase Western Australian
made goods.

Mr Bryce: Do you sell Western Australian
surfboards and boats?

Mr COURT: We certainly do.

Mr Bryce: Do you sell imported ones too?

Mr COURT: We do.

Mr Bryce: I thought you might be having a
bob each way.

Mr COURT: I anm running out of time, but I
support the amendment and the proposal that
we are putting forward that more emphasis be
put by this Government on the support of
Western Australian made goods. I ask the
Government to cut out the wasteful advertising
that is currently running on television, whether
for the Water Authority or the Deputy
Premier's department.
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Mr Bryce: You have consistently knocked
technology since it arrived in this State.

Mr COURT: The Deputy Premier should
not be stupid.

The last point I want to make is that it is a
pity that members opposite were not at the tax
rally today. They talk about small business, but
they would not want to show their faces before
small business people at present. Small busi-
ness people cannot stand what the Federal and
State Labor Governments are doing.

I hope that the Government will make up its
mind about whether it supports working for the
dole and that it will consult young people in
this country rather than Mr Crean. The
Government should change its attitude and
support Western Australian products and have
its departments do something constructive.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot

Ayes 20
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Nalder
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
MrSpriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

(Teller)

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Peter Dowding
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Dr Lawrence

Ayes
Mr Laurance
Mr Crane
Mr Watt
Mr Blaikie
Mr Mensaros

Noes 26
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Pairs
Noes

Mr Brian Burke
Mr Hodge
Mr Tray
M r Torn Jones
Mr Evans

(TelHer)

Amendment thus negatived.

Motion Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce

(Leader of the House).

COMMITlTEES FOR THE SESSION
Council Person nel

Message from the Council received and read
notifying the personnel of sessional committees
appointed by that House.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE

Chairman and Deputy Chairman; Election
The Speaker (Mr Barn ett) announced that

the member for Mitchell (Mr D. L. Smith) had
been elected Chairman of the Public Accounts
Committee, and the member for Moore (Mr
Crane) had been elected deputy chairman.

(Questions taken.)
House adjourned at 6. 00 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

BILL OF RIGHTS

Implications.- Police Force

23. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Has he sought advice from the Com-

missioner of Police on the impli-
cations to the Police Force of the
Australian Bill of Rights Bill 1985
should this proposed legislation be
passed into law?

(2) If "Yes", what implications did the
commissioner identify?

(3) If "No" to (1), does he intend to re-
quest the commissioner to advise on
the implications of the Australian Bill
of Rights Bill 1985 to the Police
Force?

Mr CORDON HILL replied:
(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Yes.

BILL Of RIGHTS

Contents

24. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of the content of the

Australian Bill of Rights Bill 1985?
(2) Does he support the Australian Bill of

Rights Bill 1985?
(3) What are the implications of the

Australian Bill of Rights for the West-
ern Australian Police Force?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(I) Yes, to some extent.

(2) This is a matter of general Govern-
ment policy. In general, the State
Government supports the Common-
wealth initiative in this area.

(3) The Bill of Rights Bill is too complex a
piece of legislation to allow such
generalised questions to be dealt with
satisfactorily. If the member has any
particular implication in mind, he
should specify it to allow proper
detailed consideration.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES
Industry AssistanceExports

67. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Industry
and Technology:

How many State Government depart-
ments, authorities or corporations are
directly or indirectly involved in
giving assistance to industry for the
exporting of their products?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Assuming the member's definition of
industry includes rural and resource
industries in addition to secondary in-
dustry, there are six agencies of
government directly involved in sup-
porting export activity.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
"The Club'": Textbook

118. Mr CASK, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What percentage of students in year

11 of Government schools were under
15 years in-
(a) April 1986;
(b) June 1986?

(2) Which schools required I 5-year-olds
and younger students to study The
Club in terms l and 2 of 1986?

(3) Of what literary or other significance
is The Club to a school with a large
ethnic population?

(4) Of what relevance is The Club to a
school with up to a third of its student
population on music scholarships?

(5) How appropriate is blasphemy, ob-
scenity, and indecent language to 15-
year-aids and younger students
seeking worthwhile knowledge, an
improved community and a better
quality of life?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Data to answer this question is not

collected centrally.
On I July 1985, 0.3 per cent of year I I
students in Government secondary
schools were under 15 years of age.

(2) The Club is one of 23 suggested fic-
tional works in the year I I English
course for 1986 which was prepared
by a joint committee of secondary and
tertiary educators. Most students will
have studied two or three of these
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works during first and second term.
Central records are not kept as to
which schools studied which titles.

(3) The Club is a popular, contemporary
Australian piay that is respected as be-
ing well-formed for the theatre.
The play explores contemporary atti-
tudes towards aspects of Australian
society; and study of the play by all
Australians, regardless of ethnic back-
ground, encourages a deep evaluation
of the characteristics of being an
Australian.

(4) Study of The Club is of relevance to all
students. Students on music scholar-
ships still need to study contemporary
literature and explore contemporary
issues of Australian society.

(5) In selecting The Club as a school text-
book, teachers and students have the
opportunity to work together to
seriously consider the role of blas-
phemy, crudity and bad language in
Australian society and their inap-
propriateness in most, if not all, con-
texts.

POLICE DIVING SQUAD
Membership

121. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) How many police officers currently

comprise the membership of the
police diving squad?

(2) How many police officers have re-
signed membership of the police
diving squad in the past four months?

(3) For what reasons did these police
officers resign?

(4) What action has been taken or is
intended to be taken to resolve pre-
viously reported industrial problems
in the police diving squad?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Three.
(2) Fifteen.
(3) One member withdrew his voluntary

service because of an ear problem and
14 withdrew their voluntary services
due to the situation which existed
within the police diving squad at that
time stating that they no longer

wished to remain members of the
squad on a voluntary basis.

(4) A 10-member diving squad has been
created on a permanent basis as part
of the water police. The positions have
now been advertised in the Police Ga-
zette and any member of the force
may apply for the positions.

POLICE STATIONS

Flags

122. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

(1) Is each police station in Western
Australia equipped with a flagpole and
State flag?

(2) If "No", will he take action to have
each police station so equipped in the
next six months and issue a directive
that each police station fly the State
flag during the usual hours of busi-
ness?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) and (2) No.

SPORT AND RECREATION: CYCLES

Helmets: Compulsory Use

124. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

(1) Does he intend to introduce legis-
lation in the Parliament to make it
compulsory for all bike riders to wear
helmets when riding on public roads
and cycleways?

(2) If "Yes", what exemptions, if any, will
apply?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) The Government is not presently con-
sidering such legislation. However,
helmets are a valuable safety aid in
which I have every confidence and the
Government, through the bicycle pol-
icy committee, has been active in sup-
porting a range of educational initiat-
ives to encourage greater usage.

(2) Not applicable.
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GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: MINERAL
HOUSE STAGE 2
Wind Tunnel Tests

126. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(1) With reference to my question 285 of

Wednesday, 28 August 1985, can he
advise if the wind tunnel tests have
been completed in respect to Mineral
House stage 11?

(2) (a) If "Yes", what were the results of
the tests;

(b) when will the tests be completed
and the results released?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) and (b) The results showed that a

new ventilation system for exhausting
fumes from the Government Chemi-
cal Laboratories was necessary and
indicated where outlets should be
located to minimise hazards to
occupants of Mineral House stage II
and the Government Chemical
Laboratories.
A contract for the construction of the
first stage of the system has been let.

GOVERNMENT CHEMICAL
LABORATORIES

Future Operations
127. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals

and Energy:
(1) Has a decision been made on the fu-

ture direction of the Government
Chemical Laboratories?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) What changes are to be made to

the laboratory's operations and its
staff,

(b) when will the changes be
implemented?

(3) If "No" to (1), when is a decision
expected and when will details be re-
leased?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No.

(2) Answered by (]).
(3) This and related matters are still

under consideration.

ROAD: NEWMAN-PORT HEDLAND
Roadhouse: Site

130. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Has any provision been made for the

release of a roadhouse site on the new
highway from Newman to Port
Hedland?

(2) If so, where will the roadhouse be
located?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The proposed site is at the junction of

the Wittenoom Road and the new
Port Hedland to Newman highway.

PASTORAL LEASES
Security: Legislation

133. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Does the Government intend to legis-

late this year to improve the security
of pastoral titles?

(2) What other actions does the Govern-
ment intend to take as a result of the
land tenure review committee's re-
port?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) When the final report of the

pastoral tenure study group was
completed, it was announced that
legislation to implement approved
recommendations would be
introduced as soon as possible subject
to there being ample opportunity for
public comment.
As the member would be aware, the
report was released in April for public
comment expiring on 6 July 1986.
Subject to an analysis of that com-
ment and the time required, it would
be the Government's intention to in-
troduce appropriate legislation in the
next session of Parliament.

LAND: KARRATHA
Submission

134. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Lands:

What has been the Government's re-
sponse to a submission by the
Karratha and Districts Chamber of
Commerce to the State Planning Corn-
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mission dated 8 April 1986 and
entitled "Karratha Land Availability
and Release"?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

The Minister for Planninp has referred
this question to me as it relates to the
planning of Karratha land develop-
ments which are being handled by my
department in consultation with the
State Planning Commission; and I
have had discussions with Karratha
and Districts Chamber of Commerce
representatives about the views
represented in the chamber's report to
the commission.

As indicated in my answer given yes-
terday to a question without notice
about the urban land supply situation
in the Kimberley and the Pilbara,
there has been acknowledgement that
the problem in Karratha is not one of
land supply, but one of shortage of
rental accommodation. I refer the
member to the details I gave in that
answer which clearly illustrate that the
Lands Department's past and current
land sales have met the existing de-
mand for land, that there is an urgent
need for housing developers to get on
with the construction of housing on
land which is already held by them or
on new lots available for sale, and that
the department's development pro-
gramme will service projected de-
mands for the consolidated growth of
Karrat ha.

There remains a need to service a
short-term peak in housing for some
of the construction work force, and
ways of doing this are being
examined.

MOTOR VEHICLES: DRIVERS

Licences: "Donor Status"
138. Mr MENSAROS, to the Honorary

Minister assisting the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

(1) Will the Government consider show-
ing the person's "donor status" on
drivers' licences, as is being done in
other States of Australia?

(2) If so, when could such a useful and
informative change take place?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) to (3) The matter is under consider-
ation.

MOTOR VEHICLES: DRIVERS

Licences: Card-type

139. Mr MENSAROS, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

(1) Is it a fact that a new form of driver's
licence is going to be introduced on
plastic material similar to a credit
card?

(2) If so, when is it contemplated to issue
the first new type of licence?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) The Government has not made a de-
cision to introduce the driver's licence
format referred to.

(2) Not applicable.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS: SMALL CLAIMS
TRIBUNAL

Judicial Authority

140. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

is it the Government's policy to con-
sider the Small Claims Tribunal, being
responsible to the Minister of the
Crown in charge of this legislation, a
judicial authority?

Mr WILSON replied:

The referees and registrar of the Small
Claims Tribunal are not judicial
officers. From time to time, however,
they do act in a judicial capacity. For
example, referees in conducting hear-
ings, and the registrar in listing pro-
ceedings, are performing judicial func-
tions. The officers of the tribunal are
responsible to the Minister in their ad-
ministrative capacities and, overall,
for the proper conduct of the business
of the tribunal. It is improper, and it is
not the policy of this Government, for
the Minister to attempt to supervise or
influence officers of the tribunal in the
performance of their judicial func-
tions.
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WATER RESOURCES: COUNTRY WATER
UNDERTAKINGS

Subsidies
14 1. Mr MENSAROS, to the Honorary

Minister assisting the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) What is the subsidy or estimated sub-
sidy the country water undertakings
account, 'i.e. all those pants of oper-
ation including sewerage, drainage,
and irrigation, which prior to the op-
eration of the Water Authority of
Western Australia were administered
by the engineering division, Public
Works Department, has received from
the Government during the financial
year 1985-86?

(2) Wbat percentage of the total expendi-
tures for the country water undertak-
ings does this subsidy represent?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) The 1985-86 operating grant allocated

to the Water Authority of WA for the
country operations-including water
resources services-previously admin-
istered by the Public Works Depart-
ment is $353712 million.
This amount excludes one-time pay-
ments representing transfer of pro-
visions, commitments, etc. as at
merger date-totalling $6.345 million
-and an amount of $0.65 million
for local authority sewerage subsidies
which are administered by the auth-
ority on behalf of the Government.

(2) Roundly 34 per cent.

WATER RESOURCES: COUNTRY WATER
UNDERTAKINGS
Capital Expenditure

142. Mr MENSAROS, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) How much money has been or is
estimated to be spent for capital ex-
penditure during 1985-86 for the
country water undertakings, i.e. all
those parts of operation including
sewerage, drainage, and irrigation
which prior to the operation of the
Water Authority of Western Australia
were administered by the engineering
division, Public Works Department?

(2) How much of this has been
allocated-
(a) from the General Loan Funds;
(b) from outside borrowings;
(c) from other depreciation or sink-

ing accounts etc. sources?
(3) What is the interest rate for money

borrowed under (2) (b)?
(4) Would he detail the sources

mentioned under (2) (c)?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) The estimate for country capital works

expenditure for 1985-1986 is $53.2
million.

(2) (a) Nil;
(b) $23.3 million;
(c) $29.9 million.

(3) The authority's borrowing programme
for 1985-86 has not yet been
completed. On borrowings to date the
weighted average interest rate is 13.23
per cent.

(4)

Developers' contributions
Other private sector contri-
butions
Commonwealth grants
Local authority contributions
Public sector contributions
Internal funds

TOTAL:

$SM
3.01

2.57
1.03
0.02
0.43

22.86

29.92

WATER RESOURCES: PARKER VILLE
Complaints: Cause

143. Mr MENSAROS, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) What was the cause of the apparently

bitter complaints about a month ago
by residents in Parkerville because of
the stench and ill effects of the public
water supply?

(2) Has this cause been remedied to the
satisfaction of the consumers?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) The complaints were due to a reaction

resulting from chloramination of
Mundaring water which was not an-
ticipated and did not show up in the
original testing. The problem has been
overcome.
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(2) Yes, as far as the Water Authority is
aware.

ENERGY
Oil-Natural Gas Conversion

146. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

(1) Did representatives of the State En-
ergy Commission address members of
the Drycleaning Institute of Australia,'Western Australia (Inc) in February
1985 and promote the conversion of
their plants from oil to natural gas on
the basis that the State Energy Com-
mission would ensure that natural gas
would be price competitive with oil?

(2) If "Yes", has the State Energy Com-
mission taken action to ensure that its
early undertakings in respect of price
have remained cost competitive with
oil?

(3) Given the recent reduction in price of
crude oil, is it the Government's in-
tention to reduce the price of natural
gas to a level that is competitive with
oil, and if so, when will this price re-
duction come into effect?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.

(3) Yes. Drycleaning Institute of Australia
members who purchase gas from the
commission do so on the basis of an
individual contract or through the
normal tariff structure. In either case,
the gas price is indexed to movements
in distillate price to ensure there is no
long-term imbalance in the relative
cost of the two fuels.
The exact mechanism for gas price ad-
justments is established within the gas
contracts. In general, adjustments are
made in such a way that the gas price
in any quarter is referenced to the
price of distillate at the beginning of
the month preceding the quarter.

As pant of the quarterly price ad-
justment arrangements, the price for
natural gas to the members of the in-
stitute will be reduced on 1 July 1986,
in accordance with the reduction in
the price of distillate which occurred
between I March and I June 1986.

I have written to the institute on these
matters.

LAND: RESIDENTIAL AREAS
Institutional Use: Committee

147. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Did the Government set up a con-

sultative committee to investigate and
report on the use by institutions of
land in residential areas?

(2) What are the objectives of the com-
mittee and who are the members?

(3) How often did the committee meet
in-
(a) 1984;
(b) 1985;and
(c) 1986 to date?

(4) When was the most recent meeting
held?

(5) What conclusions has the committee
reached to date-
(a) in respect of the metropolitan

area;
(b) in respect of the suburb of Mt

Lawley?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) To review the information available,

and identify and discuss issues, with
the objective of advising the planning
needs of institutions with the legit-
imate and reasonable aspirations of
residents.
Mr P. Dick, State Planning Com-
mission
Mr B. Fehlbery, Mt Lawley Society
Mr S. Piantadosi, MIC
Mr R. Okely, WA Council of Social
Services
Mr R. Gartell, City of Stirling.

(3) (a) Three times;
(b) three times;
(c) none.

(4) May 1985.
(5) (a) and (b) Investigations, including

consultations with local
authorities in the metropolitan re-
gion, showed that planning
scheme provisions were generally
adequate for dealing with this
topic and that each proposal
should be considered on its
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merits. An overall policy is not
seen to be needed.

LAND: RESIDENTIAL AREAS
Institutional Use: Committee

148. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Did he overturn a Stirling City Coun-

cil decision and permit the house at
No. I11 Vale Road, Mt Lawley, to be
used for institutional purposes in a
residential area?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) did he consult with the Govern-

ment's consultative committee on
institutional uses of land in resi-
dential areas prior to overturning
the Stirling City Council's de-
cision on the use of No. I I Vale
Road, Mt Lawley;

(b) if not, why not?
(3) Will he advise of the compelling

reasons which caused him to make
such a decision?

(4) How many persons did he agree could
be accommodated at the premises?

(5) (a) Did he seek advice from the
Stirling City Council to determine
if adequate facilities had been
provided, or could be provided,
to cater for the number of persons
who will occupy the property;

(b) if not, why not?

(6) Does he consider there is adequate
parking on the site to cater for the
residents and stall?

(7) Did he visit the site to inspect the
premises and surrounding land use
prior to making his decision?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) No;

(b) such consultation was not seen to
be necessary.

(3) The premises are vested in the Minis-
ter for Community Services and their
use for hostel purposes fills a very real
community need.

(4) This was not an issue.

(5) See (4) above.

(6) Yes.

(7) No. The site was visited by a member
of the town planning appeal conm-
mittee.

SEWERAGE: SEPTIC TANKS

Policy: Stirling city Council

156. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many applications for residential
developments seeking the utilisation
of septic tanks are being held up pend-
ing clarification of the Government's
sewerage policy as it relates to the City
of Stirling?

(2) When is a decision on these projects
likely to be made?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) 15.

(2) This has been considered by the Cabi-
net subcommittee on waste disposal,
and a decision is being conveyed to
the applicants.

SEWERAGE: DIANELLA

Construction: Delay

157. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Water Resources.

(1) Has the Water Authority of Western
Australia received correspondence
from the City of Stirfling expressing
the council's concern at the length of
time the sewerage work in Light Street
East, Dianella, is taking to complete?

(2) When does he anticipate this work will
be completed?

(3) Will be ensure a greater coordination
Of Work schedules between the Water
Authority of Western Australia and
the City of Stirling?

(4) Which officer of the Water Authority
should tbe council liaise with?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 1 October 1987.

(3) I intend to raise this matter with the
Water Authority to address the ques-
tion of greater coordination.

(4) Manager, construction.
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SHOPPING: STAFF
Legislation: A mendment

158. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Industrial
Relations:
(1) Does the Government intend to legis-

late to allow an increase in the number
of staff currently able to be employed
under section 88 of the Factories and
Shops Act?

(2) If "Yes", under what conditions and
when will the legislation be introduced
into the Parliament?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Not at this stage, pending public com-

ment on the Kelly Report and con-
sideration of same.

(2) Not applicable.

ROAD: MARMION AVENUE EXTENSION
EPA Report

161. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Environment:
(1) What reasons did the Environmental

Protection Authority give for support-
ing the Marmnion Avenue extension
throughr the Trigg dune reserve and
adjoining coastline?

(2) Will he release a copy of the full En-
vironmental Protection Authority re-
port on this issue?

(3) What environmental safeguards did
the Environmental Protection Auth-
ority impose on the roadworks to pro-
tect the Trigg dunes from the impact
of traffic, off-road vehicles, and litter
from passing vehicles?

(4) What action is he taking to ensure that
other System 6 reserves are not
damaged by roadworks and other de-
velopments in the future?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) I refer the member to the En-

vironmental Protection Authority's
report, a copy of which is available in
the Parliamentary Library or from the
Department of Conservation and En-
vironment.

(4) The Government has established a
procedure whereby any projects which
have the potential to affect the
proposed System 6 reserves are re-
ferred to the EPA for assessment.

PLANT DISEASES ACT
Regulations: Amendments

163. Mr MacKII4NON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) When will the proposed changes to the

Plant Diseases Act regulations be
tabled for approval in the Parliament?

(2) Has the industry affected by these
regulations been consulted about the
proposed changes?

(3) If so, what was the nature and extent
of that consultation?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) The Plant Diseases Act regulations

have been extensively reviewed and f t-
nal drafting instructions for Crown
Law should be ready for my approval
by mid-July.

(2) Yes.
(3) Industry has been consulted regularly

over the last two years. The most re-
cent consultation was on 4 June when
representatives from the following or-
ganisations were involved-

WA Vegetable Growers Associ-
ation;
Market Gardeners Association of
WA;
Fruit & Vegetable Buyers Associ-
ation;
Chamber of Fruit & Vegetable In-
dustries in WA;
WA Fruit Growers Association;
Nurserymans Association of WA
L. Sumich & Sons.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
West Leeming: Enrolment

164. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What is the current enrolment at the

West Leeming primary school?
(2) What is the anticipated enrolment at

the school for the commencement of
the 1987 school year?

(3) 'When is it anticipated that the next
stage of that school will be built?

(4) What facilities will be included in the
next stage of the school's building pro-
gram me?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) 174 primary and 54 pre-primary

students.
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(2) 245 primary and 54 pre-primary
students.

(3) This will depend on the growth rate in
the area. Current indications are that
the next stage of pernanent additions
will be needed by 1989 or 1990.

(4) 4 to 6 classrooms, depending on the
long-term needs, and a library re-
source centre.

EDUCATION: CLASSROOMS
Temporary: Carpeting

165. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the Government yet completed its

review of procedures relating to the
carpeting of temporary classrooms?

(2) If so, what was the result of that re-
view?

(3) When is it likely that the temporary
classroom situated at Rostrata pri-
mary school will be provided with car-
pet?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) and (2) Carpet is provided in all new

temporary classrooms. Existing rooms
without carpet are considered by
minor works committees at each re-
gional education office. If funding is
available and the project is considered
a priority, the work is then done.

(3) No minor works request has been
made by the Rostrata school for carpet
in the orn concerned.-

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Bullcreelc Administration Block

167. Mr MacICINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Have plans for the new administration

block at the Bullcreek primary school
been finalised?

(2) If so, when will work on this project
proceed?

(3) What is the anticipated completion
date of that work?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) and (3) The day labour workforce is to

start on the job shortly. It is expected
that the work will be completed by the
end of this year.

CRIME
Statist ics: Spearwood

168. Mr MacKINNON, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

What were the total crime statistics for
the Cockburn police station for the
years ended-
(a) 30 June 1983;
(b) 30 June 1984; and
(c) 30 June 1985?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(a) 510.
(b) 642.
(c) 811.

Crime statistics are not kept for indi-
vidual police stations or districts. In
this instance the figures supplied are
offences reported at Cockburn police
station. No separate figures are kept to
differentiate between crime and
simple offences.

EDUCATION: SPLIT-YEAR CLASSES
Study: Report

169. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the study initiated by the research

branch of the Education Department
at the beginning of 1984 into the edu-
cational advantages and disadvan-
tages of split-year classes yet been
completed?

(2) If so, what was the outcome of that
study?

(3) Will the study be made public?
(4) If not, why not?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The report, which contains 10

recommendations, has been circulated
among relevant senior officers within
the Education Department for their
reactions as part of the policy formu-
lation process. Coordination of this
has been undertaken by the Assistant
Director General (Primary).
In addition, copies of the report have
been sent for comment to members of
the department's multi-year level
committee-chairman: Mr B. Lyons,
Superintendent of Education; and the
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education committee of the Primary
Principals Association.

(3) Yes. A copy of the report is presently
being prepared for publication by the
department's publication branch. The
report will be published in the dis-
cussion paper series.

(4) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
Dezoning Policy

170. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

What is the Government's policy on
the dezoning of schools?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The Government is in favour of giving
parents the choice of schools, and the
department is currently investigating
procedures for the implementation of
this policy where accommodation will
allow.

MOTOR VEHICLES: DRIVERS
Licences: Card-type

l71. Mr MacKINNON, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) Is consideration being given to the in-

troduction of a new plasticised card
system for motor drivers' licences?

(2) If so, when is it likely such a system
will be introduced?

(3) With the introduction of that card, has
the Government given consideration
to the inclusion of "donor status" on
drivers' licences?

(4) If so, what was the result of that con-
sideration?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No decision has been made.
(3) and (4) Not applicable.

BUSINESS NAMES
Registration: Legislation

172. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Government considering
amending legislation which would
lead to the scrapping of requirements
of registration of business names?

(2) If so, when will the Government make
a final decision with respect to that
proposal?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) and (2) The Attorney General pro-
poses to refer the question of the
registration of business names for con-
sideration by the companies and se-
curities advisory committee when es-
tablished.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Rostrata: Oval

1 73. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Is he aware that the oval at-Rostrata
primary school is in very poor con-
dition?

(2) If so, what action has been taken by
the department to rectify this prob-
lem?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) The matter has been drawn to
the attention of officers from my de-
partment, and the Building Manage-
ment Authority has been instructed to
make the necessary improvements in
top dressing, levelling, and replanting
in time for the forthcoming growing
season.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS

Royalties: Aboriginal Communities

175. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) What royalties have been paid by the
Argyle Diamond joint venturers to the
Aboriginal communities in the area?

(2) What ongoing commitment have the
joint venturers to these communities
in terms of royalty payments?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) Nil.
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ABORIGINAL LAND
Entry Applications: Procedures

176. Mr MacKINNON, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Have the procedures for applications

for entry onto Aboriginal land for
mineral and petroleum exploration
and development purposes, as
circulated by him to industry, now
been finalised?

(2) If so, when did they come into oper-
ation?

(3) Under what authority do the pro-
cedures operate?

(4) Who was responsible for preparing the
procedures?

(5) Who was consulted prior to the
finalising of those procedures?

(6) (a) Were any changes made as a
consequence of those consul-
tations;

(b) if so, what were those changes?
(7) (a) Has the committee referred to as

part of those procedures yet been
appointed;

(b) if so, who are the members of the
committee;

(c) if not, when is it likely that the
committee will be appointed?

(8) Specifically, to what land do these
procedures apply?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The procedures have not yet been

implemented.
(3) When implemented the procedures

will operate under the Aboriginal Af-
fairs Planning Authority Act 1972-
1984.

(4) and (5) The State Government was re-
sponsible for preparing the procedures
after consultation with the Common-
wealth Government.

(6) (a) The procedures were formulated
as a result of the consultation;

(b) not applicable.
(7) (a) No;

(b)
(c)

not applicable;
I will be addressing the question
of the membership of the com-
mittee shortly. In the meantime I

have sought nomination for an in-
dustry representative through the
Chamber of Mines.

(8) Aboriginal reserve land proclaimed
under the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority Act 1972-84.

ABORIGINAL RESERVES

Creation

177. Mr MacKINNON, to
Minister assisting the
Aboriginal Affairs:

the Honorary
Minister for

(1) Since 1 January 1986, has the Govern-
ment created any Aboriginal reserves?

(2) If so, would he list for me the detail of
the reserves so created?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Marble Bar reserve 10717: Previously
the reserve was vested in the Shire of
East Pilbara for recreational purposes.
On 7 February 1986 the vesting was
revoked and the purpose changed to
use and benefit of Aboriginal persons.
It was vested in the Aboriginal Lands
Trust on that date.

MINERALS: GOLD
Playford Report: Distribution

178. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) How many copies of the report on
Conservation and Rehabilitation in
the Goldmining industry, the Playford
Report, were printed and distributed?

(2) Were copies of those reports
Circulated to local authorities in the
area affected by the report?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) 370 copies printed; and 350 copies
distributed to date.

(2) and (3) The report was released for
public comment on 22 November
1985, and was freely available upon
request from the Department of
Mines. A number of local government
authorities requested, and were sent,
copies of the report.
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ROTTNEST ISLAND HOARD
Membership

179. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Who are the current members of the

Rottiest Island Board?
(2) For how long has Mr Dempster been

acting president of the board?
(3) When is it likely that a permanent

president will be appointed?
(4) Why has this not been done pre-

.viously?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Mr D. Dempster

Mr A. Ednie-Brown
Mr M. Lewis
Mrs P. M. Barblett
Mr C. Sanders.

(2) Since February 1985.
(3) and (4) Consideration of the appoint-

ment of a permanent president is be-
ing held in abeyance pending the
Government's assessment of the
Rottnest Island management plan.

MINERALS
Iron Ore Industry Consultative Council:

Formation
180. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) When was the Iron Ore Industry Con-

sultative Council formed?
(2) Who are the delegates to the council

and how are they nominated?
(3) How many meetings have been held

by the Iron Ore Industry Consultative
Council since I July 1985?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) August 1984.
(2) There are 64 delegates to the council

comprising representatives from the
State and Commonwealth Govern-
ments, the five iron ore producing
companies, and relevant unions. Del-
egates are nominated as follows-
(a) Three State Government officials,

one nominated from each of three
State departments-the Depart-
ment of Resources Development,
the Mines Department, and the
Office of Industrial Relations;

(b) three Commonwealth Govern-
ment officials, one nominated
from each of three Common-
wealth departments-the Depart-
ment of Trade, the Department of
Resources and Energy, and the
Department of Employment and
Industrial Relations;

(c) twenty-five company officials,
five from each iron ore producing
company, nominated by the
companies;

(d) twenty union representatives; one
proxy and one delegate from each
of ten sites-elected by the union
membership;

(e) nine full-time MUA officials
nominated by the union execu-
tive;

(f) one full-time TLC official nomi-
nated by the union executive;

(g) one full-time MUA representative
nominated by the MUA;

(h) chairman, nominated by the State
Premier;

(i) deputy chairman, nominated by
the Prime Minister.

(3) Four.

AMERICA'S CUP: CHARTER VESSELS
Government Use

181. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister with special
responsibility for the America's Cup:
(1) How many vessels are being con-

sidered for charter or have been
chartered for use by the Government
during the America's Cup?

(2) From what source have the charter
vessels been obtained?

(3) What is the estimated cost of the char-
ter?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) For the period mid-September 1986 to

mid-February 1987-5 vessels (bare-
boat charter).
For the period 28 January 1987 to
mid-February 1987-15 vessels (full
charter).

(2) Expressions of interest have been
received from charter operators, char-
ter brokers, fishermen, and others.
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(3) The estimated cost is subject to cur-
rent negotiations.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Princess Margaret: Construction Cost

182. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works and
Services:
(1) What was the estimated cost of stage 2

of Princess Margaret Hospital at the
commencement of the contract?

(2) What is the current estimated
completion date for the project at its
commencement?

(3) What was the estimated completion
date for the project at its commence-
ment?

(4) What is the currently estimated
completion date for the project?

(5) Who is the project builder?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (5) Stage 2 of Princess Margaret

Hospital is being directly
administered by C. M. Campbell and
Associates in the capacity of project
director and as such are responsible
for the calling and letting of all con-
tracts.
The overall control of the project falls
within the responsibilities of the Min-
ister for Health. However, as is nor-
mal policy, the Minister for Works is
nominated as the "principal" in the
contract/s.

BUSINESSES
Companies and Securities Advisory Committee:

Members
183. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister

representing the Attorney General:
(1) Who are the members of the Govern-

ment's companies and securities ad-
visory committee?

(2) What is the role of this committee?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Members of the committee are yet to

be appointed.
(2) The role of the committee will be to

provide advice to the Commissioner
for Corporate Affairs and ultimately
the Government in relation to
companies and securities matters.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
Parent-community Decision-making

184. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

When will the interim report on
parent-community members in de-
cision-making at school level be
completed?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The interim report on community par-
ticipation in schooling project was
published in April 1986.

WATER AUTHORITY
Advertising: Allocation

185. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) How much money has been allocated

for commercial advertising of the
Water Authority of Western Australia
this financial year?

(2) What is the breakdown of this
budget- i.e. newspapers, radio, tele-
vision, etc?

(3) What was the budget for the last four
financial years?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) $400000.
(2) Television-$330 000

Newspapers-$45 000
Radio-$25 000.

(3) 1984-85-S$181 000
Television-S 141 000
Newspapers-$40 000
1983-84-S$52 000-Newspapers
1982-83-$45 000-Newspapers
198 1-82-$41 000-Newspapers.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Outpatients: Statistics

186. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What are the numbers of outpatients

at the teaching and non-teaching hos-
pitals in the metropolitan area in the
last three years?

(2) What is the average cost to the
Government to service an outpatient
at each of the teaching and non-teach-
ing hospitals in the metropolitan area?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The actual number of outpatients is

not available, but the number of oc-
casions of service for outpatients in
the metropolitan area is described in
the following figures-
1.1 1982-83

Teaching
Non-teaching

1.2 1983-84
Teaching
Non-teaching

1.3 1984-85
Teaching
Non-teaching

1615458
139 589

1 755 047

1 782 085
182 593

1 964 678

1919215

234 529

2 153744

(2) The average cost of treating out-
patients at teaching and non-teaching
hospitals is not available as costs can-
not be accurately separated between
inpatients and outpatients.

HEALTH: FAMILY PLANNING CLINIC
Port Hedland

187. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Does he support the establishment of

a family planning clinic in Port
Hedland?

(2) If so, does he intend to establish one
in Port Hedland?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) Family planning is available in

Port Hedland through the Port
Hedland Regional Hospital salaried
medical practitioners, and through
private medical practitioners in Port
Hedland and South Hedland.
The community health medical and
nursing staff provide education and
promotion of family planning.
Family planning clinics are estab-
lished by the Family Planning Associ-
ation and the member should refer his

question concerning a family planning
clinic in Part iledland to that associ-
ation.

TOURISM: CARAVAN PARKS
Regulations: Amendment

288. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Does he intend to amend the Health

Act (Caravan Parks and Camping
Grounds) Regulations to reduce the
distance between caravans from 4.5
metres to 3.0 metres?

(2) If so, when?
(3) Does he intend to change any other

regulation concerning caravan parks?
(4) If "Yes" to (3), which regulation?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

(3) Yes.

(4) Amendments to these regulations are
presently with Parliamentary Counsel
for drafting. These were widely
distributed for comment and will
again be discussed with selected or-
ganisations prior to promulgation.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COUNCILLORS
Illiterate Persons

189. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Can an illiterate person effectively

perform the duties of a local govern-
ment councillor?

(2) If "No", what action would he take
should he be informed that an illiter-
ate person had become a councillor?)

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Under the provisions of the Local
Government Act literacy is not a con-
dition of eligibility for election as a
member of council, nor is illiteracy
prounds for disqualification.
The most important qualification of
an elected member of council is the
confidence and support of the electors
he or she represents.

(2) Answered by (1).
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT: COLLIE SHIRE
COUNCIL

Uinauthorised Works: Cr Murmw
190. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister far Local

Government:
(1) Has he thoroughly investigated the

claims that unauthorised private
works were undertaken by council em-
ployees for Cr Mumme of the Shire of
Collie?

(2) If "Yes", what were his detailed
findings?

(3) Does he propose to take any action on
the matter?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) The investigation has not yet been

finalised and a senior departmental
inspector will be visiting Collie again
next week.

(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Northampton District: Construction

192. Mr 'TUBBY, to the Minister
Education:
(1)

for

What was the tender price accepted
for the construction of the new build-
ings for the Northampton District
High School and on what date did
building commence?

(2) To date, what is the additional cost
involved to upgrade to an acceptable
standard over and above the original
tender and contract?

(3) What were the reasons for these ad-
ditional costs?

(4)
(5)

IHas the upgrading been completed?
If not, when is it anticipated to be
completed?

(6) (a) Is the experiment tried at
Northampton going to be adopted
as departmental policy for the fu-
ture building programmes for the
department;

(b) if not, why not?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) (a) $685 000;

(b) 25-9-84.
(2) and (3) Subsequent to the builder

having completed the contract,
approximately $80 000 has been spent
on variations. These variations recti-

fled certain omissions in the original
documents and changed some aspects
of the building where deficiencies had
become evident.

(4) No.

(5) Finality on the building project has
almost been reached. No final date is
yet available.

(6) (a) and (b) The principle of obtaining
a satisfactory building at an economic
price will continue to be the policy. In
order to maintain this policy, a certain
amount of experimentation is necess-
my. From many points of view, the
Northampton project has been suc-
cessful. There are also many where it
has proved to be inadequate. These
inadequacies have almost all been
rectified.

Within that framework, new methods
and procedures will continue to be
tried.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Gnowangensp: Matron
193. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Has he received information regarding

the sacking of the matron of the
Gnowangerup Hospital?

(2) If so, does he support the sacking?

(3) If not, does he intend to direct the
hospital board to reverse the decision?

(4) If he supports the sacking, will he al-
low the matron to work in any other
public hospital?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Not on any evidence as yet made
available to me by the board.

(3) 1 will make my decision when the
board replies to my letter of HI June
1986.

(4) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS

Sites: Disposal

194. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) How many proposed school or other

educational sites have been disposed
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of by the Government since 1 July
1984?

(2) In each instance, what was the value
of the property concerned?

(3) In each instance, where were the pro-
ceeds from these properties directed
to?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3)

Boorago Primary

Veil v~~ Primary

Lynwotod
Lot 6 Mannion

Street. East
Fremantle

Pernh Technical
College. S1
George's Ter-
race

Value Proceeds
$900 000.00 Treasury

$174984.25 Treasury

133000.00 Treasury

$5 300 000.0 $186 914.55-
GLF (PWD)
Other bu.dgs:.

balance--Lands
and Surveys De-
panment terni-
tonial revenue

Other properties-recently closed schools
-located in country areas have been
handed over to local authorities for com-
munity use purposes.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Hydrotherapy Facilities: Development

195. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Have studies been initiated for the re-

development of metropolitan non-
teaching hospitals, including the re-
quirement for hydrotherapy facilities?

(2) If so, when were these studies
initiated?

(3)
(4)

Who is carrying out these studies?
Have these studies yet been
completed?

(5) What was the outcome of these studies
with respect to the provision of hydro-
therapy facilites?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) A study into acute hospital services in

the metropolitan area, which included
future development in the non-teach-
ing hospitals, was initiated in
December 1985.

(3) and (4) It was performed by the plan-
nling and research branch of the
Health Department and was
completed in May 1986. The study
document has been distributed to

interested parties for comment
through the health advisory network.

(5) A study into the need for and facilities
necessary for hydrotherapy was
initiated in March 1986 and is being
undertaken by the health services
planning and review committee of the
Heith Department. This study has
not yet been completed.

LAND: GROUND LEVELS
Law Reform Commission Report

196. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Has the Government received a report

by the Law Reform Commission on
the alteration of ground levels?

(2) If so, has the Government considered
that report?

(3) What action, if any, does the Govern-
ment plan to take as a consequence of
the report?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) Public comment on the com-

mission's report has been invited and
will be considered in due course.

SHOPPING: TRADING HOURS
Bakers:- Amendment

198. Mr MacK.INNON, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:
(1) Has the Government received a re-

quest that the regulations concerning
baking hours, and areas, be changed?

(2) If so, has the Government given con-
sideration to making such changes?

(3) If so, what changes are to be made?
(4) When will these changes be made?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not yet.
(3) No decision has been taken.
(4) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Riverton.- Fencing

199. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has he received an application for

support from the River-ton primary
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school parents and citizens' associ-
ation to assist with the replacement of
what may be a dilapidated and unsafe
fence at the school?

(2) If so, what consideration was given to
that request?

(3) Bearing in mind the school has
already made an approadh to the re-
gional minor works committee, how
many times must such approaches be
made before the work will be ap-
proved?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The parents and citizens' association

his been advised that the only source
of funds for such a project is that
which is administered through the
south-west metropolitan regional edu-
cation office.

(3) The regional office assigns priorities
to all requests received for minor
works projects. This particular project
has not been considered a high pri-
ority as the fence already exists and
the street concerned is not a busy
thoroughfare. Within that context, any'
further submission from the school
will receive due consideration.

LAND: NATIONAL PARKS
Exploration and Mining Comm ittee

200. Mr MacINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) When was the committee on explo-
-ration and mining in national parks
and nature reserves established?

(2) Who are the members of that com-
mittee?

(3) What are the committee's terms of ref-
erence?

(4) When is the committee expected to
complete its report?

(5) Will the report be made public?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The committee on exploration and

mining in national parks and nature
reserves was established by Cabinet in
October 1985, and met for the first
time in November 1985.

(2) The members are-

Dr John Bailey, Chairman and EPA
member
Dr Phillip Playford, Assistant Direc-
tor General of Mines
Mr Chris Haynes, Director of
National Parks

(3) The terms of reference are that the
committee is to report on-
(a) Appropriate Government policy

concerning exploration and
mining activities in national
parks and nature reserves;

(b) whether existing provisions of the
Mining Act and regulations
governing conservation and re-
habilitation in national parks and
nature reserves are adequate to
control environmental aspects of
explorat ion and mining activities;

(c) procedures to be followed in
reviewing excploration and mining
proposals in national parks and
nature, reserves and in setting and
enforcing appropriate environ-
mental conditions;

(d) means of authorising access to
national parks and nature re-
serves in order to mark out ten-
ements;

(e) whether exploration in national
parks and nature reserves without
holding a tenement should be al-
lowed and, if so, under what con-
ditions.

(4) October 1986.
(5) Yet to be decided.

ENERGY: ROYALTIES
Revenue

204. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What is the estimated revenue to

Government for the year ended 30
June 1986 from-
(a) petroleum royalties; and
(b) natural gas royalties?

(2) What was the original estimate for
these income sources?

(3) If the expected outcome differs from
the original estimate, why is this so?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (b) Petroleum royalties, including

natural gas, $34.02 million.
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(2) The Budget estimate was $29.4
million including $3.6 million for
natural gas.

(3) The variation between initial forecast
and estimated revenue is because of
subsequent negotiation of an RRR
agreement for Barrow Island in which
fixed quarterly interim payments are
provided for in the agreement over the
first year of operation. final ad-
justments to these are catered for in
forecasts for the year 1986-87.

MINERAL TENEMENTS
DC Holdings Ptyv LId: Approval

205. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Did he approve the application for

mining tenement No. 70/154 in the
name of DC Holdings Pty Ltd on I5
January 1986?

(2) Is it fact that the appeal was upheld
despite the fact that the warden had
previously refused the application?

(3) Why did the warden refuse the appli-
cation?

(4) Why did he approve the application?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) Application for prospecting licence

70/154 was refused by the warden be-
cause there was no appearance at the
Warden's Court hearing on 18
December 1985 by or on behalf of the
applicant company.

(4) On 30 December 1985 an appeal pur-
suant to section 56 of the Mining Act
1978 was lodged against the refusal.
The appeal was subsequently upheld
by me on the basis that the applicant
company had complied with all
formalities in respect of the appli-
cation, and a satisfactory explanation
was given for the non-appearance at
the hearing.

SUPERANNUATION: FEDERAL CASE

Govern ment Support
206. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Industrial Relations:
(1) Does the Government support the

three per cent productivity-superannu-

ation case currently being argued
before the federal arbitration
commission?

(2) What will be the estimated cost to-
(a) the State Government; and
(b) Western Australian industry,
if the claim is successful?

(3) Will the State Government be
intervening in the case to present ar-
guments for or against the case?

(4) If so, what argument will be presented,
i.e. a case for or a case against?

(5) If not, why not?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) $75 million;

(b) niot known.
(3) The Government was represented in

the case which has now been
completed.

(4) and (5) Answered by (1).

DAIRYING: KERIN PLAN
Levy.-Revenue

210. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) With the Kerin Commonwealth dairy

plan to come into operation on I July,
what is the anticipated levy to be col-
lected from Western Australian dairy
farmers?

(2) Has his department made any assess-
ment of the cost of the levy by each
shire area, and if so, would he detail?

(3) What course of action does the State
Government now propose to assist the
State's dairy industry which could
cause hardship to many dairy farmers?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) l am advised that the Australian Dairy

Corporation has established the levy
at 35 cents/kg butterfat. This is
equivalent to 1.35 cents/litre on all
milk produced by dairy farmers in
Western Australia-based on an aver-
age butterfat content of 3.85 per cent.

(2) No.
(3) The Government will continue

press the Federal Government to
plore means whereby the whole of

to
ex-
the
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levy paid in WA is returned to the WA
industry. Meanwhile the Dairy Indus-
try Authority will monitor the effect of
the Commonwealth dairy plan on
Western Australian dairy farmers.

ABATTOIR: BOYANUP
Government Assistance

214. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The
South West:
(1) Did the State Government extend

financial assistance in any form to
Ross Payne and Co, Boyanup?

(2) (a) What were the conditions of the
assistance;

(b) when did the assistance com-
mence; and

(c) when did the assistance cease?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) The Government provided financial

assistance to creditors of Ross Payne
and Co in the form of interest pay-
ment to creditors and indemnification
of creditors against trading losses.

(2) (a) That the company continue to
operate;

(b) December 1985;
(c) May 1986.

ABATTOIR: BOYANUP
Government Assistance

215. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Did the State Government extend

financial assistance in any form to
Ross Payne and Co, Boyanup?

(2) (a) What were the conditions of the
assistance;

(b) when did the assistance com-
mence; and

(c) when did the assistance cease?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 refer the member to my

answer to question 214.

ABATTOIR: HOYANUP
Inquiry

216. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The
South West:
(1) Did the Government have an inquiry

into the financial and management

circumstances of Ross Payne and Co
at Boyanup?

(2) Who carried out the inquiry and when
was it-
(a) commissioned;
(b) completed?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No.

The Government had access to
financial records supplied by the
trustees.

(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Busselton: Works Programme

217. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Would he give details of works pro-

grammes-
(a) undertaken in 1985-86;
(b) scheduled for completion in

1986-87,
for the Busselton primary school?

(2) Further to (1) (a), what were the total
costs involved?

(3) Further to (1) (b)-
(a) on what date were tenders let;
(b) who were the successfuxl tenderers;
(c) at what cost; and
(d) when is the contracted completion

date?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) (a) A new covered assembly area and

canteen is being constructed at
Busselton Primary School;

(b) this work will be completed in
1986-87.

(2) $105970.
(3) (a) 5 May 1986;

(b) R. M. Prosser and Son;
(c) $95 270;
(d) 31 August 1986.

HOUSING
Construction Programme

218. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What was the cost and number of

dwelling units constructed in 1985-86
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by Homeswest in the following
towns-
(a) Bunbury;
(b) Busselton;
(c) Margaret River;
(d) Capel;
(e) Donnybrook;
(f) Australind-Eaton;
(g) Boyanup?

(2) What is the projected programme for
1986-87 in the above towns?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The number and cost of dwelling units

constructed, commenced, or commit-
ted under the 1985-86 Common-
wealth-State and Aboriginal housing
programmes are as follows-

Town Esti-

(a)
(b)
(c)

(d)
(e)
MI

(g)

Bunbury
Busselton
Margaret
River
Cape]
Donnybrook
Australind-
Eaton
Boyanup

Unil

mated
Cost

5s million
52 $1.863
17 $0.64?

4 $0.174
8 $0.263
2 $0.088

Nil Nil
Nil Nil

I would point out to the member that
the above figures relate to construc-
tion costs only and do not include the
cost-of-land component.

(2) The level of I-omeswest's 1986-87
State-wide programme has yet to be
determined and will depend on genu-
ine need, relative demand, and funds
availability.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Augusta: Works

220. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Health:

Would he advise the cost and
estimated completion date of works
currently in progress at the Augusta
hospital?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
Anticipated total cost, including cost
of construction, professional fees,
landscaping, and furniture, is $1.42
million. Estimated completion date is
29 October 1986.

MINERAL ROYALTIES

Variations
224. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:

(1) What rate of royalty does the Govern-
ment charge to mining companies on
their production of-
(a) nickel;
(b) tin;

(c) kaolin;
(d) alumina;
(e) tantalum;
(If) iron ore;
(g) lithium;
(h) ilmenite?

(2) If the rates for some
others, why is this so?

ore vanies from

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The member is referred to the various
State agreements negotiated in respect
of iron ore, alumina, and nickel, and
the royalties provided in the regu-
lations to the Mining Act 1978 for the
other minerals.
The rates vary depending on whether
royalty is charged on the metal pro-
duction or on concentrates.

(2) Answered by (1).

ENERGY: OIL
Power Stations: Imports

225. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Will the State Energy Commission be
purchasing any of its requirements for
fuel oil for country power stations
from South Australia?

(2) If "Yes", what power stations will be
supplied from this source?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Wyndham, K~fullutua, Halls Creek,

Esperance, Kondinin, Leonora,
Ravensthorpec, Hopetoun.
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ENERGY: OIL
Imports:- Fuel Agents

226. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Will local country fuel agents be

disadvantaged by the State Energy
Commission purchasing fuel oil from
other States for their country power
stations?

(2) If "Yes", which country towns will be
affected?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The State Energy Commission

has always purchased its fuel require-
ments from the major fuel marketing
companies operating in the State. It
has recently negotiated the best deals
possible from such marketing
companies which may arrange for lo-
cal country agents to deliver the fuel
on their behalf in accordance with
commercial arrangements between the
companies and the agents.

RURAL YOUTH MOVEMENT COUNCIL
Government Assistance

227. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What accommodation, salaries, and

grants has the Government made
available to the Rural Youth Move-
ment Council during this financial
year?

(2) Are any of these entitlements to cease
in the next financial year?

(3) What assistance does the Government
intend to make available to the Rural
Youth Movement Council in the fu-
ture?

(4) What accommodation and staff has
the Rural Youth Movement Council
been advised will not be available next
financial year?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Office premises at 295 Rokeby Road,

Subiaco; $329 000 was allocated to the
Rural Youth Movement Council in
the 1985-86 financial year for salaries
and operating costs; no grants were
made.

(2) Yes; the Government has abolished
the Rural Youth Movement Council
and will repeal the Rural Youth
Movement Act.

(3) None; a grant of $2 5 000 will be paid
to the WA Federation of Rural Youth
(Inc).

(4) All.

HONORARY MINISTER ASSISTING THlE
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Adviser: Mr Philip Vincent

228. Mr RUSHTON, to the Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Why was Mr Philip Vincent-Labor

Party candidate for Dale-appointed
a Minister's adviser?

(2) What terms and conditions of employ-
ment apply to his appointment?

(3) What remuneration, allowances, car
travelling allowance, etc., are to be
provided and paid to Mr Vincent?

(4) Is Mr Vincent allowed to practice as a
barrister of the law during the period
he is under contract with the Govern-
ment?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Mr Vincent was appointed to provide

consultant advice to the Government
on Aboriginal issues. The appoint-
ment was made having regard to his
extensive professional experience and
knowledge of Aboriginal people.

(2) and (3) The terms and conditions of
Mr Vincent's employment are defined
by contract but in every other respect
are the same as would apply to a tem-
porary officer appointed under the
Public Service Act. The Government's
practice has been not to release details
of fee arrangements or salaries agreed
under Constitution Act appointments
without the consent of the individual
or organisation concerned.

(4) Mr Vincent's contract provides that
he will not engage in practice as a bar-
rister during the term of his appoint-
ment, without consent of the Premier.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

DEPUTY PREMIER'S OFFICE
Costs

I8. Mr HASSELL, to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Is the Minister aware that in the past

three years the budgeted cost of the
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Department of the Deputy Premier's
office has risen by 263 per cent; the
budgeted cost of the Department of
Industrial Development has risen by
77 per cent; the budgeted cost of the
Small Business Advisory Service Inc.
has risen by 121 per cent; and the
budgeted cost of the Technology De-
velopment Authority has risen by 259
per cent over two years?

(2) Are those amazing increases in expen-
diture in areas under his responsibility
in any way consistent with the
Premier's promise of three years ago
to reduce the size of the Public Ser-
vice?

(3) Are those massive increases in any
way consistent with the current need
far restraint in Government spending?

(4) What additional tasks are being
performed that could in any way
justify the enormity of those in-
creases?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) to (4)!1 can imagine that the Leader of
the Opposition finds this a little diffi-
cult to understand, so I will put it to
him fairly slowly.

In 1983 the Government was elected
to office and publicly committed itself
to a range of very broad priorities.
Those priorities included specific pro-
grammes of action in the fields of
small business and technology, both of
which had been ignored, neglected, or
simply forgotten by the previous
Government.
Small business, technology, tourism,
and the building and construction in-
dustries were four very specific areas
which in the first three years of the
Burke Government were permitted to
have additional resources to im-
plement their specific undertakings
given at the 1983 election. We are
proud of those priorities.

Members opposite simply do not
understand the programmes to
achieve modernisation of industry in
small business and technology. Had
the revitalisation of industry started
10 years ago we would not be in half
the mess we are in today. That is basi-
cally why funds spent in these areas

have increased, very consciously and
very deliberately. They directly reflect
the undertakings given to the people
in this State in 1983.
In respect of the last pant of the Leader
of the Opposition's question, let me
simply refer him to the last series of
questions which I answered in this
House. If ever there was somebody
who led with his chin, the Leader of
the Opposition has just done so. This is
a negative reaction to some questions
which I answered in this House just a
few weeks before the prorogation of
the previous Parliament when I set out
in great detail the programmes which
had been implemented by each and
every one of those agencies for which I
had ministerial responsibility between
1983 and 1986.
A few weeks later the Leader of the
Opposition bitterly complained that I
had gone to too much effort and
trouble to provide so much detail in
the answers to this sort of question,
but today he asks the question again. I
simply refer him to those 22 pages of
detail.

ECONOMY: PRIME MINISTER'S
STATEM ENT

Government Stance
19. Mr THOMAS, to the Deputy Premier

What is the position of the State
Government with regard to the Prime
Minister's economic statement to the
nation last night?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Mainly because of the echoes, remi-
niscent of jackal calls, it might not
have been obvious to members of this
legislative Chamber, from the contri-
bution that I made during the course
of that amendment to the
Address-in-Reply-

Mr Clarko: We could not hear very well.
Mr BRYCE: That is all I was concerned

about, because there was so much
noise emanating from the other side of
the Chamber, it may not have been
perfectly clear that the Government of
Western Australia certainly supports
the programme announced last night
by the Prime Minister in his
statement. I am still waiting for some
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indication from the member for Mt
Lawley to prove that he has a copy of
the document.

Mr Cash: Have no fear.

Mr BRYCE: The State Government ap-
plauds the Prime Minister for talking
frankly and directly to the people of
Australia in the way very few previous
political leadens in Australia have had
the courage to do. In spite of the mild
distortion and misrepresentations that
the Leader of the Opposition would
seek to perpetrate on my comments,
my interjection to him during the
course of his speech was to draw his
attention to the fact that the susten-
ance system of payment invoked in
this country during the 1930s and
probably the 1940s can be very
demeaning to the people who are
involved in it. That is one of the
serious social reservations we have,
and one of the reasons why Menzies,
during the time he was Prime Minis-
ter, did not seek to turn the hands of
the clock back to the days of the De-
pression.

I accept there is a great deal of popular
support for this measure, and I am
very interested to see what the
experiment produces.

One of the things that concerns me
most is whether the move in that di-
rection will be consistent with the
sentiments expressed in the Prime
Minister's statement regarding fiscal
restraint, because it occurs to me that
if a very elaborate system of pro-
grammes to provide work for unem-
ployed people is put in place, that
could require a veritable army of pub-
lic servants to administer. I begin to
wonder where the economic good
sense will lit when we do that analysis
at the end of the experiment. That is
precisely the sort of discussion that
the Premier and I had.
We are aware there are genuine social
problems associated with imple-
menting the will of some members op-
posite to direct people into those sorts
of work situations- There is a great
deal in support of that. We are happy
to see what this experiment will
produce. It may produce some very
useful solutions. So in that sense the

Premier and I undoubtedly both sup-
port the proposition. We are
interested to see how it works.

TAXATION PROTEST RALLY

Ministerial Attendance

20. Mr COURT, to the Deputy Premier:

Did the Minister for Industry and
Technology or the Minister for Small
Business or their representatives at-
tend the rally of small business em-
ployers and employees at Subiaco
Oval today to witness the protest by
thousands of concerned citizens
against the fringe benefits tax and the
capital gains tax?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The Deputy Premier was not there. If
the member for Nedlands wants to ask
his question of other Ministers, if he is
interested to know whether they
attended and how they arranged their
priorities in relation to that time slot, I
suggest he asks them.

AUSTRALIAN FREE ENTERPRISE
FOUNDATION

Advertisement

21. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:

(1) Has the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations' attention been drawn to the
blatantly confrontationist, self-seeking,
full-page advertisement on behalf of
the Australian Free Enterprise Foun-
dation on page 13 of last weekend's
The Weekend Australian?

(2) What is the current policy in relation
to the approach taken in the advertise-
ment?

(3) Does the Government support the
view that huge headlines proclaiming
"It's War" benefit the community as a
whole or do they create division?

(4) Is it correct that the avenage fair-
minded Australian supports this type
of fear campaign against hard-won
working conditions and a lifestyle the
envy of the rest of the world?
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Points of Order

Mr MacKINNON: According to my
understanding of Standing Orders-I
cannot refer to the specific Standing
Order at the moment-a question
asked of a Minister must relate to the
areas of his ministerial respon-
sibilities. I fail to see how an adver-
tisement in the newspaper does that. If
members look at the question which
was asked, they will see that it does
not refer to any matter whatsoever
which relates to the Minister's port-
folio. Rather, the question is about an
advertisement placed in a newspaper
by a private group.

The SPEAKER: In respect of the matters
which have been raised by the mem-
ber for Murdoch I find the question is
in order.

In respect of certain matters which
were not raised by the member for
Murdoch, I find sections of the ques-
tion are out of order. Certain words
were used in the first section of the
question which, if members look care-
fully at the Standing Orders, I think
they will find are unacceptable in the
forming of a question. However, the
removal of those words from this
question does not change its intents
and so I shall allow it to be asked on
this occasion. However, I suggest to
members that they look carefully at
Standing Orders and seek in future to
framec their questions within them.

Mr HASSELL: May I draw your attention,
Sir, to the last part of the question
which offends the Standing Order
prohibiting the seeking of an opinion.-

The SPEAKER: I shall read to the member
the words in the first pant of the ques-
tion which I found to be unacceptable.
They are "blatantly confrontationist,
self-seeking". They refer to the full-
page advertisement and they are not
normally acceptable in this place.

I rule in respect of the point Of Order
raised by the Leader of the Opposition
that the last part of the question is out
of order. However, I ask the Minister
for Industrial Relations to answer the
first part.

Questions Resumed

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
I can understand the Opposition's em-
barrassment at the attention of the
public being drawn to the fact that
today it eulogised and attended a
meeting organised by the same people
who inserted in The Weekend
Australian an advertisement headed in
bold and very confrontation i st capi-
tals which said, "It's war. Fight for
your family, your business, and your
country".
Probably that sort of confrontation i st
attitude on the part of the Opposition
is all that it has to grasp hold of and it
is not dissimilar to the Leader of the
Opposition's involvement in an adver-
tisement encouraging people to break
the law by refusing to pay a particular
tax-a position, I might say, that even
the Queensland National Party Presi-
dent, Sir Robert Sparkes, has rejected
as being improper.
The rally today was called in relation
10 proposals which ignore the fact that
the ordinary Australian works long
and hard to support his family; and
that he does not have the opportunity
to take people out to lunch or be taken
out to lunch. The majority of
Australians take their lunch to work in
a brown paper bag. Self-seeking people
in our community-people re-
presented largely by members of the
Opposition-object strongly to paying
their way. In my view, and as a matter
of policy, it is quite inappropriate for
so-called responsible politicians to
support organ isations which advertise
in such an inflammatory way.
Having regard for the disarray of the
Opposition party and the fact that
even it admits dreaming up branches
which do not exist in order to stack its
political processes, one can under-
stand that it is prepared to grasp at
any straw.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION
Single Insurer: Policy

22. Mr MENSAROS, to the Deputy Premier:
(1) In view of the recent announcement

about the extended State Government
Insurance Office franchise and the for-
mation of the insurance commission,
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would he inform the House as to
whether it is still Government policy
to have a single insurer for workers'
compensation insurance?

(2) If so, when is legislation going to be
introduced to implement this policy?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) In all his sincerity, the mem-

ber for Floreat is looking for an
answer to a question which he should
place on the Notice Paper and direct
to the Premier who is responsible for
that matter. I am sure the Premier will
be only too happy to oblige with the
detail.

TRADE: EXPORTS
Federal Government Measures

23. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Industry and Technology:

Is the Minister aware of any specific
measures announced by the Prime
Minister to assist Australia's export
performance?

Mr BRYCE replied:
It is a great pity that members op-
posite seemed to be so preoccupied a
short while ago and were not prepared
to draw the House's attention to the
very detailed specifics which were in-
cluded in the document that the Prime
Minister presented in his statement
last night. Although some members
opposite may have seen the detail of
the Prime Minister's seven-minute
speech, those who had taken the
trouble to read the full document
would bave known that it contained a
series of very worthwhile proposals
designed to lift Australia's export per-
formance.
If for one minute members opposite
could lose sight of the poor old wage
earner, whom they find it necessary to
condemn at every turn as being ex-
clusively responsible for this nation's
economic ills, they might understand
the true position. When members op-
posite contribute to an economic de-
bate in this place we never hear them
seek to share the responsibility for
some of the ills the nation faces.
Whether they be managers, farmers,
or professional people working in any
other quarter, by instinct members op-
posite seem to come into this place

and time and time again condemn
those people who sell their labour for a
living-the wage earners. We saw that
tendency again this afternoon.

The truth is the nation needs to lift its
game in a number of areas and, most
assuredly, one of those areas is ex-
ports.

In the past we have relied upon the
export of low value-added bulk com-
modities, basically in agriculture and
mining. To the credit of those two sec-
tors, 80 per cent of the value of our
exports comes from them. However,
at the present time those two sectors
are experiencing serious trouble which
is likely to last for a good number of
years before we see the light at the end
of the tunnel. That means that our
competitiveness as a nation-

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: You, Sir, have already

reminded the House that only yester-
day you made a statement concerning
these matters and it was with our
agreement that you indicated you
would try the experiment of reducing
question time to 30 minutes on the
basis that we would get reasonable
answers from the Government and
not the repetition of speeches. I won-
der whether you might exercise some
restraint on the Deputy Premier.

The SPEAKER: I do not find the Leader of
the Opposition's remarks to be incor-
rect. I am concerned at the length of
time some of the answers are taking. I
am quite happy to return to the pre-
vious arrangement if this one does not
work. However, in order for this one
to work it is necessary for Ministers to
restrict their answers and not make
speeches or statements. I ask again
that they try to do that.

Questions Resumed
Mr BRYCE: For the benefit of the Leader

of the Opposition, who seemed to
overlook this data when he allegedly
read the document to which he re-
ferred so many times today, I give him
the specifics in respect of forms of en-
couragement to export which were
announced last night and which are
worthy indeed-
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The National Industry Supply
Office to increase the sourcing of
Australian capital goods for major
Australian projects. The national
export drive to boost export in-
vestment production and market-
ing including export initiatives
for each major industry sector.
Increased export management
education. A new scheme for
small exporters to provide export
assistance in finding new overseas
markets.
A new grants scheme targeted to
high technology exporters.

I know that information sits
uncomfortably with the Leader of the
Opposition. To con tinue-

Further streamlining of import
inspection procedures. Encourag-
ing foreign investment which will
have positive trade benefits.

There are some very worthy details in
that list. it is the sort of detail that the
Leader of the Opposition should have
considered before he moved his
amendment this afternoon.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Power Stations: Oil Contract

24. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(I) Is the Eastern States company which

won the contract to supply fuel to the
SEC country power stations the Mobil
Oil Company?

(2) If it is, as there are no fuel agents for
that company in Western Australia,
how does the company intend to
supply the fuel?

(3) Has the Government anticipated the
effect the contract will have on those
country fuel agents already supplying
SEC power stations?

Opposition members: Hear, hear; good
question!

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) The SEC periodically calls ten-

ders for the supply of fuel, oil, and
distillate to its country power stations
which are not part of the
interconnected system, and on this oc-
casion negotiations took place be-
tween the SEC and three companies-

HP, Shell, and Mobil Oil. It appears
on this occasion that although Shell,
which has been supplying most of the
fuel for power stations over the past
two or three years, tendered and was
the lowest of two tenders with HP,
Mobil in particular tendered in re-
spect of certain areas of SEC oper-
ations, particularly in Esperance and
the surrounding areas-

Mr Hassell: The Minister is very sheepish.

Mr PARKER: I am not the slightest bit
sheepish.

Mr Bryce: He is wolfish!

Mr PARKER: -and in areas around
Wyndharn and Kununurra. In those
areas, Mobil tendered for a
substantially lower price. I will not go
into a whole range of detail in regard
to the negotiations, given Mr
Speaker's constraints about the length
of answers, but the net result of it was
that by agreeing to accept the Shell
offer with respect to a large part of the
State and the Mobil offer with respect
to the Esperance, Ravensthorpe, and
Kununurra-Wyndham areas, the com-
mission has been able to save itself
money and thereby save the tariff
payers of the commission something
like $1.5 million, which is not an in-
significant sum. It is true, of course,
that Shell used to supply those power
stations through some existing fuel
agents; it is also true that those agents,
unless they are able to reach an agree-
ment with Mobil, will not be able to
continue doing that because Shell is
no longer a contractor; but that is how
the private entrrprise system is run.
That is the way things operate: One
tenders Pot projects and if one loses,
one loses, and if one wins, one wins.

It mnay well be that Mobil is looking
for people who can assist it with its
supply. I understand that all of the oil
companies always do try to use local
fuel agents for the distribution of their
products, or to assist them in the dis-
tribution of their products; and it may
be that Mobil is prepared to negotiate
with some of those people who used to
deliver the Shell product to the power
station in order to deliver or to be part
of their delivery process. But if that is
not the case, it is obviously unfortu-
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nate for the people who are involved. I
am sure that the member for Merredin
would not-

A member: "Buy South Australian"!
Mr Court: It will go from South Australia

to Alice Springs to Albany, and then
will be trucked up to Meekatharra;
what a ridiculous situation.

Mr PARKER: We are not doing anything
with it. We will have a contract for the
delivery of these products to our
power stations. We do not care how
the supplier gets them there; the im-
portant point from our point of view
is to save money so we can reduce
taxes and charges and keep them
down, which members of the Oppo-
sition constantly ask the Government
to do. As soon as we do something
which saves, in this case, $1.5 million,
the Opposition criticises us for doing
it. That is what the free enterprise
system is all about-the system of
which members of the Opposition are
such great advocates, when it suits
them, I might point out. It is unfortu-
nate for the people who miss out, but
that is the way it happens.

LAND: URBAN
Northern Regions

25. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for
Lands:

Following his visit last week to shires
in the Kimberley and the Pilbara,
would the Minister please describe the
urban land supply situation in those
regions?.

Mr TAYLOR replied:
Yes, I had the pleasure last week of
visiting the Kimberley and the Pilbara
in the company of the member for
Kimberley and the Minister for The
North West. I also had the pleasure of
visiting all the shires in that area ex-
cept the Shire of Hails Creek.
I must say, having visited the area for
only a short time, both the Kimberley
and the Pilbara are very fortunate to
be represented by high quality Labor
members of Parliament. It is one of
those delightful areas of our State.
The goldfields, of course, is similarly
represented. I am not talking about
myself but about other Labor mem-

bers, of course, who are also app reci-
ated by the people throughout the
area. It is quite clear to me, certainly
in the shire councils throughout the
area, that the hard work performed on
their behalf by their members of Par-
liament is appreciated.

Turning now to the situation with re-
spect to the availability of urban land
in a number of centres. throughout
those regions, 1 point out that I took
care to meet with all the shires. I also
met with the Karratha Chamber of
Commerce, the Pilbara regional devel-
opment advisory committee, the Ord
River District Co-operative, and the
Kununurra land use committee. Most
of those meetings were necessarily
brief but certainly provided sufficient
time to canvass the issue of land avail-
ability. I included some health issues.
I am certain that the Department of
Lands and Surveys and the Govern-
ment in particular are meeting largely
the demand for land throughout this
region.

I would particularly like to point
out-I am sure the member for
Pilbara will be interested in this-that
in Karratha there has been a good deal
of criticism of the role of the Govern-
ment, in particular the Depantment of
Lands and Surveys. That criticism has
come from the shires, the chamber of
commerce, and also from the Pilbara
regional development advisory com-
mittee. After having spoken with them
I think those three groups would ac-
knowledge that basically the problem
in the Kimberley is not so much one
of land availability these days hut one
of the availability of housing. I want
to illustrate that factor by saying that
the Department of Lands and Surveys
over recent months has been trying
unsuccessfully to sell 15 medium-den-
sity lots that have a capacity of over
150 housing units and at its 15 May
sale it sold only three of the eight
single residential and patio lots
offered. The department sold 477 lots
between July 1985 and the end of the
year and since then has sold 37 lots,
only 18 of them to the general public.
Its current "fast track" further land
development programme in the
Karratha area will generate over 139
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lots for sale in about September-
October and a further 132 by March
next year.
We will look at involving private
enterprise in some of the develop-
ment projects in the Karratha region
should it be interested. The Govern-
ment has endeavoured to meet the
demand. Certainly over the past
couple of years or so there was
probably some quite justified criticism
of the Government's not meeting the
demand, but the level of demand was
rather unexpected from the point of
view of the rapid development of the
Woodside project export phase. I do
believe that throughout both those
regions now, either from the point of
view of what has happened or what is
about to happen, there is a general
level of satisfaction as to the role of
the department.

STOCK: CATTLE

Tuberculosis-affected:, Movement

26. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Will the Minister detail to the House
the guidelines and regulations under
which cattle from tuberculosis affec-
ted properties in the north of the State
are permitted to move into tubercu-
losis-free areas of the South-West
Land Division?

Mr GRILL replied:

Mr Speaker, in accordance with your
edict I would simply ask the member
to put his question on the Notice
Paper.
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