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Thursday, 24 November 1988

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

PETITION
"The Last Temptation of Christ" - Banning

MR MIacKINNON (Murdoch -Leader of the Opposition) [10.46 ami: I have a petition
couched in the following terms -

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned citizens of Western Australia do humbly petition the Parliament
that it will urge the Government of Western Australia to exercise its lawful authority
to ban throughout Western Australia the showing of the film, "The Last Temptation of
Christ", which is considered by many people to be blasphemous, which is offensive to
many people, and lacks any substantial claims to literary or artistic merit.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 61 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No 121.]
PETITION - PORNOG;RAPH-Y

Public Company Registration - Prevention

M~tR MkacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) (10.47 am]: I have a petition
addressed in the following terms -

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Le 4gislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.

The petition of the undersigned citizens of Western Australia respectfuzlly showeth
that the Government of Western Australia will endeavour by all possible means to
prevent the registration of any public company with the purpose of disseminating
pornographic material and its consequent listing on the Pernh Stock Exchange.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 308 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 122.1

PETITION - POLICE
Manpower - Increase

MR NMacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [10.48 am): I have a petition
which reads as follows -

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
The petition of the undersigned citizens of Western Australia respectfully showeth
that the Government of Western Australia be called upon to increase the number of
police force personnel so that the community can be afforded greater protection from
the increasing crime and stop the growth of drug trafficking which is so damaging to
our children, and to patrol our roads more effectively.

And your petitioners, as in duty hound, will ever pray.



The petition bears 388 signatures and!I certify that it. conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legistative Assembly:.
The SPEAKER: [direct that the petition be, brought to;the-Table of the: House.

[See, petition No 123 .1
PETITIO N -EXM( )LTH

Doctors -Increase'

MNR MASLEN (Gascoyne-)[10,49 anI: [ havea petition which. reads as follows -

To the Honourable- Speaker and Members of the- Legisltive- Assembly in Pasiamrent
assembled.

We, the undersigned "citizens of Exriouth. Western Australia." call on the State-
Government to provide at least one more doctor int Eamrouth between the months of
April and September, when the towns population is increased with the influx of
tourists. This seriously hampers the standard of medical service within the town and
places stress and aggravation to towns people. tourists and Doctors.

Your petitioners, therefore humbly pray that you will give this mnatter earnest
consideration, and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears. 497 signatures and I certify that it conformns to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 124.1

PETITION - WORKERS' (2OMllENSAIO N
Chiroprtnios - Signing Off Work Cerlificates

MTR TRENORDEN (Avon) [ 10.50 aml: [ present a petition which reacts as follows -

To the Hionourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.

We, the undersigned, request that where an injured worker consults a chiropractor
under the terms of the Workers' Compensation Act the chiropractor be given the legal
right to sign all necessary certificates.

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

The petition bears 39 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No t25.j

M1ATUTERS OF PRLIC INiP1ORrANUF; - R & I BANK

$6 Mtillion: WitircI-awal
TIlE SPEAKER (Mr Bamnett): Earlier today, within the prescribed time, I received a letter
from the Leader of the Opposition indicating his desire to move as a matter of public
importance the withdrawal of $6 million from the R & I Bank.

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.

[ Five members rose in their places. I
The SPEAKER: As the required number of members have risen, I will allow debate to
proceed in the normal terms, with half an hour allocated to speakers from my left and half an
hour to speakers from my right.

MR INIacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [.10.55 aml: I move -

That the Government of Western Australia be condemnued and is hereby censured for -
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(a) Their deliberate suppression of the facts surrounding the $6 million
unauthorised withdrawal from the R & I Bank account of Western Collieries.
Ltd following the approach of the Minister for Agriculture to the bank in
support of the Rothwells rescue attempt;,

(b) Their deliberate attempt to mislead the Parliament over the involvement of the
Minister for Agriculture's approach to the R & [ Bank in support of Rothwefls
Lid;

(c) Their continuing defence of this involvement;

and calls on the Governent to now explain to the Parliament
(i) the full extent, nature and detail of their support both direct and indirect for

Rothwells Ltd from all' Government sources; and
(ii) which Ministers are personally responsible for the Goverrnent's

commitments to Rothwells.
This motion is one of the most serious that we have debated during the current session of the,
Parliament. The facts surrounding this $6 million payment and the Government's actions in.
relation to it and in response to it are quite clear. There was a deliberate attempt by the-
Minister for Agriculture to suppress the facts in this House. The debate on the $15 mill ion.
and the arrangements by the Governent have continued in this House since 27 October..
Since that time, a month ago, we have been continuing to press the Government over- and
over again for a full and frank disclosure, but there has been no volunteering of the
infonmation.
Let us examine the facts: On Thursday, 27 October, Rothwells was in, a crisi's position with
liquidity problems, following advice from its corporate lawyer that it should, not accept. any
more. funds, the situation being so serious. The Minister for Agriculture then approached the
RI & E Bank to seek support. We understand7 others also approached. the R & I Bank, and I
challenge the Minister and the Premier today to. come ck-an and; tell us. who else approached
the ft & I Bank on that day. Who was it? Whoelse?

Ms Grill: Members of the bank, as I understand it.
Wr MacKINNON: Who else approached the bank? The- Minister sits like a stunned- mullet.

He is not as good looking as one,. but he sirs exactly like one. Many other people approached
the R & [ Bank and praced it under sustained pressure over a period.
Mr Hassell; There. was another Minister.
Mr MacKINNON: We also read in the newspaper today the assertion from the Premier "We
do not have anty fivourites." I hope he keeps running the sam advertisement over and over
again. Why was he down at the R & I Bank trying to rescue Rothwells?
Mr Peter Dowding: I will tell you shortly.
Mr MacKINNON: Will the Premier tell us who else went down and put pressure on the
R & I Bank, as my colleague the member for Contesloe interjected? Did the Premier
approach the R & I Bank?
Mr Peter Dowding: You make your speech.
Mr MacK.INNON: Which other Minister?
Mr H-assell: The silent, accountable Premier.
Mr MacKINNON: The R & I Bank first refused to extend the money, arid then agreed. Six
million dollars went out of the account of Western Collieries Ltd without chat company's
knowledge or approval. The very next day the money went back in. I remind members and
the Premier that the day the money went back into Western Collieries was the very day the
Premier himself approved the $12.5 million going into RothweUs via the SGIC. If he did it
on the Friday, why could he not have done it on the Thursday? Why did he have to heavy the
R & I Bank to take money out of the account and put it back the next day? The same day,
that Friday, was the day the Builders Labourers Federation took its money out preferentially
ahead of many others.

Mr Peter Dowding: You know that is not true.
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Mr MacKINNON: Ahead of many others.

Mr Court: It is quite tine.

Mr MacKINNON: The BLF was propped up by the Premier and his money at the Premier's
order. Western Collieries had no knowledge of the money going out and the directors of the
company who conducted the transaction were not approved by the board to do so. It was not
approved by the board. The questions are very serious. Why the suppression? Why was the
Minister trying to cover up? Why did the Government not come clean originally, and why
did it try to hide a secret transaction? Why did the Minister himself put pressure on the
R & I Bank, and how many approaches did he make? To whom did he speak? What other
Ministers approached the R & I Bank at that time? It is interesting to see that the front
benches are deserted and that the other Minister who approached the bank is not here. Two
Ministers approached the R & I Bank. Also, why did Kevin Edwards put pressure on the
R & I Bank? I thought he was working on the petrochemical project, so what has he to do
with Rothwells and the Government? He is involved too. Another very important question is
what was the role of the former Deputy Premier, Malcolm Bryce, in this affair? He is now a
director of the R & I Bank. Did the Minister for Agriculture approach Mr Bryce'? What was
his part in this whole affair?

MrGrill: Certainly not!

Mr MacKINNON: Certainly not'?

Mr Peter Dowding: Where is your evidence to suggest any umpropriety at all'?

Mr MacKl.NNON: Impropriety! I do not know about the Premier, but I have never had any
funds moved out of my account and transferred back the next day without my knowledge or
approval; has the Premier? That is unprecedented.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have said on a number of occasions in this place that I uni
concerned that memnbers can use it to unfairly besmirch another person's character from
outside of this place. I have also said that while I am concerned about that, if there is some
evidence that somebody has been involved in some impropriety, it is perfectly proper for that
matter to be raised here. What I am concerned about now is that a person. or a series of
people's names, may be used in this debate with questions asked about their propriety
without any evidence at all to support whether or not they have been involved in this way. I
ask the member who was speaking, and other members who will follow, to be particularly
careful about the use of other people's names in this debate unless they have some evidence
to support the ir claims.

Mr MacKENNON: The Minister for Agriculture and the Premier have the ball at their feet for
they can answer the questions I have raised about those individuals.

Mr Peter Dowding: You have raised something quite different; you have raised allegations.

Mr MacKINNON: It is their responsibility to come clean.

Let us look at the facts about the deliberate misleading of this Parliament. On 22 November
in. a question to the Minister for Agriculture I asked -

Did the Minister approach the R & [ Bank in October with a request that the bank
provide short trn finance to Western Collieries?

Mr Peter Dowding: Yes, to Western Collieries!

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister replied that, "The answer is definitely no". The same
question, almost, went to the R & I Bank yesterday asking whether a State Governmnent
Minister approached the bank, and that is why the Minister for Agriculture stood up in this
Parliament and explained the position; it was not because he had any pangs of conscience but
because the R & I Bank told the truth and dobbed the Minister in1.
Mr Gnill: My conscience is clear on this matter.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister has been found out completely. When Dr Ross Garnaut
was asked the question -

Mr Grill: What was the question first?

Mr Peter Dowding: What was the question?

5832 [ASSEMBLY1



[Thursday, 24 November 19881 53

Mr MacKWINON: I am about to give it to the Minister if he will shut up; the Minister will
not answer any questions but he continually wants to ask them.
The question that was asked of Dr Gamaut was: Did a State Government Minister try to
arrange a line of credit for Western Collieries?

Mr Peter Dowding: Is that all?

Mr Gril: When'?

Mr MacKINNON: Before the overnight facility was put in place. Has the member got the
question? What did Dr Garnaut say? Did he say that the answer was "Definitely no"? He
said that the communication came from a senior Government official and that it was from a
State Goverrnent Minister. He said that the State Government Minister's representation was
in relation to Rothwells.

Mrt Peter Dowding: Exactly!

Mrt MacKINNON: Steven Loxley then asked whether that Government Minister was Julian
Grill. The answer was yes, Julian Grill made contact with the bank official. So, when Ross
Garnaut was asked the same question, he admitted the approach. It is not the Opposition in
this Parliament that wants to make Western Collieries and Rothwells one and the samne
because we stood here all last week and listened to the Government defending the
$15 million cheque on the basis that Western Collieries and Rothwells were the samne
company. That was virtually the argument. The convenient position this week is to say that
that was not the case. The Minister set out deliberately to confuse and mislead this
Parliament.

M~r Peter Dowding: Rubbish!

Mr Grill: Absolute rubbish.

Mr NMacKINNON: The Premier got up yesterday, with the full knowledge of all this, and
defended the indefensible. The Minister who approached the R & I Bank and sought its
support for a private company is the Minister who came into this Parliament and deliberately
misled the House; the Minister who only came clean because the bank dobbed him in, - not
from his own volition - and because the information was made public via that interview. The
Premier sits on the other side of the House and says, "I am accountable." Well, he has got the
test today to see whether he is accountable or not. He also says that he dtoes not play
favourites. The Minister for Agriculture and this Government play favourites, and
deliberately dto so.

Mr Grill: We play favourites with the taxpayers of Western Australia.

Ms MacKft4NON: It is time for the Government to make a full disclosure in relation to the
R & I Bank's full commitment in relation to Rothwells and its associated companies. What is
the Government's Cull exposure through the R & I Banik? What is the SGIC's full exposure?
We know that the SGIC has an $88.8 million direct exposure, and we know through an
answer from the Premier to a question from the member for Cotiesloc that a lot of money was
advanced to Spedley Securities Ltd for deposit in Rothwells. How much was on-lent to
Spedleys for deposit with Rothwells? Was that $20 million, $40 million or was it
$60 million'? Of course, we are niot going to get the answer dlue to claums of commercial
confidentiality.

Mr Peter Dowding: The money was not lent to on-lend.

Mr MacKINNON: Is the Premier sure of that? Can he rep eat that for the record?

Mr Peter Dowding: I said that it was not lent to on-lend.

Mr MacKINNON: So, there was no condition on the money provided to Spedleys that it be
on-lent to RothwelUs?

Mr Peter Dowding: I am not aware of any at all.

Mr MacKIiNNON: That is a very important revelation as history will prove. Let the Premier
come clean on the full impact of the Government's exposure to Rothwells.
Mr Peter Dowding: You ought to read my ministerial statement because I have told you what
it is.
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Mr MacKJNNON: The finial comment to make in relation to the whole affair is: Who is
really responsible for this matter, and why is everybody, all and sundry, trying to distance
themselves from it'? Even the Governiment's own Ministers are running away as fast as they
can from any involvement in this affair.
I refer members to The Geraidton Guardiani of 16 November, in which the Minister for Local
Government and member for Geraldton was reported as having this to say about the whole
affair -

Mvr Carr says he accepts that, as a member of the Labor Cabinet, he gave the go-ahead
for the Rothwells Bank rescue and other controversial ventures.

But Mr Carr can see his electoral fortunes on the line. The article continues -

But he maintains personal responsibility must lie with the Ministers who first brought
the proposals to Cabinet.

He will not even accept collective responsibility. Let us see who he says is to blame. The
article continues -

These include Premier Peter Dowding, who is also the State Treasurer; -

.And he is right. The article continues -

- Deputy Premier David Parker, also Minister for Economic Development and Trade;
Julian Grill,.assisting Mr Parker; and Joe Berinson, in charge of budget management.

That is what the Minister said. He is running away as fast as he can because he is looking
electoral defeat fairly and squarely in the face.
MrClarko: To be fair to Carr, it's the truth.

Mr MacKINNON: Theormember for Karrinyup is probably right, but it just shows that the
,rats are leaving the sinking ship. Serious questions remain unanswered today. I challenge
.members opposite, and especially the Premnier and the Minister for Agriculture, if they
;answer no other questionstoday, to answer just.these two: WhyAlid they del iberately mislead
the Parliament; and who was'.the other Minister who approached the Bank. and when?
MR G;RILL;(Esperance-Dundas - Minister for Agriculture) [I11.41 amj: l am very ;pleased
that the Leadier of the Opposition thipk s this is a serious debate and a serious motion because
I1, too, believe it is serious. It deals with a very crucial question of honesty, of veracity.
Mr Clarko: Your honesty.
Mr GRILL: Mine and the member's - the Government's and the Opposition's. I think a
scrutiny of the facts will show that the Opposition, in relation to this matter and in relation to
the motion it has moved here today, will not come out too well - will not come out on the
right side of the ledger - because the motion Is fundamentally dishonest. It follows a modus
operandi which has been adopted by the Opposition for quite some time now; that is, to make
a whole range of wild and dishonest allegations about people and events in an endeavour to
obtain an opportunistic headline and then not to substantiate any of those allegations in any
material way, not to offer any evidence to back up those allegations, but simply to walk away
from the allegations as it has done time after time.
Mr Blaikie: All your mfates are gone - you are by yourself.

Mr GRILL: They have great faith'in me.
.Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
-Mr GRILL: Today's debate ig about honesty. Let us examine the ledger. Let us look at the
motion; let us take the very first part of this motion.
Mr MacKinnon: Whom did you approach at the R & I Bank?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRILL: I will tell the Leader of the Opposition that in a minute.

Mr Macinnon interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRILL: The first pant of the motion aeges that the Government deliberately suppressed
the facts "surrounding the $6 million unauthorised withdrawal from the R & I Bank account
of Western Collieries Ltd following the approach of the Minister for Agriculture to the bank
in support of the Rothwells rescue attempt". That is the first allegation made in what the
Opposition tells us is a very serious motion. One would have thought that, having made that
very serious allegation, there may well have been some facts to back it up. but there were not.
There was no substance behind that allegation; it was a wild allegation abandoned almost as
quickly as it was made.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRILL: The fact is that the Government was totally unaware until this week that there
had been a $6 million withdrawal from the account of Western Collieries. What evidence has
the Opposition offered this morning to suggest that the Government had, first of all, the
necessary information?

Mr Macinnon. Your admission that you approached the R & I.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRILL: The answer is no evidence.

Mr Macinnon: That is a fact.

Mr GRILL: No evidence, firstly, that the Government even had that knowledge: no
evidence, secondly, of suppression. Therefore the allegation tails. There is shiply no
evidence for it, even now - or then.

Mr Macinnon: You had better go back to law school. No wonder you are in Parliament.

Mr GRILL: Where is the evidence'? Here is the Leader of the Opposition's chance to tell mie
now. He failed just a few minutes ago.
Mr MacK innon: Ross Gamaut's interview confirmed the lot - the whole lot.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition has failed; that is the clear fact. Let us move on to
the second allegation in the motion. It says -

(b) Their deliberate attempt to mislead the Parliament over the involvement of the
Minister for Agriculture's approach to the R & I Bank in support of Rothwells
Ltd;

This, if it is anything at all, is really an indication of the incompetence of the Leader of the
Opposition in respect of the way he handled that question on that day. The question he put to
me was -

Did the Minister approach the R & I Bank in October with a request that the bank
provide shont term finance to Western Collieries?

Members should note the words "Western Collieries", and should note also the fact that the
question refers to the whole of October. My reply was -

Definitely not.
And that was the tnruth. Not only was it the truth; it was the whole truth. What did the
Opposition do? If members opposite really meant to say Rothwelis but had just made a bit of
a mistake, why did they not then follow up with a further question in respect of Rothwells?
The fact is that the Leader of the Opposition not only got the question wrong but also handled
the whole issue incompetently. There was not a follow up question of any nature. He
abandoned the issue on Tuesday as soon as he received that answer.
Mr Macinnon: No, I did not. I got the answer I warned because I knew what the answer
was.

Mr GRILL: It was unfortunate that the media also totally misinterpreted the question and the
answer, but that should not give a free kick to an incompetent Leader of the Opposition. In
many respects that has happened, because on that day and since then the Leader of the
Opposition, in relation to that question and to the handling of this issue, has been
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incompetent. He got the question wrong in the first place, there were no follow up questions,
and even after I corrected the impression given in the Press yesterday no questions camne
forward from the Leader of the Opposition in relation to the matter.
The third allegation made in this very dishonest motion before the House refers to the
Governiment's continuing defence of its involvement. The Governiment does not make any
apologies about its involvement in respect of the rescue of Rothwells. We always made it
clear as to the reasons for that decision, as to the events leading up to that decision and, for
the most part, as to the events that have transpired since. Where those facts have not been
made clear I tell the House right now that I am more than happy to answer questions put to
me.
However, the defence of the position taken by the Government is a defence firstly of chose
innocent creditors who had funds invested in Rothwells Ltd. Of those 10 0(00 in October
1987, 8 500 or 8 600 actually got their funds out. That is not a bad batting average for a
Government that was out there to support the innocent creditors. Of the remaining 1 400 or
I 500 who still have their funds in Rothwells, the Government has made art attempt - an
honest and I believe in many respects a brave attempt - to ensure they suffer as little as
possible. I cannot say that about the Opposition. I believe, as I have said before in this
House, that the Opposition's role in this series of events has been despicable. The Opposition
never had any concern about the creditors; it never had any concern about the taxpayers. The
only concern the Opposition had and has right now is to obtain an opportunistic headline as a
result of wild allegations. Let us look at the allegations made here just this morning. Firstly.
there was an allegation of a deliberate attempt to suppress the facts. That is simply untrue; no
evidence was given for it and it cannot be sustained. Secondly, very loudly in this House the
Leader of the Opposition, who would like to have a reputation for accountability, for hionesty
and for competency - which he will never have - said that another Minister was concerned in
the approach to the bank on that day. The Leader of the Opposition is not prepared to namie
that Minister and he is not prepared to give any evidence in support of it.

Mr MacKinnon: Which Minister? Will you name him?

Mr GRILL: There was no other Minister. The Leader of the Opposition's allegation was not
only dishonest, but also completely wild and mischievous.

Mr Macinnon: Will you repeat that there was no other Minister?

Mr GRILL: No other Minister, to my knowledge, made any approach to the bank on that
day. If the Leader of the Opposition has any other evidence or knowledge about that, hie
should bring it forward.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRILL: If the Opposition wants to behave like a bunch of buffoons -

Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition has already displayed his incompetence. HeI
should just sit back and try to prevent his buffoonery going any further.
Thirdly, there was an allegation that the bank had been heavied on that particular dlay. What
was the evidence for that? Once again there was no evidence that anyone in the bank had
been heavied on that day. Fourthy, there was an allegation, which has been exhaustively
investigated by the The West Australian anid found to be untrue, that on 27 October or 28
October this year the Builders Labourers Federation, in withdrawing funds from Rothwells,
received preference over another two creditors, to whom the member for Cottesloe referred.
That allegation, of which I was tremendously suspect when it was made - and about which I
expressed great concern and scepticism in the speech I made after the member for Cottesloe
spoke - was subsequently investigated by The West Australian and found to be without
substance. Here is the headline and the cutting from the paper, under the by-line of Steven
Loxtey; it reads, "Depositor agrees BLF didn't get preference".
Mr Court: That is incorrect.
Mr Peter Dowding: Produce your evidence. I don't know whether it is correct or not, but
produce your evidence.
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Mr Courn: We will give you some evidence. By the end of the day you will1 have egg all
over your face,

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRILL: I do not know how the Leader of the Opposition had the gall today, among all
the other wild allegations he made, to bring up once again that wild and discredited allegation
about BLF preference. The Leader of the Opposition also referred to secret transactions
relating to the $6 million of which the Government was alleged to have had knowledge. I
can tell the Leader of the Opposition right now, as I did earlier today, that the Government
had no knowledge of the withdrawal of the $6 million from the Western Collieries account.
The Government cannot comnment as to whether it was unauthorised.

Mr Macinnon: Do you mean that Lloyd did not tell you or the Premier - the key players in
the game?

Mr GRILL: I am telling the Leader of the Opposition that there was no secret transaction
involving the Government and I did not, nor did the Premier, have that information. Where
in all of these wild allegations is there any evidence? Where, for instance, is there any
evidence to back up the allegation that somehow our formner esteemed colleague, Malcolm
Bryce. was contacted about and involved in the matter? The Leader of the Opposition made
That allegation.

Mr MacK innon: [ did not. I just asked the question.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition did. He also made the allegation that the
Government was runining away from these allegations. The only one running away from
allegations made today is the Leader of the Opposition because he clearly made the
allegations that Malcolm Bryce was involved, that the BLF had received preferential
treatment, that someone heavied the R & I Bank, that another Minister was involved, and that
there was an attempt to suppress the facts. However, the Leader of the Opposition has put
forward no evidence on any of those allegations. They are wild and dishonest, and the
Leader of the Opposition is incompetent. He was handed an issue on a plate on Tuesday.
That is the fact of the matter.

Mr Macinnon: Who gave it to us?

Mr GRILL: He was handed an issue on a plate on Tuesday in respect of the withdrawal of
funds from Western Collieries. The facts simply are that the Leader of the Opposition asked
one question in relation to that matter -

Mr Macinnon: Which brought you unstuck.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition made a mistake with the question. He handled the
issue incomnpetently.

Mr Court: Are you saying that Dr Garnaut is a liar?

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mir GRILL: There are two other issues I want to touch on quickly before I sit down to give
others the right to speak in respect of this motion. The first issue is that the Opposition, I
believe with tongue in cheek, calls on the Government to now explain to the Parliament the
full extent, nature and details of its support, both directly and indirectly, for Rothwells from
all Government sources. The Premier has made an exhaustive statement in respect of that
matter. We have been in Parliament for weeks now; we have given over question time to
questioning on this subject. The facts are that the Leader of the Opposition and his
colleagues abdicated their right to ask questions on this matter; they abdicated it on Tuesday
and Wednesday. They asked no questions yesterday and none on Tuesday, apart from the
first question which was handled, as I have said, quite incompetently by the Leader of the
Opposition.

The last matter on this very dishonest motion before the House is -

(ii) which Ministers are personally responsible for the Governiment's
commitments to Rothwells.
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We can talk about questions and we can talk, if members opposite like, about clever answers.
The answer to this question - and I do nor mean to be clever - is simply that no Ministers are
personally responsible in relation to any of these matters. There is a Cabinet responsibility
and that will be borne by Cabinet. If the Opposition had wanted to ask a question about
which Ministers were involved with these transactions, the Ministers could be named. We
would be happy to do that but no members are personally responsible.
When I first rose to speak on this matter, I agreed that this was a matter of some seriousness
because it dealt with the question of honesty. I wish to make a personal statement in that
respect: In relation to my dealings with this Parliament, my professional dealings and my
personal dealings, I place great credence on the ability always to be as honest as possible.
Several members interjected.

Mr GRILL: I answered the question put to me on 22 November not only honestly but also
completely, and in the only way that I believe it could and should have been answered.
Secondly, in relation to my telephone call to the R & I Rank on 27 October, 1 believe in my
own heart both now and then that I acted with the utmost integrity.

Mr Macinnon: A telephone call to whom?

Mr GRILL: To Andy Gordon and David Fischer.

Mr Macinnon: At what timie did you ring'?
Mr GRILL: Mround 5 o'clock.
Mr Macinnon: That night?

Mr GRILL: Yes.
Mr Macinnon: At what time was the $6 million made available?
Mr Peter Dowding: You aren't interrogating somebody! We are dealing with your motion.

Mr GRILL: If this motion is a question about honesty and integrity, it failed even before it
was moved. It certainly failed after the Leader of the Opposition spoke because he got up
and made a whole range of accusations; he was not prepared in any way to substantiate any
one of them in any particular.
MNR CU RT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.31 am): How the tangled
web grows! It was absolutely pathetic to see the Minister for Agriculture trying to cover up
the actions of the Government over some of these Rothwells dealings. It is an insult to the
public of this State for the Minister on radio this morning to say that the media should
apologise to him for the way it has handled this issue, and the way it has represented the
story. It is absolutely absurd for the Minister to ask for an apology because I believe that the
media, in this case, should be applauded for uncovering something about which the
Government did not intend to tell us the full details.
When the matter of the $15 million was being debated extensively both inside and outside
this IHouse, that was the time when the Premier said that the Goverrnment would be more
accountable to the public. At the time, why did the Government not explain the whole story
about what was taking place - that not only was a $15 million deal being done hut also a
$6 million additional facility was being arranged?
Mr Peter Dowding: You proved yesterday you were talking about a different occasion. You
couldn't get the question right last night.
Mr COURT: Mr Premier, when the matter of the $6 milion was initially raised, it was said
that it was at the same time as the matter of the Western Collieries' $15 million. It turns out
that the Press report was incorrect.

Mr Peter Dowding: You put out the Press release.
Mr COURT: We are talking about what took place on that day. The Minister has explained
to us that it was a time when he telephoned the bank. He said, in answer to a questton,
"Technically, I was right; technically it was not Western Collieries."
Mr Grill: I did not say. 'Technically, I was right". I said that [ was right.

Mr COURT: Ross Garnaut says differently. The interview says -
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Q. Did a state government minister try to arange a line of credit for Western
Collieries before the overnight facility was put in place?

A. The communication from a senior government official to which I referred was
from a state government minister. The state government minister's representations
were in relation to Rothwells.

,Q. Was that minister Julian Grill?

A. Yes, Julian Grill made contact with bank officials.

Ross Garnaut is saying it was both in relation to Western Collieries and Rothwells; it was the
-same deal.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not right!

Mr Grill: You are not being honest!

Mr COURT: Last week the Premier was trying to say that it was the same deal; Ross
Garnaut is saying that it is the same deal. But the Minister is trying to say, "I was technically
right; it was Rothwells I was putting the pressure on." The Minister will not get out of this on
a technicality.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not true. That is not what Dr Gamaut is saying in his report. The
truth is not technical.
Mr COURT: Mr Premier, an advertisement appears in today's newspaper saying, "I am
accountable;, there will be no favourites." Lt should read: "There will be no more
favourites" - because we are right in the middle of explaining who are the favourites. In this
case the Government has gone overboard helping out Rothwells.

Mr Peter Dowding: Because the State Government had exposure of $150 million.

Mr COURT: It had an obscene exposure, Mr Premier. In this particular case, it had an
obscene exposure.

Mir Peter Dowding: At least it was not in a hotel with a raunchy lady; it was in a commercial
environment.

Mr COURT: It is a sign of a desperate Premnier when he starts to raise those sorts of things,
trying to divert attention.
Mr Peter Dowding: I amn not trying to divert attention; I amn trying to point out to you that
this was a commercial transaction 12 months ago.
Mr COURT: We have said in the past that this Government has tried to politically direct
decisions made by the SGIC, the State Superannuation Board, and the R & I Bank. The
Government has been caught out this time. The evidence has now been brought to light. The
Minister said on radio this morning that he quite willingly telephoned the R & I Bank to try
to get assistance for Rothwells; he said that if he were asked to do that again, he would do
that again. That is the position which this Minister has adopted. He does not mind
telephoning the R & I Bank to say, "How about trying to help out the boys down at
Rothwc~s?"

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you ring the trustee companies?

Mr COURT: What has that to do with it?

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you ring them?

Mr COURT: I do not telephone trustee companies. The Premier can try as bard as he lies.
It is pathetic to see the way the Premier tries to divert attention from this issue. We have the
evidence.

Mr Grill: You haven't any evidence.

Mr COURT: The Minister says, "Present the evidence." It is all here in black and white.
The Minister has admitted that he telephoned the R & I Bank trying to get the bank to
provide assistance.

Mr Grill: Always.

Mr COURT: Always! Up until now the Minister has said that this Government has never
tried to pressure the R & I Bank.
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Mr Peter Dowding: What does Ross Garnaux say about it?

Mr COURT: H-e says quite clearly that he was contacted by the Minister.

Mr Peter Dowding: What does he say about pressure?

Mr Grill: What does he say?

Mr Peter Dowding: Be honest for once! What does he say about pressure?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COURT: The Government cannot deny it has tried to pressure the R & I Bank. The copy
of the interview goes on to say -

A. The secured lending to Rothwells that was announced following the announcement
of the provisional liquidation is the entire extent of our lending to Rothwells over that
period. I understand that the overnight facility to Western Collieries which has since
been repaid was on-lent to Rothwells.

The Minister has told us that he did not know anything about its being on-lent to Rothwells.
Bit by bit the facts are coming out. When we look at what has been happening, we have a
pretty ragged team on the other side of this House ducking for cover. Talk about the Minister
for Local Government trying to jump ship and say he is not personally responsible, and that
the personal responsibility must lie with the Ministers who First brought the proposals to
Cabinet. On 16 November 1988 an article in The Ceraldwon Guardian states in part -

Geraldton MLA Jeff Carr says he is not personally responsible for initiating any WA
Inc failures.

The Minister for Agriculture is correct about one thing today; that is, this is The responsibility
of every member of Cabinet, It is absolute nonsense for the member for Geraldton to be
saying that he is not responsible for those decisions which have resulted in WA Inc failures.
Under the Cabinet system, a Cabinet decision is an absolute decision. When the Premier of
the State goes to the Governor, it is with the approval of the whole of Cabinet. People cannot
take it in turns to opt out of particular decisions.

The interesting thing is that the Government is trying to distance itself from this problem. I
was in Kalgoorlie two weekends ago and the people there were saying that the member for
Kalgoorlie is keeping quiet about this and distancing himself from it completely. H-e is the
Minister assisting the Treasurer, but he has nothing to say about the issue. People are saying
that the Minister will be able to get rid of three of his leadership opponents in one hit: The
Premier, the Deputy Premier and the Minister for Agriculture. They are all trying to jump
ship.

Mr Taylor interjected.

Mr COURT: The member for Kalgoorlie is really uptight; he is very sensitive about this.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COURT: None of the Ministers wants to talk about WA Inc and its failures, because it is
in a mess.

Mr Peter Dowding: Ask your brother about his trusteeship-

Mr COURT: Comments from members opposite are like water off a duck's back.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I must be able to hear the person who is on his feet. I understand
that the allegations being levelled will make people very angry, and I accept that as a
consequence there must be fairly volatile interjections, however, I must be able to hear the
member on his feet.

Mr Peter Dow ding: Have you got any beneficial interest in the Alcoa shares?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COURT: This is a sign of a pretty desperate Premier.

Mr Peter Dowding: Why wouldn't you support full disclosure of a pecuniary interest?
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Mr COURT: Morally, this Government should have caine clean much earlier. Why is the
Government still refusing to have a proper Corporate Affairs inquiry? An editorial in The
Austr-alian under the heading 'Thanks ever so, Mr Dowding" states -

How very democratic and generous of the West Australian Premier, Mr Dowding, to
accept that it may be necessary to hold a full investigation into the collapse of
Rorhwe~s. The mind boggles at the concept of there ever having been any
alternative.

The taxpayers in his State watched quietly while the financial geniuses at the helm of
WA Inc promised millions and millions of their dollars to shore up the Rothwells
empire.

The growing hum Mr Dowding can hear in the background might just be the voices of
those taxpayers who see a royal commission as the only way to unlock the Pandora's
Box of ties between banking, business and government.

If the Premier does nor hunry the hum may turn into a menacing roar.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you supporting a Royal Commission now'?

Mr COURT: I will tell the Premier the answer to that: The Corporate Affairs Department
should have carried out an investigation weeks ago, and a judicial inquiry -

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you, or don't you?

Mr COURT: I was about to say that a judicial inquiry should be held so that the proper
position could really show up the people opposite.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COURT: Such an inquiry would make the Fitzgerald inquiry look like a Sunday school
picnic.

Mr Peter Dowding: Why not have a Royal Commission? What about a Royal Commission?
Don't you want one?

Mr COURT: I want to see the Corporate Affairs Department in there. The Corporate Affairs
Department should have been in there a month or two ago carrying out a proper investigation.
The reality is that this Government has ransacked the coffers of this State and, bit by bit, the
truth is starting to emerge. It could be years before the full story comes out. Previously ini
this State we had a stable system of Government, but members opposite have created the
most unstable environment possible. Mr Speaker, today is just another episode in the sick
and sad saga of WA Inc and the Government's dealings. The Government has been caught
out and this House should support this censure motion.

N-1R PETER DOWDIN(G (Maylands - Premier) [ 11.4-4 am]: [ thought the incompetence of
the Opposition had led it to ask a question incompetently of the Minister for Ag-riculture. I
now see, in view of the fact that the Opposition peddled the issue around the Press gallery so
quickly after the Minister answered, that it was not incompetence, but a deliberate attempt by
the Opposition to set up the Minister for Agriculture to give the appearance that he had
misled the House. I say that because immediately after the Minister for Agriculture had
answered that question. the Opposition did not go on, as it normally does, with two or three
additional questions to tr to reach its objective. Instead, Opposition metmbers immediately
left this House and went upstairs to talk to the media about the implications of the Minister's
answer. We then saw the emergence of news reports including one which said that the
Minister for Agriculture had denied in Parliament that he had made an approach to the
R & I Bank to arrange short term ftnance for Western Collieries.

Having asked its trick question the Opposition did not go on to ask another. The Opposition
did not pursue the Minister for Agriculture as to whether he had rung the bank on or about
that day about any matter, as it normally would have done. The Opposition normally
continues with a second or third question. In this case the Opposition asked the specific
question, "Did you ring the bank about Western Collieries?", and accepted the answer, "No."
The Opposition then scuttled up to the Press gallery to talk to people there about the
imnplications of that answer. The Opposition set up the Minister for Agriculture. The
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Minister for Agriculture answered that question absolutely honestly by saying, "I did not
speak to the R & I Bank about Western Collieries getting any advance." That is what the
Minister says now, and it is consistent with what the chairman of the board of directors at the
bank has said.

Mr Court: Ganiaut says for Western Collieries read Rothwells.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The question he was asked was whether he had rung in relation to
an advance to Western Collieries. An advance to Western Collieries is not an advance to
RothwelUs.

Mr Macinnon: Last week you were telling us they were one and the same.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The point is, what did the Minister do? The Opposition must be
fair. Did the Minister ring about Western Collieries? Did the Minister have any knowledge
that Western Collieries was involved in this? The Minister told this House the answer is no,
and there is not one skerrick of evidence to suggest that he did.

Mr Macinnon: He was the Minister who ordered the $15 million payment to Western
Collieries. lHe knew what was going on.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He did not.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: The truth is that as soon as this report was out the Minister said,
"Just a mninute, there is something wrong here, because people have misunderstood my

anwr"This is an example of the Opposition deliberately setting out to entrap the Minister.

The State had a very substantial commercial exposure as a result of its decision to provide
support for the Rothwells organisation a year ago, for all the reasons that have been
canvassed. When that organisation said. "We do not have the liquidity - " not solvency '- to
continue, will the Governiment give further assistance?", I took it on myself to saiy. in
conjunction with my discussions with the SGIC. that it was an appropriate time for us to seek
information about the state of Rothwells. During those two or three (lays before that
information came through, the question was whether we were going to jeopardise the State's
exposure without that information or whether we would just let it go away. We were not
concerned about helping people but about looking after our concern for the taxpayers, the
concern to which we were publicly committed 12 months ago. In that context I had
discussions with the SOIC -

Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order? That is ridiculous. Not only do I have to hear what is being said,
but also H-ansard has to hear what is going on to make some sense of it. I would appreciate
the cooperation of members with respect to interjections so that is possible.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I have said publicly that, in that crisis time for an organisation in
respect of which the taxpayers had a substantial exposure. I had discussions with the
Chairman of the SOIC about its exposure and I accept that I was of the view that we ought to
wait until we got the information from the independent advisers. The Minister for
Agriculture was of the same view that we should not jeopardise our commercial exposure
until we had all the facts. The reason that that was not in my ministerial statement to this
House was that, as members A know from the subsequent inforl-ation, the $6 million was
recouped and there was no exposure. But that is not to say that in those days -

Mr Macinnorn: But it was without the approval of the company. The company did not
know about it.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition wants to pursue the venal side of the
matter and not the reality. The answer is that the 'Minister for Agriculture said to the
R & I Bank. "This is the information we have, and this is what we are doing about it." The
Minister said that he spoke to ihe bank about a $6 million facility for Rothwells. What does
Dr Garnaut say about that?

Mr Macinnon: How did he arrive at $6 million?

Mr PETER DOWDINJG: Be quiet.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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MVr PETER DOWD[NG: What does Dr Garnaut say about that?

Mr Mac innon: How did he arrive at $6 million?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I have six minutes left.

Mr Mac innon: How did he arrive at $6 million?

Mr PETER DOWDING. Be quiet.

Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The person on his feet is quite clearly trying to direct his speech to
me and quite clearly trying to ignore interjections. That does not mean that they should
cease. However, it does mean that they should not continue to be used as they have been
used to try to override the speaker,

Mr PETER DOWDING: If the Opposition wants me to respond to interjections ink my last
six minutes, I am happy to do so if I am given an extension. Does the Opposition want to
give me that extension?

Mr Macinnon: If you give us one.

Mr PETER DOWDING: No, we let the Opposition have its go. Does it want to give me an
extension'? That is it.

Opposition members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Speaker, during my last six minutes i want to deal with this
matter.

The State Government knew that Rothwells, Rothwells' auditors and Rothwells' directors
claimed that it was solvent at all material times.
Mr Lightfoot: But not on 21 October.

Mr PETER DOWDING: At all material times. That was the claim at every material time
and that the issue was the question of liquidity. As the Minister for Agriculture said, he
spoke to the R & I Bank, and what did the R & I Bank say about that approach? The
R & I Bank said that senior bank management understood its duty to separate its commercial
judgment from the effects of any representations that were made to it and at the time it
exercised those judgments in good faith.
The bank also said that in April this year this Government implemented the legislation which
gives complete independence to the board of the hank. It also said that the reality is not the
same as the perception and said that, at the monthly board meeting yesterday, directors
strongly affimined the bank's independence and its commitment To honouring its duties of
independence under the 1988 Act of Parliament. The bank said it had communicated that
view to the Premier who had assured members of the board of his full support for the
statutory independence of the R & I Bank. Everybody knows that that is the basis of it.
Where a situation exists where the Stare is exposed potentially to $150 million and State
instrumentalities have an exposure and the organisation is saying it wants more money and
the State is saying that it is not prepared to give more money until it has decent information
about what is going on and we are told that that information will not be available for two or
three days -

Mr Hassell: They didn't need a Minister to tell them that.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Exactly right. Of course, the bank is niot told by Ministers what to
do. Mr Grill had information available to him because he was there and was being supplied
with it. We knew, at that stage, that the Government was not prepared to provide further
money, but we accepted at that time that we needed to get independent advice about it before
we committed ourselves irrevocably to what has now happened; that is. the companies have
fallen over, the depositors have money tied up, other people might lose money, and other
companies may be affected -

Mr Court: And certain people got out with preferential treatment.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I am not running the organisation and I am not aware of anyone
getting preferential treatment.

153k-10
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Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: If they did they will have to repay because as anyone knows that is
the basis on which -

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Unless I can get some cooperation I will begin caking action which
will upset members on both sides of the House. It will certainly upset me because I do not
want to do it. Unless members can behave in a rational way I will take such action.

Point of Order
Ms LIGHTFOOT: I heard the member for Victoria Park interject on the Premier and say that
he was unhinged, totally unhinged. I do nor chink that is right and I ask that it be withdrawn.

The SPEAKER: The member will resumne his seat. It is my view that the member for
Murchison-Eyre is normnally extremely wvelI behaved and understands the Standinig Orders of
this place very well. I take strong exception to the action which he just cook, and[ because of
his previous behaviour, will take no action against him. However, I assure himn and ocher
members chat if 1, my position, or this Parliament are abused in chat way again I will
immediately name the member.

Debate Resumed
My PETER DOWDING: That is the sort of trick that the member for Mt Lawley tried to play
on the Minister for Local Government which the Liberal Party thinks is great fun. Members
opposite put words ini other people's mouchs.
This motion states that there was a deliberate suppression of facts surrounding the $6 mill ion
unauihorised withdrawal. There has been no deliberate suppression. The fact is that there
was a transaction of which I and the Minister for Agriculture had no knowledge: that is, that
while the R & I Bantk had been asked to make ani acconmncodationt-

Ms Mac Kinnon interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Speaker I have two minutes left. The R & 1 Bank had a request
for $6 million from Rothwells and the Minister for Agriculture infomnied the R & I Bank of
where we were at and confirmed Rochwells' need for short term liquidity. The R & I Bank
accepted that there was nothinig improper or undue about that conversation. What happened
after that is not a matter for the Minister and therefore he cannot be guilty of misleading the
House, particularly in relation to a trick chat the Opposition played. The motion refers to a
deliberate attempt to mislead the House over this matter. My view is chat that is a result of
the duplicity and the direct intention of the Opposition co ensure that the Minister for
Agriculture was misled into thinking that the question was to be taken at face value.

We have given a full and frank account of our involvement. However, at the moment our
energies are directed towards the provisional liquidator maximising his returns to those
people at risk and we will try to direct our endeavours cowards helping them. It is a pity the
Opposition cannot do likewise.

I oppose the motion.

M%-R [lOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [12.01 pmn]: There is no doubt that this is a good motion.
Unfortunately, instead of the Government answering questions during this debate aind
providing the evidence the people of this State need, it has sought to play on words. That
play on words appears to fall around whether Western Collieries Ltd and, indeed, Rothwells
Lid, are one and the sane organisation.

Ms Peter Dowding: No it is not.

Ms HOUSE: That is the question.

Ms Peter Dowding: It is a question of whether or not it was in relation to an advance - a
facility to Western Collieries. He said he had no knowledge of a facility to Western
Collieries.
Ms HOUSE: I am suggesting to the House that because Western Collieries is a subsidiary of
Rothwells, it is one and the samne thing.
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Mr Grill: No, it is no' true.
Mr HOUSE: There is no question about that because in answer to a question I asked the
Premier last week he admitted that is the case. I was referring to the $15 milion advance
purchase of coal and I asked the Premier whether it was legal in the context of the Companies
Act. The Premier said that it was because a deposit had been paid.

Mr Peter Dowding: What I said was that the cheque from the State Energy Commission was
made payable to Western Collieries and crossed to Western Collieries. What was the ri 4ght

and responsibility of what happened after that is the responsibility of the people who will
answer for that.

Mr HOUSE: The reason for the advance purchase of coal was to give Rothwells some cash
flow. Therefore, they are one and the same thing.
Mr Peter Dowdmng: It is not cash flow at Al.

Several members interjected.

Mr HOUSE: The $6 million was to also give Rothwells some cash flow.

Mr Peter Dowding: The Minister for Agriculture only spoke about Rothwells. He had no
knowledge of Western Collieries.

Mr HOUSE: I am suggesting, because of the evidence produced in this House by the
Government in past debates, that Western Collieries and Rothwells must be seen as one and
the same thing. There is no question about it.

Mr Peter Dowding: The reason he rang the bank was because of the State's exposure to
Rothwells, not because of the State's exposure to Western ColIienies.
Mr HOUSE: I will let the people of this State mnake that judgment. However, that is what
has gone wrong with the debate today. The Minister for Agriculture said that because the
Opposition has not proved that he has not (lone anything wrong, that must be the case. I
suggest to the people Of this State that he owes them an explanation for the simple reason that
the Chairman of the R & I Bank said that the Minister telephoned the bank. He should
explain that to this House.

Mr Peter Dowding: Were you here last night?

Mr HOUSE: Yes, I was.
Mr Peter Dowding: He explained it last night.

Mr HOUSE: The Premier is again trying to dissociate Western Collieries from Rothwells.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.

Mr HOUSE: That supports my point that they are one and the same thing.

it is evident that Western Collieries was purchased by Rothwells in order to give Rothwells a
cash flow. However, when that did not happen quickly enough the Government sought to
step in and do something about it. It authorised the advance purchase of coal and, in some
way, sought to inject another $6 million into the bank. That is what the question is about and
I submit to the House and to the people of this Stare that that question has not been answered.

Mr Peter Dowding: What is the question you put?

Mr HOUSE: The question is whether the Government should try to influence the
R & I Bank.

Mr Peter Dowding: We conveyed information to the R & I Bank. We said, "We have an
exposure. This is what we are doing and we want you to know.'

Mr HOUSE: Why did the Minister for Agriculture ring the bank?

Mr Peter Dowding: For reasons I have already said.

Mr HOUSE: We will let the people of this State mate the decision. The facts are clear. The
Minister cannot hide behind the fact that he is trying to dissociate the two things. The
National Party supports the motion.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (23)
Mr Blaiki e Mvr Grayden Mvr Mac Kinnon Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Bradshaw MAr~reig Nit Mensaros Mr Watt
Mr Cash Mr HasselU Mr SchellI Mr Wiese
Mlr CIru-o Mr House Nit Thompson Mr Williams
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Trenorden Mr Masten (T7eller)
Mr Cowan Mr Lightfoot Ni r Fedi Tubby

Noes (28)
Dr Alexander Mr Evans Dr Lawrence Mr P.J. Smith
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Taylor
Mr Bertrami Mr Grill Mr Parker MrThonias
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Pearce Mr Troy
Mr Cunningham Mr Cordon HI Mr Read Mris Watkins
Mr Donovan Mr Hedge Mr Ripper Dr Watson
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Toni Jones Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Stephens Mr Canr
Mr Crane M~r Wilson

Question thus negatived.

JOINTll STANDING COMlMlITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATIO1N

Repo)r
NIR 1X()NoVAN (Morley-Swan) 112.07 pmlj: I table the report of the Joint Standing
Committee on Delegated Legislation.

[See paper No 622.1
ART GALLERY AMENDMIENT IL.

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 8 November.

MIR (REIG (Darling Range) [12.09 pin): This Bill seeks to establish anAtGallery of
Western Australia Foundation and it has the support of the Opposition. It certainly has the
strong support of the shadow Minister for The Arts, F-on Phillip Pendal. and it has my
personal endorsement. The Opposition welcomnes the measure.

The SPEAKER: Order! The level of background conversation is too high. If members are
keen to have their conversations, they should have them outside.
Mr GREIG: On 8 November in the second readting speech the Minister made a couple of
salient points. The first was that it is accepted throughout the art world that the Art Gallery
of Western Australia has been less than generously endowed from private and corporate
sources. In view of that lack of endowment, the excellent work tha-t has been clone by the Art
Gallery is all the more excellent. We support ani welcome this measure with a great deal of
enthusiasm. The Minister also said that the foundation would attract gifts and bequests to all
areas of the State's permianent collection. There are many different forms of gifts and
bequests. The second reading speech does not indicate that the Government intended in any
vigorous way to seek to establish that gifts to the foundation would be tax deductable. We
believe that the Governmnent should take steps in that direction if it is Serious about
encouraging support of the foundation.

On 20 April this year the Opposition announced an initiative in the arts. A couple of months
later the Governent announced its proposal to set up this foundation. It appears that the
Government, to some extent, has attempted to follow the initiative of the Opposition. In the
announcement of 20 April, the Leader of the Opposition indicated that a Government led by
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him would launch a major new drive for corporate sponsorship of the arts with the creation of
a Western Australian foundation for the arts and heritage. He emphasised that it would not
replace traditional Government support for the arts, but that it was an initiative aimied at
holstering the funds available to the Art Gallery and for heritage and the arts generally. He
went on to say that the trust would be additional to that traditional Governiment support and
would seek to entice increased private sector support through tax benefits.

After approaches to the Federal Government and the Commissioner for Taxation a decision
was made that donations to the National Art Gallery would be tax cfeductable. In the
announcement on 20 April, the Leader of the Opposition clearly set in train such an initiative
with respect to the Art Gallery of Western Australia. Implementation of the initiative would
have meant, first, the creation of a special foundation as a company limited by guarantee
which would seek tax exempt status under the income tax Act for gifts to that foundation on
the same basis as that approved for gifts to the Australian National Gallery. Secondly, over a
three year period a $500 000 annual State Governmient contribution would have been
forthcoming. Our plan was to create six categories of donors who would receive tax benefits
for a range of donations. The categories included a perpetual benefactor, a governor, a
fellow, a supporter, and a friend of the foundation. The objective was to provide a real
incentive for corporate and private sponsorship of the arts.

The initiative announced by the Leader of the Opposition also spoke of the appointment of a
high calibre voluntary brigade of directors to be chaired by a prominenit Western Australian
with an interest in arts and heritage matters. In addition, a reputable arts administrator would
be appointed for a limited period who would promote private sector contributions to the
foundation. Larger corporations in the State sotnetimes have persons of senior executive
standing who, because of the project nature of such organisations, might be between projects
and might therefore well be able to be seconded to the foundation we proposed, perhaps for a
year. Such an executive could provide the necessary introductions between those in the an
world and in the Art Gallery and those in the private sector. He could provide a very
necessary bridge that could be established only by someone who comes from the corporate or
private sector.

The Leader of the Opposition in his aninouncemnent also said that such a foundation would be
the first to be set up to benefit all sectors of the ar-ts. Therefore, we support the Bill's aim, as
stated in the second reading speech, to set up a foundation that will concentrate as much as
possible on contemporary Australian and Western Australian arts, with particular attention
gie toAoiinal artworks. We give full support to that aim.

Another aspect of the Opposition's initiative announced in April was that the strength of the
foundation would lie in the fact that interest in the invested funds would be available for a
wide range of special one-off projects presently funded by the department. As a result, the
Art Gallery would have the opportunity to seek out unique works that would be of specific
and special interest to the State of Western Australia,. not only to art lovers, but also to the
population at large. The arts enhance the quality of life in and the attitudes of a community.
An appreciation of art in an historic and current sense should be encouraged. It provides a
higher appreciation of life within the individuals in a conununity. That has a beneficial effect
on relationships between people with different interests. Art tends to bring countr and city
people together. It tends to bring together sporting people and those who are not sporting
people. It brings together people with generally more commercial interests and those who are
perhaps initerested more in service to the community. It brings people of different ethnic
backgrounds together at a common point.

Support of the arts is to be applauded. The Government has partially picked up an initiative-
announced by the Leader of the Opposition in April. but we applaud the Government for
taking that step.

If the Opposition has read into the Minister's second reading speech intentions which were
not expressed, we would be pleased to hear from the Minister whether it is the intention of
the 'Government to approach the Commonwealth Government and the Commissioner of
Taxation for tax deductability status for the foundation. I commend the Bill to the House and
indicate the Opposition's full support for it.
,NIRS IENDERSON (Gosnells - Minister for The Arts) [t2.20 pini:- I thanik the Opposition
for its support of the legislation. The Government believes it is important legislation in
opening another source of support for the arts in Western Australia. It is tine
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that the corporate sector has not traditionally provided a great deal of monetary support for
the arts. However, that is changing and many people in the community are realising the
benefits of giving assistance to the arts.
I refer to some of the points raised by the member for Darling Range: We could argue all day
as to who was the owner of a good idea. It was announced as one of the Liberal Party's
initiatives in April last year, but it has been pant of the Labor Party's policy since 1976. It is
probably the case that many people have recognised over a long period the importance of
setting up a foundation to encourage individuals, companies and others to contribute to the
arts in Western Australia. The Government has publicly announced its intention of doing this
on many occasions, and it is certainly not a new initiative since last April. The Government
will certainly encourage gifts and bequests. as the member mentioned. With regard to the
matter of tax deductability, I understand that contributions to the Art Gallery and the Museum
are already tax deductable.
Mr Greig: They used to be. but that has been stopped.
Mrs HENDERSON: I am not referring to people donating works of an, but to funds donated
for the acquisition of works. Where those funds are donated to a State recognised museum or
art gallery they are already tax decluctable. The New South Wales Elizabethan Theatre Trust
was set up specifically to receive tax deductable contributions to the arts. It is the intention
that the money contributed to the foundation will be tax deducrable. At this stage the
foundation will be there to receive funds and gifts which will be used for the purchase of
works of an.
Certainly the Art Gallery currently has a policy, which the Governent fully endorses, of
acquiring the work of contemnporary artists. That is important for two reasons: First, it gives
support to Western Australian artists: it gives encouragement and support to their art, and
allows the public to view contemporary art; secondly, it is also the most cost effective way of
acquiring works of ant for the Western Australian Art Gallery. A work of art with a certain
value today may well become increasingly valuable in the future at a time when the Art
Gallery may not be in a position to purchase it. Therefore, the most cost effective way for
any State gallery to proceed is to purchase contemporary works of art produced by
Australian. particularly Western Australian, artists.
I thank the Opposition for its support of the measure and!I commend the BillI to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mrs Henderson (Minister for The Arts), and tranismiitted
to the Council.

ACTS AMIENDMIENT (RACING INDUSTRY) BILL
Council's Amendment and Requested Amendment

Amendment made and amendment requested by the Council now considered.

Committee
The Deputy Chainrnan of Committees (Dr Alexander) in the Chair; Mrs Beggs (Minister for
Racing and Gaming) in charge of the Billi.

The amendment made by the Council was as follows -

Clause 19, page 1l, after line 6 - To add the following paragraphs -

(c) in subsection (4)(a) -
by deleting "twenty" and substituting '30" and

(d) in subsection (4)(b) -
by deleting "eighty" and substiwuting "70'.

The amendment requested by the Council was as follows -

Clause 2 1, page 17, line 23 - To delete "6" and substitute "Y".
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Mrs B EGGS: The Government opposes both amendments. [I move

That the amendment made by the Council be not agreed to.
MrTRENORDEN: It was with much regret that I heard the Minister's words, although I saw
a Press release which was issued some clays ago and which reported that she would oppose
these two amendments. It shows that the commitment of the Labor Party to this industry is
close to zero. The reason given by the Minister in that Press release for opposing the change
from an 80:20 split to a 70:30 split of funds was that there would be no benefit to country
clubs, which is an absolute pile of rubbish. The question is what percentage of the total
racing turnover is earned by country clubs. The split in earnings is 62 per cent raised by city
activity and 38 per cent raised by country activity. The amendment put and pas "sed in the
other place brought that to a 70:30 split, resulting in an amount of eight per cent remaining
with the Turf Club to pay for the services for which the Minister says the Turf Club will
charge country racing.
That eight per cent amounts to in excess of $1.3 million, almost precisely the amount of
money that the Minister stated in her Press release it would cost country racing for those
services. The only place those figures for services can comec fromn is the Turf Club. The
Minister stated that the services provided by the Turf Club would cost $1.4 million: that is for
judges, stewards, starters and handicappers. I can tell the Committee that the threat by the
Turf Club is wholly and absolutely typical of those scoundrels. They have adways comec this
sort of caper with country clubs. If the Minister would like to amiend this figure and accept
that the real earning ratio is 62:38 the countr clubs would accept that with glee because there
is no way on earth it costs $1.4 million to supply judges, stewards and starters; that is a load
of rubbish!
Mrs Beggs: Is the member for Avon disagreeing with the Quin inquiry report, which
estimates it could be as high as $2.7 million?
Mr TRENORDEN: No. If the Minister has read the report she would know it says that "the
Turf Club states": it does not state that that is a fact. The report says that those figures have
been estimated] after conversations with the Turf Club, and That those figures would be
between 10 and 12 per cent of turnover - $1.2 million. If the Minister reads the report she
would see that Quin does not say it is exactly that amount. I challenge the Minister to look at
it. It is a load of rubbish to say that it will cost $1.4 million for those services.
The Minister would be aware that a body of country clubs have got together and if they
worked together they could easily supply all those services for $1.4 million. If that occurred
the Turf Club would have a heart attack - it would have a fit! It s a hollow gesture by thie
Turf Club and typical of its actions over the past 20 years or so and does not deserve to see
the light of dlay. If we are talking about an inquiry - and that is all we seem to talk about
nowadays - I would like to institute an inquiry into the Turf Club's costings. particularly in
relation to services supplied to country clubs. I would not inid betting that they are either
loaded or they represent the total cost of services, including their own costs. There is no way
supplying those services to country clubs costs $1.4 million. It is nor on! That is the sort of
strong arm tactic that the Turf Club has used over a considerable time. It used That argument
before a Royal Commnission 20 years ago, in the Baxter report on racing and trotting report
somne five years ago, and again now. Its position has been absolutely hollow, and remains
that way. I am disappointed that the Minister will not accept that fact. I am disappointed,
also, that she does not have enough understanding of the system to know that the motion I
have put forward would give the country racing industry $2.4 million extra. If the Minister
does not believe that, I challenge her to disprove my figures because I know them to be
absolutely correct.
M~rs Beggs. Is the member for Avon absolutely sure they would receive that exact amount of
money each time if non-statutory costs were transferred to country races?
Mr TRENORDEN: In approximate figures, yes.
Mrs Beggs: They would receive a net benefit of that amount of money, would they?

Mr TRENOR DEN: Yes.
Mrs Beggs: Who will pay the costs?

Mir TRENORDEN: The Minister for Racing and Gaining has already stated who will pay
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the costs. In his report Quin says that a one per cent reduction in turnover represents $3.4
mrillion. In her second reading speech the Minister said the amount was $4 million. Last
week in a Press release she was reported as saying it was $4.5 million. On her own figures, if
both amendments were accepted, the maximum it could cost is $2 million because the
Minister has indicated that turnover is increasing over the June Budget estimates.

Mrs Beggs: I am not talking about that. I am talking about the net benefit to country racing.

Mr TRENORDEN: Absolutely. Everyone in the industry to whom I have spoken knows
that. The Turf Club would know that, as weUl.

Mrs Beggs: The member for Avon has not spoken to the Turf Club, but says that it agrees
with him.

Mr TRENORDEN: No. I am saying that it would have difficulty in arguing with the figures.

Mrs Beggs: The member for Avon has indicated there is much controversy about what are
the real costs.

Mr Wiese: There has been no controversy until now.

Mrs Beggs: Everybody is arguing about the tea]1 cost of providing those services.

Mr TRENORDEN: The Minister for Racing and Gaming has said that the costs are $1.4
million;, that appeared in The West Aust'ralian. I am saying that I doubt that very much.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order! I ask the member for Avon to address
his remarks to the Chair.
Mr TRENORDEN: I was answering an interjection from the Minister For Racing and
Gaining. The fact in relation to this issue is that the Government has argued in this Bill that
what is earned by the racing industry and the trotting industry is what they should be paid.
Mrs Beggs: The member has not moved this for tronting, only for racing.

Mr TRENORDEN: I know that. At the samne time, the Government will not accept the
argument between country racing and city racing, even though the figures are exactly the
same. The Minister knows very well that there are a great number of clubs in financial
difficulty. She said in her second reading explanation that an interclepartnnental committee
will report in August - I have been told that it will now report in March. She has said that it
will then take up to a year to draft legislation. So in her second reading speech she was
saying that any change to country clubs was two years away. The grapevine is now saying it
may be 18 months away. Either way, relief to country clubs is at least 18 months away.

The Minister is telling country clubs that she supports them, that she agrees with the Quin
report, and that they deserve to receive the money: yet at the same time she is withholding
that money from the clubs. It will be interesting to see what will happen during the next 18
months. A number of clubs are now talking to their bank managers because some conduct
race meetings during the summer, and others during the winter, but they have to raise their
moneys before they commence these meetings. There will be little relief for them as a result
of this Bill. Most country clubs will bene fit from the carving up of $2 million, plus three per
cent of turnover, but three per cent of turnover will not give them a great amount of money. I
have calculated that for a club like Pinjarra. it will amount to only $18 000. 1 have clone my
sums, and I have had people within the industry check my sums. [ would like the Minister to
dispute the fact that these amendments will not give country racing clubs an extra $2.4
million.

Mrs Beggs: There is only one amendment before the Chair. You are saying that the two
amendments together would do that, but although there has been a suggestion that an
amendment is to be moved, there is no amendment before the Chamber on the one per cent
reduction in turnover tax.

Mr TRENORDEN: There is a reconumendation.

Mrs Beggs: But there is no amendment.

Mr TRENORDEN: That is splitting hairs, and the Minister knows damin well what the
position is. The Minister knows that she has not been able to carry the argument in the
Caucus room., She knows that the country clubs are not very pleased with her. There will be
an election before all this is sorted out, and there will be a great deal of interest in what
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happens on both sides. If the coalition parties were to win Governent, it would be
interesting to see what would happen in ouir part of the world; and we have spelled that out
very clearly. If the Labor Party were fortunate enough! by some miracle, to win the next
election, its position would be that it has said it would give the country clubs everything, but
it has demonstrated all the way along that it would absolutely resist doing so. There is no
way that the Minister would be prepared to meet these country clubs on a reasonable basis. I
am not talking about spaking to them, because the Minister did that very well, but when it
comes down to the crunch, nothing has been forthcoming. I know from my constant contact
with those clubs that they are not very pleased. They would be delighted to have been able to
lget their fair share of the earnings for efforts outlayed. The responsibility for that is now
squarely on the Labor Party's shoulders. We have given the Minister the opportunity of
meeting her own rhetoric. She has refused to do so, and as that infonination. goes out into the
conrununity, we will find that the Minister, and the Labor Party, particularly in country areas,
will have to pay the price. As for the Turf Club's hollow rhetoric about these charges, I
would like to see what the situation would be given a win by the coalition parties in a few
mionths' time, because I would be very interested to talk to it.

Mr THOMPSON: During my parliamentary career I have tried to adopt two things as
attributes that should guide a member of Parliament in the way that he or she performs: The
first of those is to be honest; the second is to be practical. When I look at the proposition that
we have here, I have to agree with the Minister's point of view on this amendment. The
ramifications in practical tenms of carrying this amendment would be to the detriment of
country racing and trotting interests.

Mr Trenorden: How can you prove that?!

Mr TH4OMPSON: I do not know that I can prove it, but my view is that it would be, At the
present time, the principal clubs responsible for racing and trotting provide a range of
services to the entire industry, both country and metropolitan. My fear is that if this
amiendment were to be carried, those services would be withdrawn by the principal clubs.
They would be forced to withdraw them.

Mr Trenorden: I hope they would be.

Mr THOMPSON: I suggest to the member that that would be a disaster for the industr
because -

Mr Trenorden: That would be a disaster for only one body - the Turf Club.

Mrs Beggs: That is not one body;. It is the industry.

Mr THOMPSON: I ask the two members to give me a bit of a go. The industry is currently
well monitored, adrninistered and controlled because one group of officials administers the
industry throughout the whole of the State. The stewards have a common interest covering
metropolitan and country areas. I suggest that if we were to force upon the principal clubs
the situation where they had to withdraw the services of, say, the stewards who monitor the
activities throughout the State, we would then have one group of people doing the stewarding
in the country, and another group of people doing the stewarding in the metropolitan area.
But many of the people who are involved in the racing industry race in both countr and
metropolitan areas, and they would have to adjust to two sets of rules and to two sets of
people administering those rules. That would he against the interests of racing and trotting
generally. and would be of par-ticular detriment to people in the country because the quality of
the services that would be available to them would be significantly reduced. The
metropolitan clubs provide a first class service in the facilities they provide to the country
clubs, and I would question whether anyone could suggest otherwise. That same standard
would not necessarily apply if we were to bring about the situation where the principal clubs
withdrew their services. So in looking at this practically, there would be a disservice done to
the industry throughout the State. 1 can understand people taking a parochial view, and it
would, I suggest, make pretty good reading in the local newspapers.

Mr Trenorden: You and I could have an argument.

Mr THOMPSON: We are having it. I think that if people were to honestly weigh up the
ramnifications of what we are doing here, they would come to the conclusion that it Would be
detrimental to the industry to accede to the Legislative Council's request to accept this
amiendment. I know that those who advocate the support of this amiendment base their
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support on the assumption chat there will be a larger pool, because there is an assum~ption
made also that there will be the carriage of the other amendment which stands on the Notice
Paper, which is to reduce the turnover tax to five per cent.

Mr Bradshaw: Six per cent.

Mr THOMPSON: No; the amendment of which notice has been given is to reduce it to five
per cent. Those who advocate supporting an amendment to clause 19 assume that there
would be a larger pool of money going to the principal clubs, and therefore the impact on the
principal clubs would not be all that great.

Mrs Beggs: It would be neutral.

Mr THOMPSON: It would equalise it. H-owever, looking at the practicalities of' this
situation, one has to accept that the prospect of the Legislative Council carrying 'an
am-endment that will impact on this Government's Budget is absolutely nil, and we could
finish up with the situation where we could have one of these amendments carried, and the
other one not carried, which would be detrimental to the industry. So, on balance, it would
not be in the interests of racing and trotting for the amendment currently before the Chair to
be carried.

Mr BRADSH-AW: I beg to differ from the member for Kalamunda. He is totally wrong in
his presumption that country racing and trotting will not be better off; that the industry will be
worse off is a theory he ias, but it is not a practical approach. The Minister has two
standards. On the one hand, she is saying there should be a change in the balance between
racing, and trotting in regard to the TAB distribution because of the Turnover each of those
industries generates. On the other hand, when it comes to the difference between country and
metropolitan racing and trotting industries, she is not prepared to change that balance, It has
already beeii demonstrated by the member for Avon that there is an imbalance. I think he
quoted 62 per cent mietropolitant and 38 per cent country. It would be much fairer to change
that to 70:30.
The member for Kalamunda talked about the industry providing judges, stewards and so on,
and said that there would he a continuous standard. We will still have a continuous standard,
because the same stewards and judges will be taken up by The country racing and trotting
clubs if this proposal goes through. That they may not be paid by the various parent bodies in
the metropolitan area is no reason they cannot still be employed in the country under the
same condlitions.

Mr Thompson; They 'nay riot be.
Mr BRADSHAW: They may not be, but I can assure the Chamnber those country clubs will
not allow the standards to drop; they will mnaintain thie standards of stewards antI judges. The
cost of providing those stewards from the metropolitan area will depend on who is
apportioning those costs. Accountants and others have ways of juggling figures to suit
themselves. I would hazard a guess that in the metropolitan area the WATA and the WATC
have worked the figures to make it look as though they are providing a better service to [he
country people than is the position in practical Tern, This amendment should be supported.

Mr BLAIFlE I support the proposal put by the Legislative Council. This is indicative of the
importance of a House of Review. Country people would be disadvantaged if we did not
have a two House system in Western Australia, where an alternative view can be put forward,
as the Legislative Council has done. It has said to the Government, 'We do not go along with
the direction you are caking; in the interests of country people we are recommending these
changes. Unless these changes take place, country people involved in trotting and racing will
be disadvantaged."

Mrs Beggs: It has nothing to do with trotting at all.

Mr BLAIKIE:- The racing industry. I want to place on the record my support for the
continuation of the Legislative Council and the very important role it performis for the people
of Western Australia.

Mr Troy: That is three TO one.

Mr BLAIKIE: Three to what?!

Mr Troy: Three to one weighting.
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Mr BLAIKJE: If the Minister for Labour wants to have another debate on another area we
will take him on board.
Mir Bradshaw: He is talking about Something else.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Legislative Council has shown that it has a wider interest than pure party
political interests. Members of the National Party and members of the Liberal Party have
spoken on this area, each expressing his determnination as he sees it. I believe the Legislative
Council amendment should be pursued and supported. It is very much in the interests of
country people and I am very much in favour of it.

Mr MASLEN: I support the amendment so eloquently supported by the member for Avon. I
do so for a number of reasons. The member for Avon's point with regard to the estimated
cost of staff on racetracks is strange to me, having keen involved in country racing all my
life. My father was very much involved during my early days. Race clubs such as the
Carnarvon race club emnploy voluntary staff, such as judges and so on, consequently I find it
hard to appreciate why a large sumn of money such as that quoted by the member for Avon
should be put aside for the procurement of that staff.

Since the TAB was set up by the Government years ago so that the Government could get its
cut of the gambling dollar fromn the Western Australian public through taxes and running the
gambling facility, it decided to return a certain amtount of funds into various sports. The
major sport in those (lays was horse racing. both harness racing and flat racing. A huge sumn
of money was generated, not directly by the industry but because of the industry. In those
dlays the WATC was the most likely body because its headquarters were in Perth. It was
given that money to improve and advance the cause of racing throughout Western Australia.
Almost from that day country racing has gone into a decline.

have seen picnic race meetings throughout the north west close dtown as a result of the
requirements placed on them by the WATC. In fact about 18 years ago I was the inaugural
chairmam of the G ascoyne- Ashburton Racing Association which got all the racing clubs
together. I wrote to Sir Ernest Lee Steere as the chairmian of the WATC to point out that
sonie of the restrictions and requirements placed on country clubs would eventually cause
those country clubs in places like Exnmouth, Onslow and Gascoyne Junction to fold up. The
reply I received from Sir Ernest indicated that the industry had to be regulated, and the funds
being received from the Government required the WATC to impose requirements such as the
re 4gistration of horses, the divisions horses raced in, and so on and so forth.

The member for Kalaniunda made his point from a pragmatic. political position and
supported the WATC's control of racing. The amendment fulfils to sonic extent the
requirement of country racing, and it will again be able to operate on a financially viable
basis. The whole situation Is a little like World Heritage listing. It is not about racing; it is
about power: Who holds the purse strings and who has how much of it. We must see that
countr racing does not continue to be the poor cousin so that we have to watch the racing on
TV instead of having a day out in the country to enjoy what was once a sport but which now
has become a big business. I have no trouble whatsoever in supporting the amendmnent.

Sitting suspendedfl-cm 1.00 to 2.15 pmn

Mr CRANE: I indicate that I support the amendment before the Committee.

Mr Thompson: Don't you take any lead at all?

Mr CRANE: What does the member mean, 'Don't I take any lead at all?" I think perhaps I
could take a lead because I was incensed when I read in today's newspaper, with reference to
the mineral plant at Muchea, that -

The MLA for Moore, Mr Bert Crane, was the only Liberal MP to support the
Nationals.

I led that bloody fight, I did not support anybody. I led it and have been leading it for three
months, and I hope the Press gets that straight.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN tDr Alexander): Order!

Mr CRANE: Having said so, I am supporting them now in this amendment before ihe
Chamber.
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I do nor think it is necessary for me to elaborate any further on the matters which have been
brought up during this debate - on where the money goes, what it is used for, and so on. Just
let mne say very clearly that we who have lived in the bush all our lives, and have earned all
our money in the bush all our lives, and have given almost all of it to the metropolitan area,
get a little tired of the fact that the metropolitan area wants to take most of it away fromn us.
Instead of the metropolitan area getting 80 per cent and the poor old country cousin getting
20 per cent, this amendment asks that we be given 30 per cent and our city cousins 70 per
cent. I believe that is reasonable. When one considers that the wealth of this country is
earned in the country, we are entitled to share in some of the meal which we provide for
everyone. How often do we hear people in Western Australia talking about eight per cent of
Australia's population providing 20 per cent of its wealth? That happens to be around about
the truth. There are very few people in the country and that is why we have to be so damned
good - and we are good. We believe we are entitled to a fair share of the cake considering the
fact that we provide most of the cake. We are asking for only 30 per cent of it and therefore I
support the amendment very strongly.

I was concerned at lunchtime to hear - and I do not believe it could be right - that over the
weekend the Western Australiant Turf Club had discussions with the Minister to make sure
she dlid not accept this amendment. I cannot believe those people would do that because they
are such honourable people; and are not we all honourable? I do not believe it could be right
antI I amn a little disappointed that perhaps we who are supporting this amendment would
make the suggestion that they would dto such a dishonourable. thing. I just thought I ought to
mention it here. It does concern us greatly that the grab should be on again. I hope that
many more of mny Liberal colleagues support us in this move, which we believe is only fair
for the people who live in the country. We are a party which represents all people and we
must never forget that those people in the country who rely upon us for our support for them
in their need are relying on us now.

I strongly support this amiendment and hope that others in this Chamber, particularly those on
this side of the House, will support it also. I have every confidence that the other place would
not allow this to proceed the way the Minister wanted it in the first instance. For my part I
certainly would not allow it either, and I strongly support the amnendment.

Mr WIESE: I support the amendment conveyed in the message that has been sent to us from
another place. I dto so very willingly and strongly because the amount of work that has gone
into putting the case for country- racing, with the member for Avon leading the charge, has
been enormous. The amendment before the Committee is a great credit to the member for
Avon's work in that respect.
We should not forget that this amendment is really all about ensuring That, for the first timne in
a long time, country racing will get a fair dleal.

Mrs Beggs; It does not ensure That at all, though.

Mr WIESE: Cotttrary to what the Minister Says, I believe this amendment will go a Long way
towards ensuring that country racing gets a fair deal. To put it plainly, it will get a fair deal
out of the Western Australian Turf Club. I dto not believe country racing has been getting the
fair deal it deserves for quite somne time. The member for Moore referred to country racing
as the country cousin of the Western Australian Turf Club, and I Think he is being very
charitable. I get the feeling that the Turf Club thinks of country racing as an illegitimate
offspring; it is out there and the club knows that it exists, but it unwillingly acknowledges its
existence. There is a kind of paternity order to pass on a little money occasionally to these
clubs to ensure that they continue to keep quiet about their existence. That is the way the
Western Australian Turf Club looks upon country racing; it is something it is willing to put
up with and make token efforts to make sure it continues. The Turf Club would be a lot
happier to see it disappear and have the whole industry concentrated mn the metropolitan area.
That would be a very poor thing for country racing and a poor thing for the racing industry
overall. The people from the metropolitan area who are involved with the Turf Club should
not ignore the existence of the trainers and horses in the country. Country racing provides the
initial venue for trainers, is a starting ground for many horses and provides work for many
people in the industry such as jockeys, trainers and everybody else associated with racing. If
the racing industry was concentrated in the metropolitan area, a lot of those people would not
be able to stay within the industry. Therefore, it is very much in the interests of
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racing in general, and in the interests of the Western Australian Turf Club, to ensure that
country racing gets a fair dleal. This mnakes it very important for this amendment to be
accepted by the Chamber and I urge the Minister very strongly to reconsider her attitude to
the amnendment. Contrary to what she says, it will be of enormous assistance to country
racing, an-d chat means to racing in general in Western Australia.

Mrs BEGGS: If this Chamber were to accept this amendment, it would be quite
irresponsible. There is no real evidence, or any real figures, at our disposal at this stage to
suggest what the real cost would be of providing for country racing the services that are
provided by the WATC.

Mr Trenorden: You said $1.4 million earlier.

Mrs BEGGS: That was the estimate given to me by the Turf Club.

Mr Trenorden: Well, let's accept it.

Mr-s BEGGS: The member needs to understand that, if we were to accept this anicodmnetr.
there may be other repercussions and other figures that mnay be used by the Turf Club which
it could Force onto country clubs if it was determined to rdo so.

Mr Trenorden: That is typical of their attitude

Mrs BEGGS: It is not typical of their attitude at all.
When I introduced the legislation I said that it was the beginning and not the end of the
process. We have had the benefit of the Quin inquiry report which has mnade far reaching
recommendations that most people in the industry have accepted with great glee. Members
of the industry are aware that we were given a short time frame to bring the legislation to the
Parliament and it would be irresponsible of us to proceed with all the recomnmendat ions
without having all dhe figures checked out.

I have informed the Chamrber on many occasions about the interdepartmental committee
consisting of Office of Racing and Gamning, State Taxation Depar-tment. TAB arnd Treasury
officers which is currently exaunining the whole TAB distribution issue. If any member has
any doubts. I can assure him that it is an extremely comrplex issue ;und to proceed in an ad hoc
way is not in the interests of the industry. I found it amnazing listening to the debate this
morning that members jumped up and adopted a parochial attitude while speaking about the
needs of the whole industry. It is not the time for anyone. and particularly legislators like us,
to be endorsing parochial attitudes and promoting the city clubs versus the country clubs, or
country TABs against non country TABs. If we go down that track, that sort of decision will
have widespread ramifications for country racing ink the future. The Government has already
dem-onstrated its commitment to country racing in the rest Of thle decisions that are part of this
legislation.

Mr Trenorden: You know chat it will not be enough to keep them going,

Mrs BEGGS. The member's attitude is arnazing. I hope he never becomnes a Minister, if and
when he is ever in Government. because he will adopt the attitude of making decisions that
will catch the attention of the local paper and win sonic friends at his local racing club
without taking into account all of the things that are in thle best interests of the industry in the
long term.

The Government has given a commitment to introduce the other changes during the next
session of Parliament and I am absolutely commuitted to that myself. Most of thle people inl
the industry are aware how firm that commitment is. There is no doubt that not only country
racing clubs, but also country trotting clubs might feel that the money that will be made
available through a reduction in the turnover tax and the on-course totalisator agent tax might
not be enough, but they will find the money that the Governiment has definitely put in place
through the Racecourse Development Trust is of' assistance to the country clubs.

Mr Trenorden: It is not enough.

Mrs B EGGS: Is the memnber an expert on the whole financial situation of racing in Western
Australia?

Mr Trenorden: I am getting very close.

Mrs BEGGS: We have had the benefit of very extensive inquiries into the racing industry
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which indicated that the whole system of distribution should be changed. The inquirers,
including Mr Quin, agree that the issue is so complex that it needs to be examined in fine
detil with the benefit of State taxation figures and Treasury figures so that the forilula we
finally adopt is one by which the whole racing industry can receive benefit,
I am as sympathetic as is thle member to the plight that country racing might be facing at this
dine, but because I have that concern I refuse to accept an amendment that does not take into
account all ramifications. If this amendment were to proceed I can assure members that
country racing would be not only a short term loser but also a long term loser. I assure the
Committee that when I receive the departmental report, the legislation to change the whole
method of TAB distribution will be introduced as quickly as possible. I reject the
amendment.
Mr THOMPSON: With some disappointment I note that some of my colleagues differ fromn
the view which I hold on this matter. In my defence, the Liberal Party has always had a
policy of allowing its members to take an independent stance on matters pertaining to
gambling, liquor and other such issues. While I am disappointed that some members will
support the amendment against my recommendation, nonetheless I defend their right to do so.
I think they are wrong. They are probably influenced by the narrow view adopted by some
people in country areas in respect of this matter. However, obviously they are conscientious
people and feel they should adopt that approach. I hold to the view that there may be some
short term advantage to country racing and trotting interests if this amendment were to be
carried. However, the long term impact on racing and trotting generally is not served by this
amendment. At this late stage, [ urge my colleagues to support my stace.
Mr TRENORDEN: The argumnents which have been raised by the Minister and by the
member for Kalamunda do not hold up. I am prepared to debate the issue with those two
people in any place, but the facts are that the country race system earns 38 per cent of thle
money and is paid 14 per cent of the money. All we seek to do is to give that area its just
earnings. We would deliberately leave enough in the system to allow the Turf Club to be
paid for its gratuitous services. Those facts are undeniable. I am amazed that the two
previous speakers say that countr clubs will not benefit. That is an incredible statement: it is
beyond my comprehension.

An inquiry has taken place into the racing industry. When is an inquiry an inquiry? An
inquiry into Rothwells is niot an inquiry;, but this inquiry is an inquiry. The Quin report
produced the facts. The Minister now says that she needs to go away and go through the
whole thing again for some reason.

An Opposition member: She didn't receive the answer she wanted.

Mr TRENORDEN: Exactly. The Minister is saying that the party room told her that she was
not to proceed with this legislation. That is a fact. So there has been a stalling tactic since
that time.
Mr Burkett: The party room did not tell her anything of the sort. Let us have a few facts.
What country racing needs is a few Saturday meetings like they had at the Avon Descent -
the most successful meeting that Toodyay has ever had. That is the sort of thing that the
member should be espousing instead of other things, when the TAB distribution is looked
into.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order!
Mr Burkett: The party room told the Minister nothing. The member should push for some
Saturday meetings and he will get a good result.

Mr TRENORDEN: Mr Deputy Chairman, I wish the member for Scarborough would raise
his voice so that I can hear him.

The Avon Descent meeting was a very good one, because it was at the Avon Descent and the
people were present. I agree that meetings have to be held. We are talking about giving
income to country clubs. We have the proof. it is ridiculous for the mnember for Kalamunda
and the Minister to put forward arguments which do not hold water. The only matter carried
by those two people were the interests of the Turf Club, which disappoints me. I am grateful
for the lunch break because I had become steamed up earlier. People said that I did not tell
the truth.
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Mr Thompson: I did not say that.

Mr TRENORDEN: The member should read Hansard to see what he said. I objected to that
a little, but I will let that go by. I am happy to debate this issue anywhere, arny time, with
either the Minister or the Member for Kalamnunda, because country clubs are not getting their
fair share of the cake.

Mrs Beggs: Have you analysed what effect the amendment will have on each club?

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes. I have all the facts and figures.

Mrs Beggs: You have every country club's figures?

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes. I have all the facts and figures. Does the Minister want them?

Mrs Beggs: Can you verify the figures? Have you checked with State Treasury?
Mr TRENORDEN: I do not have access to State Treasury.

Mrs Beggs: That is exactly the point.

Mr TRENORDEN: The Quin report is very precise about what needs to be done. We do not
need any gurus to go through the document. Everyone in the industry knows what needs to
happen.

Mrs Beggs: The recomnmendation was for 'a first charge system. That is not what you are
recommending.

Mr TRENORDEN: All we seek to dto with the amiendment is to give to country clubs their
fair deserts. The Minister says they will receive that in two years. We want to give that to
them iiow. No-one is arguing that they should not get it. The Turf Club told the Minister on
Saturday that in all balance she should oppose the amendment. On Tuesday it told the
countr race clubs that it favoured the amiendment.

Mrs Beggs: The Turf Club dlid not tell me anything on Saturday.

Mvr TRENORDEN: I received a telephone call early in the week which said something
different. The point Is that the Minister said that in due course country clubs would receive a
fair share.

Mrs Beggs: You made an accusation chat someone told me something on Saturday.

Mr TRENORDEN: That the Turf Club recommended to the Minister, on balance, that the
aniendment should not be accepted.

Mrs Beggs: The Turf Club did not recommend that.

My TRENOR DEN: Was the Minister at the Turf Club on Saturday?

Mrs B~eggs: I was at the races on Saturday. We discussed the jockeys' strike in passing.
Nobody mentioned this.

Mr TRENORDEN: it boils down to the fact that the Minister has said that in due course
country clubs will receive their just deserts. The Minister accepted the Quin report. Nothing
is contained in the amendment which does not fit in with the Quin report. The Quin report
approaches things (differently and we are in favour -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member for Avon to address his remarks to
the Chair. [ draw his attention to the Standing Order which relates to tedious repetition. I
have heard the samne remark three times. I ask the member to introduce new material.

Mr TRENORDEN: Mr Deputy Chairman, the issue is whether the amendment should be
carried, and country clubs are in desperate need of money. Recently we have seen the
fonination of a group of country clubs, to give the area some representation. I applaud that.
because it is a move in the right direction. The result will be added action for country clubs.
It is a pity that the group was not formned in the past. The group went to the Turf Club on
Tuesday and received the same promises froma the Turf Club which it has been making for 20
years. Unless this House does something about changing the bind between the Turf Club and
country clubs the argument will continue for ever. Unless a change to the system occurs, the
industry will not survive.

Some 70 races a year are held in the city; in the country areas almost 31)0 races are held a
year. The city events are of paramount importance. People attend the meetings at Ascot and
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Belmont; it is great to see because this is the pinnacle of racing in Western Australia. It
should be supported. However, we should remember that of the majority of horses which
race around a track only very few run around Ascot. Almost all horses run throughout the
whole system. The problem is that if a person owns a horse and transports it around to
Northanri, Narrogi and Bunbury and the horse wins, the chances are that no money will be
made. If an owner is not going to make money why would he be in the industry? The
member for Mandurab should not look at me lie that because he knows about the situation
existing in the trotting industry at the moment. The money just is not there. There is no
income for owners in the system and the system will collapse urdess it is fairly treated from
the ground up. Owners must have a reasonable chance of having their horses start and
collecting stakes money to assist them in paying their debts. That is not happening now in
country racing.

The Minister said she supports that position but she also says that they will have to wait. I
am not sure how long they will have to wait because her Government increased the turnover
tax and established the Burswood Island Casino. She can Fix the problem now by accepting
these amendments.

Mrs Beggs: The turnover tax was reduced from I August.

Mr TRENORDEN: That does not restore the industry to the situation which existed before
1983. The imnpost is sill higher than it was before 1983 and that is the core of the problem.
There is just not enough money in the system. The Minister's comment that the WATC does
not charge country clubs for gratuitous service is a red herring. If the country clubs received
their fair proportion of money they would have no problems in paying for those services and
they would have money left over. However, the most important thing is that the Turf Club
would have a fit if anyone took tip its threat because it would be hurt most.

Quesiort put and a (divisiontltakvn %s ibh the follomsinIg restilt -

Ayes (3 1)

Mrs Beggs Mr Evans Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor
Mr Bertram Dr Gallop Mr Lewis Mr Thomnas
Mr Bridge M~r Grayden Mr Marlborough Mr Thompson
Mr Burkett Mr Greig Mr Pearce Mr., Watkins
Mr Clarke Mr Grill Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Cunningham Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Cordon Hill Mr D.L. Smnith Mrs Buchanani (feller)
Mr Peter Dowding M~r Hedge Mr P.J. Smith

Noes (15)

Mr B radshaw Mr Crane Mr Mensaros NMr Wart
Mr Cash M r H assetII MrTrenorden Mr Wiese
Mr Court Mr House Mr Fred Tubby Mr Masten (7 riler)
Mr Cowan Mr Lightf(oot Mr Reg Tubby

Pairs

Ayes Noes

Mr Carr Mr Stephens
Mr Parker Mr Blajicie
MrTroy Mr Macminon

Quest ion [bus passed;, the Council's aniendment not agreed to.

Mrs BEGGS: [ move -
That the Assembly declines to make the amendment requested by the Council.

Mr TRENOR DEN: This amendment seeks to reduce the turnover tax by a further one per
cent. As [ have already indicated in the debate, the Government introduced the extra one per
cent on turnover tax in 1983 and a short time later established the Burswood Island Casino,
giving the Government a double take of gamibling revenue. That hurt the racing- industry
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severely, because not only were millions taken away from it in the form of tax, but also
interest grew in the casino with a corresponding loss of revenue to the racing industry.
Another thing that bit pretty hard was that the House passed legislation to tax the casino at
the rate of 15 per cent of gross profits, At the same rime it was taxing the racing industry in
excess of 50 per cent of gross profits, That is most inequitable. This BRi reduces the
turnover tax by one per cent, thereby reducing the tax on the racing industry to 34 per cent of
gross profits, a rate still well above that taken from the casino. If my amendment were
accepted and the turnover tax was reduced to five per cent, the Govenunent would reap a
percentage on gross profits of somewhere in the low 20s which would be much more
equitable, but still nor equitable enough. The National Party will look at this matter very
closely when a coalition Government occupies the Treasury benches. The Opposition
believes that taxes should be applied equally. To have one set of rules for the casino and
another for the racing industry is extremely inequitable.

The Minister has said that the reduction of one per cent will cost the Governm-ent
$4.5 million. That view cannot be supported. The Quin report stated a year ago that a
reduction of one per cent in the rate of turnover tax would lose the Goverrnent $3.4 million.
In her second reading speech, the Minister said that a reduction of one per cent would mleanl a
loss to the Government of $4 million. Howvever, in a Press release last week, she said it
would involve a loss of $4.5 million. If, on her own figures. the TAB turnover has increased
by that much, the loss to the State Treasury has been reduced already by $2.5 million
involving a maximnum loss to the State of $2 million. However, the most likely event will be
that the Government will lose nothing."

The amnount of TAB turnover would improve quickly enough to enable the five per cent
turnover tax to achieve as much revenue as a six per cent tur-nover tax. That would require
approxim-ately only a 12 per cent improvement in turnover. The role of the TAB has been
raised several timies. it is appropriate for it to have been raised because the TAB has been
Calling behind the times. It fulfilled its role very well in the early years and even throughout
the [970s. but now it has a role as; a pant of the promotional arm of the industry and it does
not fulfil that role. Members in this Chamber and in the other place have gone into great
detail about hlow the TAB does not promote itself in a manner which is conducive to
increasing TAB turnover. It does not supply enough info rrmation. Even when it set up a Sky
channiel, it made it available only to sonic agencies. The promotion of the TAB has been
abysmal. It would need only somne improvement in its promotion for the TAB to lift its
turnover enough to make a five per cent turnover ta produce the same amount of revenue as
a six per cent turnover tax without increased revenue.
The responsible Clerks in both Houses have told us that this is not a money Bill. That is a
secondary argumient because the other place requested the Legislative Assembly to make the

amedmet.In refusing to accept the amnendmient, the Minister is saying that even though the
margin has heeii reduced to a maximumn of $2 million, the Governtnent is not prepared] to
release the money to the industry. In another debate in this Place Only last week we were cold
that it was of no consequence that $86 million was not in the Budget for payments to
Rorhwells Ltd because the Budget was flexible enough to absorb that $86 million. Today we
have been told that the Budget is not flexible enough to absorb $2 million. A great number of
people in the industry wonder why the Government has taken this point of view.
In his recommendations, Quin does not say that the turnover tax ought to be five per cent. He
says that there should be a first charge systemn and that other charges should be deducted fromn
the TAB turnover before a profit is established. That profit should then be shared 50:50
between the Government and the industry. I agree with that recommendation. However, it is
impossible to put that type of amendment in the Bill.

Mrs Beggs: You just asked me why we didn't do that.

Mx TRENORDEN: Do what?
Mrs Beggs: What you were talking about. You just said it was impossible for you to do it
and yet you accused me earlier of not taking it into account.

Mr TRENORDEN: If I had put that sort of amendment on the Notice Paper it would not
have been accepted.
Mrs Beggs: Whly Wouldn't it have been acepted?
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Mr TRENORDEN: Because it is not addressing the Bill. The Minister knows that to be a
fact.
Mrs Beggs: The reason it could not be accepted is the same reason this amendment cannot be
accepted: The ramifications of it are not known to anybody, including you.
Mr TRENORDEN: If the Minister has read the Quin report, she knows what the
ramifications are. She cannot say that she has read the report and is in basic agreement with
its recommendations and then say that there needs to be a review of it. She must either
accept the recommendat ions or not. She says she accepts them, but she then says that we do
not know of the ramnifications.

Mrs Beggs: Quin did not recommend a final formula.
Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, he dlid. lHe said it should be based on the South Australian system
where charges are deducted from the TAB turnover and the profits are then split 50:50
between the Government and tile industry.

Mrs Beggs: How would we distribute money between TAB and non-TAB country clubs?
Mr TRENORDEN: I would follow Quin's suggestion of a three tier system: Stakes,
turnover and grants. I do not accept that as being a perfect system, but if a racing industry
development authority were in place it could look at the system on a yearly basis and fine
tune it.

Mrs Beggs: What you have just said is the most important thing you have said in four hours
of debate. There is no perfect system. That is why we should not rush into anything.
Mr TRENORDEN: That would not be to rush into anything. We are just trying to supply
income to an industry that is badly in need of that income. A couple of months ago I went to
a meeting in Wanineroo. The leading reinsmnan in Australia stood up and said. 'Even though I
drive more winners than antyone else in Australia, I caninot make enough money to keep
myself.' Another reinsmnan who spoke on the night could not be said to he the leading
retnsmran in Australia. hut hie cenainly could be said to be one of the major reinsmen in
Western Australia, and hie said the samte thing. Owners constantly tell inc that there is not
enough return. People in the do.. racing and trotting industries are saying that not enough
money is circulating within the industries to maintaitn it. We have to ask wvhy that is so. The
answer is very simple. In 1983 t one per cent turnover tax was Placed upon the industry. A
couple of years later a casino was introduced and that took money out of the system. I amt
not accusing the Government of being responsible for that, but it cannot be argued that the
casino did not take out a big slice of the cake. If that money is not quickly put back into the
system a great deal of damrage will be clone to the industry.
Mrs Beggs interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: It only returns it to a level which is not even back to a pre- 1983 level.
Mrs Beggs: That is incorrect.
Mr Burkett: The trotting prize money dividend went from $6 000 on the Friday night main
Perth trotting meeting to $ 10 000. In 1973, as the member for Karrinyup knows, for w inning
a maiden handicap in the bush the owner collected $279; the owner collected $303 for
winning the advanced] handicap at Bunhury the same year.
*Mr TRENORDEN: I will ask the member the same quest ions. What was the prize money
for the York Cup this year?
Mr Burkett: I was not at the York races.
Mr TRENORDEN: What is the normal prize money for a graduation stakes at Ascot and
Belmaont'

Mr Burkett: On a Saturday or midweek?

Mr TRENORDEN: It is the same for both: it is $ 10 000. Wbiat the tmember is saying is true
for meetings in the city, but not for meetings in the country. What has happened to the stakes
at the Cunderdin Trotting Club? The money that has been injected has gone to the Richmond
Raceway, Gloucester Park, Belmont and Ascot, all in the city. The reverse is happening in
the country.
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Wr Burkett: In 1973 for winning a maiden handicap in the bush an owner got $279 in the
hand. You win one maiden, two adlvanced handicaps, then a novice, and so on. For winning
an advanced handicap in 1973 the owner collected $303. It still cost $40 a week to reed a
horse doing all the work yourself, So this is not something that is peculiar to this
Government, but at least this Government is looking at the problemn.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): Order! The member for Avon wants to complete
his remarks.
MrTRENORDEN: It cannot be disputed that since 1983 a substantial amount of money has
gone out of the system. One has only to talk to people in the industry to know how much
they are hurting. This amnendment would merely put the industry back on the footing it was
on prior to 1983. It does no more than that. To argue that we would be following a had
course by trying to put the industry back on the footing it was on five years ago is totally
illogical.
Mr THOMPSON: [n no way did I wish to impugn the character of the member for Avon
when I spoke earlier. I have the highest degree of respect for himn. I apologise if hie has read
an insult into something that 1 said. I assumed that when I said at the outset of mny speech
that I had been guided in the actions I had adopted since I had been a member of Parliament
first by wanting to act honestly and secondly by being practical I was not implying that he
was acting dishonestly. He obviously conscientiously believes the views that he holds.
However, [ think that he should allow me to hold views about things that I believe to be true.
Having said that publicly, I say further that I support his view in relation to this matter. This
Government, by its actions, has put the racing and trotting industry into a situation where
they are almo0st uinviable. The Goverment stole significant surns of mioney that should have
been the property of the racing industry and the harness racing industry when it quite
arbitrarily increased the amIount of money it took from TAB profits. It dil that without
reference to the industry and Without any cons iderat ion for the runifications that action had
on the industry. I the financial years during which that has been the case the horse racing
industry and the harness racing industry have progressively got into financial difficulty.
Another decision made by the Government which inipacted on the financial ability of racing
and trotting was the introduction of the casino. The Government has reaped co-'nsiderable
revenue from the casino, so I amn of the view that it has a responsibility to put more money
back into racing and trotting in order that those two industries can operate on a viable basis.
By its action in bringing this Bill before the Parliamnent to reduce the tumnover tax fromn seven
per cent to six per cent the Government has conceded that it has, up until this point, done the
industry a disservice. We say that the Government is not going far enough to correct that
mistake. [ believe firmly that it is time for the turnover tax to be reduced to five per cent. If
that happened this Government would still be the best endowed State Government in
Australia in relation to tax on the horse racing industry. Therefore, I recommend strongly to
the Committee that it support the proposition that the turnover tax be reduced to five per cent.
Mr BRADSH-AW: I also support the proposal to reduce the TAB turnover tax from six per
cent to five per cent. This is an important and very much underrated industry. When this
Government came to power the industry was not rid ing on the crest of a wave, but was going
along at a reasonable rate. Since then the Government has taken a further one per cent
turnover tax which has resulted in its taking quite a few million dollars from the industry. As
the nieinber for Kalanmnda has said, with the advent of the casino, lotteries and Lotto there
has been a further erosion of the income of the racing and trotting industries.
The effect of this industry on employment in this State is still underestimated. The industry
needs a major capital investment as many clubs are on the brink of bankruptcy, having huge
overdrafts which need reducing. The Governm-ent seeks to address that by increasing the
Racecourse Development Trust Fund. It has injected another $1 million in capital, which is
not enough. Reducing this turnover tax to five per cent will give the industry a huge boost,
which it requires. Even if this is a temporary measure it will help to get the industry back on
its feet and into a viable situation so that it can change its system, perhaps having more races
on Saturdays in the country and being more innovative about attracting people back to the
racecourses. The industry requires a capital injection of major proportions and this is one
way that that will be achieved, so I support the amendment.
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Mvr WIESE: 1, likewise, support the amendment before the Committee and the attitude taken
in the upper House and by the National Party throughout this debate. In so doing I will take
up some points made by the Minister and other speakers by way of interjection during the
remarks of the member for Avon. The Minister, during the debate on the previous
amendment, accused members on this side of the Chamber who were supporting that
amendment - and now support this one - of being narrow minded and parochial in their
attitude to the Bill. That is not the case. If ever one needed proof that our attitude is not
parochial and is not looking just at country racing, it is in the amendment before the
Committee, because it is not directed at country racing but at the whole racing scene in
Western Australia. and not just at the racing industry but the whole industry in general.
Mrs Beggs: Will the member for Narrogin be moving this anlendlment. as there is a
recommendation for an amendment?
Mr WIESE: I am speaking to the motion moved by the Minister.
M~rs Beggs: There is no amendment.
M- WVIESE: The Minister claimed that our attitude was parochial and narrow, and I am
saying that it is not. I do not accept the Minister's remark and the proof is here as this
amnendmient is not directed just at country horse racing but at the whole of the galloping
industry, both metropolitan and country. Also, we are nor merely directing it at the galloping
indlustry, because this amendment affects the trotting industry, as well. It affects the whole
racing industry - trotting, galloping, and, as the member for Avon said. greyhounds - so rather
than being parochial and taking a narrowv view we haive adopted an overall view of the
industry throughout this discussion and throughout previous discussions in this Chamiber and
the upper House.
Mrs Beggs: Does the member for Narrogin not think that country trotting gets a great share,
because hie has not moved that amendment?
Mr WIESE: Let us stick to the debate before the Committee. When we get back to dealing
with some of the matters the Minister will bring back later w'e wvill have that argument then.
Now is not the timne to be arguing about that.
My next comment relates to an interjection made by the member for Scarborough in which he
made the point that the Toodyay race meeting conducted while the Avon Descent was in
progress was a great success. I believe that we all accept that. Tfhe member for Scarborough
said that that is the son of thing they should be doing throughout county racing because that
would give it a great boost. I agree with him absolutely. Look at what happened at the
Toodyay fleeting? The TAB refused to operate, hence the only benefit the Toodyay Race
Club was able to obtain was the extra gate takings and whatever it could get onl thie grounds
that dJay. It was arn excellent race meeting, but the club received no benefit from the TAB
because the TAB refused to operate at that meeting.
What is the use of country race clubs organising successful race meetings of t]his nature if
they are not able to have the TAB operating at those race meetings? They receive none of the
benefits which should flow from the TAB operations. It is sad that that happened at
Toodyay, but it is an indication of the attitude to racing in the country. That is why we as a
National Party have been looking not only at country racing but at the overall racing
situation. We have looked at the overall racing scene, and that is the basis upon which we
have made our judgments and the basis upon which we have put this amendment forward.
The Minister should accept that we have not taken a narrow, parochial view; we have taken
an overall look at country racing and tnetropolitan racing and at the racing industry in
general. We have taken a point of view, and the Minister should bear that in mind when she
considers the amendments in this Chamber and in the upper House.
Mr CRANE: Mr Deputy Chainman -

Mr Burkett: I agree, we have to have TAB, and I would] like to go on record as saying one of
the greatest country race meetings ever held in Western Australia was when all the
tnetropolitan tracks were washed out in the winter of 1973 and the whole of Penth racing on
one dlay moved] to Northam.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): Order.

Mr CRANE: Thank you. Mr Deputy Chairman, I shall continue, if I may. Without going
through all the detail so ably put by the member for Narrogin. I lend miy support to the
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initiatives which the National Party has shown here and I commend it for its research. The
member for Avon has done a great deal of research, and he has put the points very clearly and
lucidly. I strongly support them.
It is not possible to take country racing or metropolitan racing in isolation; we must consider
racing in Western Australia as a whole. It is fair to suggest that this amendment should be
made so that imore of the money which the Government has been taking and continues to take
will go back to the racing industry for the benefit of racing all over Western Australia. This
is not a case of country versus city; this is a case of commonsenise versus greed.
Governments remind me a little of undertakers; they will get you in the end. We should be
awa-re of those points. Governments always seem to want to take a little more from us. This
amendment asks that racing be fairly treated and that the Govermient be not too greedy and
take too much from it. Members will remember the old adage, "You will strangle the goose
that lays the golden egg if you are not careful.' The Government in this case is trying to
strangle the goose. I strongly support the remarks antI this amendment.

Mrs BEGGS: This is a request further to the amendments moved in the other place on clause
119 that we should move an amendment in the Assembly that the rate of TAB turnover tax be
further reduced from six per cent to five per cent. This would mean a further percentage
point lower than the reduction proposed by the Government. It would probably amount to an
additional injection of $4 million or $4.5 million into the industry.

Any industry would welcomne that extra injection of funds. Added together, the total package
for the racing industry in one financial year would probably be about $9 million. The
Governent does not dispute that that would be a very welcome addition to the funds
available for distribution between city and country racing and trolling clubs. However,
members should consider the original purpose of this legislation. It was to implement some
of the recomnmendat ions of the Qui report to provide immediate financial relief to the
industry. I do not know of anyone who has said that the Government wa-s not right in doing
that. The industry has been reassured by the Government that these are only interim
measures designed to ensure the financial viability of the industry until such time as the other
recoiimindations in the Quin report can be examined from the Government's point of view
and from the point of view of the industry in regard to First charges and all those complicated
things so that we can put comprehensive legislation before the Parliament in the next session.

This legislation is not the end of the process; it is the beginning of a totally new system of
distributing TAB funds to the racing and trotting industries. I am commuitted to ensuring that
the remainder of the recommendations in the Quin report culminate in legislation for early
next year. As Minister for Racing and Gaming I would be more than happy to look at the
implications of this further reduction in turnover tax put before the Committee fromn the other
place in that context. There is no doubt, from the contributions of members in this Chamber
today, there is a great deal of interest in the racing and trotting industries by members of
Parliament. I do niot pretend to know all the complications, particularly in regard to what
happened in 1973 or what the different stakes are for various races.

MrThompson: You were not in Parliament then.

Mrs BEGGS: I was int kindy in 1973. The industry has welcomed the introduction of this
legislation to reduce turnover tax by one percentage point to give it the necessary financial
relief I would be very disappointed if this legislation were to be unnecessarily delayed
because of the amendments before us now. No responsible Opposition would force upon the
Government a further reduction of a tax until all the implications were known to the
Government. That is a fair assumption, because no member has moved that amendment in
this Chamber. While it is a principle that wherever possible Governents should reduce
taxes to ensure that the industry is not unfairly treated, it is not something we can consider in
this place at this time. I reject the recomnmendation of the Legislative Council.
Mr TRENORDEN: I was hoping that the Minister would have commented on the fact that
this amendment does not have to cost the Government or the Treasury any revenue. Even an
increase of six per cent in turnover would cut the loss referred to by the Minister in half. In a
letter to the best weekly newspaper in Western Australia. The Avon Valley' Advocate, she
indicated that TAB turnover was dramatically on the increase. If that were the case, the
chances are that the acceptance of this amendment would not necessarily cost the
Government money. This is a very important issue. If one looks -
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Mrs Beggs: It is forgone revenue. All Goverru-nents predict what revenue is going to be
from one fiscal year to the next.
Mr Wiese: Arnd expenditure too?

Mrs Beggs: Yes, generally.
M-r TRENORDEN: In the Minister's own words in her second reading speech and in a letter
to Thre A von Valle -y Advocate, there was to be an amount of money coming from the Treasury
over and above what the Minister expected. Is the Minister saying that because the
Government has decided it will spend X amount of dollars while it receives a higher amnount
of dollars, it will niot give that back to the industry? Is the Minister really saying that? If one
looks at the Estimates for last year and what the Government actually received as against
what was estimated from the TAB turnover tax, one finds it was actually $3 million odd mnore
than estimated. The Minister has given a clear indication this year that this figure will be
greater. If that is so the chances are that if this amnendm-ent were accepted, the cost to
Governent would be nothing. The Minister has given every indication that she will not
accept this amiendment.

uiesl inn put and a division taken wil h I he follow.ing result -

Ayes (26)

Mrs Beggs NIT Evans Nit Pcasre Mr Troy
Mr entri Mr Grill Mr Read Mrs Waikins
M~r Bridge Mrs, Henderson Nit Ripper Dr Watson
Mr Burkett Mr Gordon Hill Mr D.L, Smnith MrT Wilson
Mr Cunnlingh.111 Nir Hodge MrT P.J. Smith Mrs Buchanan f(Tetteri
Nlr Donovan Dr Lawrence NMt Taylor
Mrt Peter Dowding! My Marlborough Nit Thomnas

Noes (2 I I

Mr Bradshaw Mr Grayden NIT Mlensaros MrT Wiese
Mr Cash Mr Greig NitThompson Mr Williams
Nit- Clarko MrT H-assell MIT Trenorden Mu Maslen (Tllerr)
Mr Court Mr House Nit Fred Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis NIT Reg Tubby
NIT Crane Mr Light foot Nitr Watt

Pairs

Ayes Noes

Mr cuff Mr Stephens
Mr Parker Mr Blaikie
Dr Alexander Mr Macinnon

Question thus passed; the Council's requested amendmnitt not agreed to.
Report. etc.

Resolutions reported and the report adopted.
A committee consisting of Mr Burkett, M~r Thompson, and Mrs Beggs (Minister for Racing
and Gaming), drew up reasons for not agreeing to the amendment made and the amendment
requested by the Council.
Reasons adopted and a message accordingly returned to the Council.

COMNMITTEES OF THE SESSION - PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE
REVIEW COMMITTEE

Competitive Neurtralit-v of the State Government Insurance
Corporation - Report

MR IlL. SMITHl (Mitchell) 13.32 pin]: As Chairman of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Comm-ittee I present the report of dhe commnlitee on the Competitive
Neutrality of the State Goverrnent Insurance Corporation and I move -
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That the report be printed.

MR CRANE (Moore) 13.33 prnl: Members will notice that I have protested against a part
of that report on page 35 of the report. 1 believe it is incumbent upon me to explain to the
Parliament my reasons for making that protest.

Standing Order No 412(cl(i) relating to the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee states that the committee has the power -

to inquire into, and report to the Assembly on any question which -

(i) it deems necessary to investigate;

We were charged with the responsibility of ensuring that all of the points in the reference of
the matter relating to the State Government Insurance Commission were fully investigated.
During our initial deliberations, the comnmittee felt that, because the Price Waterhouse report
had been mentioned many times in this Parliament and because it could have had a great
bearing on our investigations, we should see the report. The committee asked that the report
be made available to it recognising that it has the power to call1 for papers and other material.

We wrote to the Premier who declined to provide the report because he did not feel it was
appropniate. We still deemed it necessary to investigate that report because we were not Sure
what the report contained and we were not in a position to know whether it was pertinent to
our inquiries. We felt the report should be available to us so that we could investigate the
matters raised in it,

After requesting the report again, we were again refused it by the Premier. As I said in miy
letter of protest, the Premier, iii reply to us, dlid not feel it was necessary andi said that, in the
circumstances, he could not comprehend the supposed relevance of the Rothwells' Price
Waterhouse report and did not consider it necessary to change his decision on the miatter.
The Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee is the only committee which is in a
position to investigate that report to find out whether it was relevant to our hearings and we
were being denied that opportunity. After the second letter, the committee changed its view
because it felt that it had reached a stalemate.
I have always strongly supported the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. I
have served on it since 7 September 1978 - for over 10 years - and I am the longest serving
member on the committee. I have always strictly kept party politics out of that committee.
Unfortunately. because of the embarrassment that was being caused by this matter, the
committee voted against pursuing the report any further.

I stand by my principles about this matter. I believe the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee should be the most powerful committee in the Parliament. It has been
established to exmline matters relating to the public purse and I believe that it was not only
being frustrated, but also insulted, by its not being given the infon-nation which it believed it
was entitled to receive. Because of that, I question the Standing Order which gives the
committee the power to obtain documents and other material relevant to its hearings. The
Parliament only must decide these things anti the Parliarrent decided to give the commlittle
that power. It did not pursue the matter any further, but I felt strongly that it should have. I
dlid not discuss this matter with anybody outside the conmmittee because I am not entitled to
do that. I Said that we were being insulted because, as a commu-ittee, we should be given the
responsibility of treating any matter, no matter how delicate, confidentially. Because we
were not given that responsibility, the commnittee's existence should be questioned. The
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Comm-ittee has become a toothless tiger; in fact, it
has tender gums.

Mr D.L. Smith: You are insulting every other member of that committee.

Mr CRANE: I am not involving other members of the committee; I am talking about the
committee.

Mr D.L. Smith: It is your protest and the other four members do not share your views.
MVr CRANE: I am not in a position to answer that interjection because we cannot divulge
what went on in the committee. The member can ask himself whether what he just said is
correct.

Mr D.L. Smith: This is your protest and your protest alone.
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Mr CRANE: It is my protest and I believe I have to make it. [ am nor trying to denigrate the
committee or the members of the committee.

Mr D.L. Smith: You are. You are talking about party politics being involved. No parry
politics were involved,

Mr CRANE: Would che miem-ber please be quiet. I am making a protest and I remained quiet
while he presented the report. If the member wishes to mix it with me I will mix it with him.
I will keep the flies out of his eyes if that is what he wants. I did not stand to do that. If he
wants mie to do that I will.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Gallop): Order! Will the member please return to the debate
on the report.

Mr CRANE: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I have lodged mny protest and explained to the
House the reasons for that protest. It has not given me any pleasure to do so but I feel very
strongly about the committee's entitlement to look after the affairs of the State and the public
purse. I believe that the Parliament should consider whether the committee has been denied
something that it was entitled to have access to. I am sorry that it has been necessary to do
this but it was necessary to make these comments to the Parliament because I would not make
them outside this House.

MIR IILRi'RANl (Balcatta) 13.40 pml: In light of the comments made by the metnber for
Moore it is essential that I make a few remarks. The obvious remnark is that the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee is in existence as a result of the initiative of a
Labor mnember, Arthur Bickerton, a former memiber for Pilbara. He fought long and hard to
have a committee of this nature established. In its early stages of operation the committee
lacked teeth. When I first served on the commiittee I did nor think there was much point in
persisting with it because it did not have the capacity to deal with the matters that camne
before it. In recent times, also ats an initiative of the Labor Party. the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee has been given teeth and it is doing a worthwhile job. It is
interesting to note that a committee of this kind has not been established in Queensland and
one wonders why. It was a difficult enough task to have it established in this State.

1 say, without any reservation, that whatever was detennined by the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Commuittee relative to the Price Waterhouse report and referred to by the
member for Moore. the decision was not based on political grounds. It is not a matter of
great significance because apart from the protest recorded in the report, the report was
unanimously agreed to by the committee. If the Price Waterhouse report was of sufficient
substance to warrant a substantial complaint I would have thought that agreement to the
report would not have been unanimous. It was unanimiously agreed to and I refer members to
page 34 of the report which states -

The Comnmittee has therefore, concluded that the State Government Insurance
Corporat ion does not received any unfair or imiproper advantage or preference over its
competitors ]in the insurance industry. T-he Committee also considers that legislative
amendment to the State Government Insurance Commnission Act is nor required as the
Corporation is considered by the Committee to operate in an environment of
competitive neutrality with private sector insurers.

It is an interesting report. A number of people outside the precincts of this Parliament do not
know what is meant by competitive neutrality. It appears to me to be an unusual, if not
unique, concept in Western Australia. The small business operator who has the corner shop
and who has found the pressures of competition not only inexorable, but also such that it was
difficult to resist the pressures and has been forced to the wall would be interested in the
expression "competitive neutrality". The very expression itself seemis to me to be a paradox.
On the face of it, competitive neutrality seems to be an endeavour by this Parliament, on the
initiative of the Liberal Party Opposition, to block or prevent favouritistm so that there will
not be any taking of sides and that in the contest between the insurance industry and the State
Government Insurance Commuission there will he fair competition.

Section 48 of the State Government Insurance Commission Act refers to improper
advantages, unfair advantages and preferences which the State Government Insurance
Commission may have. The committee has Said that it does not have any advantages or
preferences over the insurance industry. It is Interesting to note that there is no attempt in the
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State Governiment Insurance Commission Act to define, for the purpose of that Act, what is
an unfair advantage, an improper advantage or a preference. The only preferences of which I
am aware occur in the Bankruptcy Act. It is understandable why it is not defined in the Act
because in business everything is fair. I do not know who could possibly define those
expressions and, therefore, quite obviously that is the reason there is no definition in the Act.
All is fair in love and war and business happens to be war if one knows what the game is
about.
If anyone has listened to the debates that have taken place in this House over the last few
months he would know of how well aware the Opposition is of the mischiefs and
manoeuvring that go on in business. It is certainly well acquainted with it - more than the
Government - and it even brags along those lines.
The neutrality which I am talking about is the neutrality between the SOIC, a highly
commendable organisation which has done an excellent job and is owned by every person in
Western Australia, and the insurance industry.
Section 48(l) of the State Government Insurance Commission Act states -

(1) The Public Accounts Committee, for the time being, of the Legislative Assembly
shall oversee the conduct and management of the affairs of the Commission and the
Corporation to the extent necessary to determine and report whether the Commission
and the Corporation receive any improper or unfair advantage or preference over their
competitors in the insurance industry.

(2) The Terms of Reference of the Public Accounts Committee in relation to its
function under subsection (I1) shall be as agreed to by both Houses of Parliament.

Members will note that there is no requirement to undertake a check of any kind whatsoever
so far as the private insurance industry is concerned. The legislation is completely lopsided
in that it is concerned solely with any advantage the SCIC may have because of its
association with the Government. It is not concerned about the disadvantages which the
SGlO may have, nor does it seek to quantify these things. For example, the Act makes no
reference to a contribution from the insurance industry if the disadvantages against the SGO
far exceeded, in money terms, the advantages. To that extent it seems to me that this is an
exercise in a rather odd sort of neutrality. It is an exercise to ensure that the SGlO performs.
The Parliament, on behalf of the people who own the 5010. should ensure that the 5010
plays fairly and that the insurance industry operates on an equal basis.
If we are to have examinations of neutrality between different competitors in business, it
follows that we should be even handed to the full extent and that we should concern
ourselves about the fairness., propriety and non existence of preferences accruing to the
private sector. I mean evenhandedness in the true sense; I do not mean evenhandedness of
the kind which was put to the Parliament on one occasion by Sir Charles Court. When the
facts camne out and an account was taken, it was found that the evenhandedness was anything
but; it was roughly 100 per cent the other way. If we are to have an exercise in neutrality tn
competition, we need to apply the samei tests to both sides.
I urge the Parliament in future to concern itself with examining the performance and
'.neutrality", if we can call it that, of the insurance industry. It does not seem to me that that
Would be very difficult to do. The State Government Insurance Act could be amended, or
other legislation could be introduced specifically requiring the insurance industry to account
for its performance in the same way as the 5010 currently is required to account for its
performance. To demand accountability from Government organisations without demanding
it from non Government organisations seems an extraordinary attitude to adopt. I do not
happen to subscribe to it, particularly in view of the fact that the 5010 is owned by every
person in Westemn Australia. Therefore, we have a very real interest in seeing that it gets a
fair go. I urge that in due course attention be given to that. The auditors in the private sector
insurance organisations should be required to certify that private sector insurance operators.
many of which are huge, operate itt a maniner which is seen to be fair and to satisfy the
auditors from time to time that their operations are fair in the same way as the law currently
requires the 5010 to satisfy the Public Accounts Committee and, through that Committee.
the Parliament.
Question put and passed.

5867



OFFICIAL CORRUPTION CO)MM~ISSION RILL
Council's Amrendmnents

Amendments made by the Council now considered.

Commrittee
The Deputy Chairman of Commnittees (Mr Thomas) in the Chair; Mr Mensaros in charge of
the Bill.
The amendments made by the Council were as follows -

No 1.
Clause 3
Page 2, l ine 9 - To inse rt afte r "Code" the fol low ing -

and also includes a memnber of Parliament
No 2.

Clause 7
Page 4, line 9 - To insert after "under" the following -

section 60 or 61 or

No 3.
Clause 12
Page 6. line 14 - To delete "44" and substitute -

42

Mr MENSAROS: I "love -

That the ainendinents made by the Council be agreed to.

First, I express our appreciation that the Goverrnent has put this itemn fairly high on the
Notice Paper. Had it not been for the race horses, at length discoursed upon until now, we
may have got to it long ago. Thie Bill I introduced was subjected to quite a number of
amendments by the Government which I accepted because most of themn were improvements.
When the Bill went to the Legislative Council, it tacked on three further amendm-entis. I
suppose that the first two amendments imnprove the Bill or at least give it some definition
which may be needed when in doubt. The third amendment only corrects a number which
was not ri-ht.

The amendment to clause 3 deals with the definition of public officer. As a result of thle
Governiment's aniendmient, the definition was taken from tile Criminal Code. The Criminal
Code definition of a public officer has five subelauses. It states -

The tenin "public officer" means

(a) a police officer;
(b) a person emiployed to execute any process of a Court;

(c) an officer within the meaniing of the Public Service Act 1978;
(d) a member, officer or employee of any authority, board, corporation,

conirnission, council or commuittee or similar body established under a
written law; or

(e) any other person holding office under, or employed by, the State of
Western Australia, whether for remuneration or not;

It is arguable. of course, that members of Parliament are included in the last subparagraph, as
is apparently the intention of both Houses. It could be interpreted that members of
Parliament are paid employees of the State of Western Australia. However, because it is the
subject of some doubt, it was a very wise move to add half a sentence, which states, 'and also
includes a member of Parliament". The amendment resolves in a proper way an argument
which we so often have. We had it yesterday when the Minister said that the Attorney felt
that my amendment was superfluous because it was already included in the Bill. Somletiml-es
the legislature wants to emphasise something, and I think that this is a
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typical example. During the debate it was mentioned that members of Parliament should be
subject to the same requirements as those public officers whose behaviour can be reported to
the Official Corruption Commission. From that point of view, I welcome the amendment.
The second amendment is somewhat similar. It extends the definition of the functions of the
committee. After the functions of the committee are described, it is said that chapter XIII of
the Criminal Code also applies. That chapter dteals with corruption of and abuse by an
officer. The amendment adds sections 60 and 61 of the Criminal Code to the provision.
These sections, which were amended yesterday in the Criminal Law Amendment Bill, deal
with bribes accepted by a member of Parliament arnd the undue influencing of a witness who
appears before any House of Parliament or any committee of the Parliament. Again, I think
that is a very satisfactory amnendment. It quite clearly extends to members of Parliament and
those who are connected with parliamentary proceedings the range of people whose activities
can be reported to the commission.

The third amendment will simply correct the fault because it substitutes section 42 of the
Interpretation Act for section 44. It is quite clear that the provision states that the rutles of
Parliament are not subject to section 44 of the Interpretation Act. That is ilogical because it
refers to sotmething quite different, and section 42 provides for the tabling of rules and
regulations in each House of Parliament. It is quite logical that Parliament should nor be
required to table a rule which has been mnade in the Parliament.
The Opposition supports these amendments. I take this opportunity to impress upon the
Government that once it has approved of the Bill and made a number of statements agreeing
with the spirit of the legislation, bearing in mind the Opposition's intention, it is not enough
for it to merely pass the legislation. After the message is sent to the Legislative Council.
which will obviously be today, the Government should proclaim this legislation as soon as
physically possible. There is nothing to prevent it from doing that. The only limiting factor
could be that the Government does not wish to issue a specia edition of the Goie)nimenr
Gazette, as it dtoes with regard to notices of pornographic material. Therefore, I shall not
blame the Government if it wishes to wait for the next issue of the Gotverntnent Gaz-ette
before proclaiming this Bill.
It would not be a large job to nominate the members of the Official Corruption Commission
either. After six years of existence and learning - if one could call it that - the Government
has realised that it (toes not yet know how to behave correctly and recently it appointed a
cotmnission to look into the question of how it should behave. That was clone a couple of
days after the collapse of Rothwells. If it was possible to do so in that case, it will be possible
to appoint an Official Corruption Comtrission in a couple of dlays and to announce that
appointment in the same edition of the Gover'tmerut Gazette in which the Bill is promulgated].
Mr GRILL: The memnber for Floreat has outlined the nature of the amendmnents to the Bill.
These amendments were originaldly moved by the Attorney General in another place.
Consequently, the Government has no argument with them. The member for Floreat
volunteered to handle these amendments in this Chamber because it is a private member's
Bill, and I have no argument with that. Both sides of the Chamber appear to be in agreement
with respect to the amendments.
Mr MacKiNNON: t am interested to learn from the Minister when it is intenided that the
legislation will be proceeded with. The Opposition considers it should be proceeded with as
a matter of urgency. Will it be proceeded with as a matter of urgency, or will it be left until
next year?!
Nlr GRILL: t understood that the memnber for Floreat asked that this legislation be
proclaimed fairly quickly.
Mlr MacK innon: Urgently.
Mr GRILL: I do not think there is any problem, but I have no instructions from the Attorney
General. I will pass that request to him.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendments agreed to.

Report

Resolution reported- the report adopted, and a message accordingly returned to the Council.
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EDUCATION AMENDMIENT BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments madfe by the Council now considered.

Committee

The Deputy Chaimian of Committees (Mr Thomas) in the Chair; Dr Lawrence (Minister for
Education) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as follows -

No!1.
Clause 8
Page 3, line 29 - To insert after "instructions" the following -

not inconsistent with this Act or any regulations made under this
Act.

No 2.

Clause 8
Page 3 -To insert as subclause (4) the following -

(4) This section expires 3 years from the date on which it came into
operation and any extanit admiinistrative instutions remain in force.

Dr LAWRENCE: lirmove -

That the amendments made by the Council be agreed to.
Mr FRED TUBBY: The Opposition has pleasure in endorsing these Two amendments.

Quest ion pral anrd passed; t he Cunel's amendment s agreedl 1 .

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted, anti a mnessage accordingly returned to the Council.

COMPllANIES AN) SECURITIES LEGISLATION
(MIISCEiLLANKOUS AME NDMIENTS) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 22 November.
NIR NiENSAROS (Floreat) [4.09 pin]: The most apt description of this Bill would be that
it is like a spring cleaning among the large number of Statutes which relate to corporate
af'fairs in Western Australia. and indirectly to the Companies and Securities Commiission,
which covers all the States, the Commonwealth and the Northern Territory. The amendment
affects nine Acts; the legislation is fairly complicated because of the Statutes involved and
because they minor the Comnmonwealth Statute yet are under the auspices of the State in
which we live,
This Bill represents amendments agreed to by the State Attomneys General, and I imagine
they will gradually be implemented in the respective States of the Commionwealth because
the Commonwealh has already, as I understand it, legislated in this manner. The Bill has a
few interesting - albeit not very involved - provisions, and it also corrects some of the errors
which went into the original companies and securities legislation. I commnend the second
reading speech because even though it is very short, it correctly expresses what is in the Bill,
and it is therefore quite easy to go through the jung-le of the nine Statutes and to apply the
respective amendments.
One of the more interesting amendments is that the various State Commissioners for
Corporate Affairs are now able to meet by way of telephone, closed circuit television or any
other electronic or technological means, as the commission agrees.
IT should be noted that the establishment of the National Companies and Securities
Commission was the result of lengthy negotiations, where the States insisted that the
Commonwealth should not simply come into this area and rake it over. The States had a
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tremendous amount of business activity in their own right, and they therefore wanted joint
legislation where each State had a Corporate Affairs Department, which was coordinated by -
rather than being onl top of - the National Companies and Securities Commission. The
argumnent which was given by our friends in Canberra against this view - and which was not
surprising - was that there would then be no direct ministerial responsibility. That was not
quite true. It was true that there would not be a direct ministerial responsibility via the
Commonwealth Attorney General only, but there were six State Attorneys General, plus the
Attorney General for the Northern Territory, and the Commonwealth Attorney General, and
they were to bold regular meetings, where they should be able to agree on what to do and
each was responsible to his own Parliament. If the Commonwealth does not accept the rule
of democracy - which ultimately is the rule of the majority - then we can of course feel sorry
for the Comimonweath, but it cannot be argued by the Commionwealth that because the
decision does not go its way, or is not what one or the other of the State Attorneys General
may want, there is therefore no consensus mirroring its view, and the whole thing is wrong.
On the contrary, this is the best type of legislation which can exist in a federation where the
powers of the State Legislatures are intricately balanced.
We should nor be silent about admitting that the lion's share of the merit for bringing together
this legislation should be given to Hon Ian Medcalf QC, who spent years and years with the
various State Attorneys General and with successive Commonwealth Ministers, nor only the
Federal Attorney General but thle various Federal Ministers for Small Business, and wvho was
finally able to bring together this major piece of legislation to the satisfaction of all.
It is quite obvious when we look at the workings of this very complicated legislation that
there must be in it -some small faults and things which could have been better. It would not
be a human product if that were not so. However, the legislation is, onl the other hand,
amiazingly successful, :unl can be well adapted. If there is anything missing, it is the money.
That is not surprising, because there are always arguments about money. The
Commonwealth wants to have all the power, but does not want to supply all the money.
The legislation works very well, by and large, and we have to understand the enonrous
importance that thle legislation has for remnote States, such as Western Australia. I remind
members of thle time - which was not so long past; it was only 25 or 30 years ago - when it
was not possible for companies in Penh to obtain expert business advice. If people wanted to
have advice on company law, accountancy or taxation matters, they would in most cases have
to go to Melbourne for that advice, It was only with the development of the iron ore and
other resource projects in Western Australia in the 1960s that professional services were
brought to Perth. I cannot understand why Government members sometimes make remarks
which attach no significance to the tremendous resource developments in this State. I
recently attended the opening of thle new Parliament House in Canberra, where I had the
honour of representing the Opposition, and even the Prime Minister was strong enough to say
that one of the biggest statesmen in the history of Australia was Sir Robert Gordon Menzies.
Sir Robert Menzies was onl the opposite side of politics, but he did receive that
acknowledgment, so I cannot understand why this Govertnlent cannot acknowledge the
resource development of our State just because it was not achieved by it. It has been
markedly noticeable that it is because of the iron ore, nickel, bauxite, alumina and other
resource developments which developed in the 1960s and 1970s that the necessary legal,
accountancy and other professional services equipped to deal with the intricate legal matters
involved in such developments have comec to Penth.
if the Commonwealth Attorney General were to have his way to simnply centralise the
corporate affairs legislation, the businessmen in Western. Australia would lose out, and the
professional services would be (decimated. It would be a matter of bargaining or bribery to
achieve this centralisation. We would find that wherever that central office were
established - whether that be in Sydney or in Melbourne - business people would be
compelled to go there to seek legal advice, or their lawyers would be compelled to set up
their offices at that location. This would result in the cost of those professional services
being tremendously expensive, and many of the professional people would have to either
leave the State or seek some other professional occupation because the demand for their
services would no longer be here. It is interesting that despite the very simple and clear facts,
the Federal Attorney General still claims that it is business people who want this
centralisation. That is an absolutely false premise. Business people do not want
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cenhralisation, and we have reached the stage where businesses even in the Eastern States
realise that centralisation would be a bad thing. It is very rare for the Eastern States to be
against centralisation, because people in Melbourne or Sydney think that Canberra belongs to
them and is their property, hence centralisation does not mean for them what it means for
people in Western Australia, Queensland or Tasmania.
Having attended a very large number of ministerial conferences, ii was very interesting for
me to -observe that decisions on matters touching centralisation usually were not made along
party lines. in my nine years as a Minister, Tasmania, without exception - or perhaps the first
year was an exception - had a Labor Government and almost invariably that State sided with
Western Australia because it was a remote State. So did Queensland, which had a National
Party Government. not a Liberal Government, but we were confronted with the big Eastern
States, New South Wales and Victoria. However, in che matter of comnpanies and securities
even the Eastern States were against central isat ion. It is very salutary. and I give full credit to
the Governent that so far it also has expressed its opposition to centralisation. In fact, the
Attorney General went to the extent at one stage of saying that, should it happen, the Western

Austalia Govrnmet wuld consider a constitutional challenge as to whether or not it is
legal.

For that reason I would very seriously put a proposition to the Minister to convey to the
Attorney General; This Federal legislation - which, by the way, deals with legislation a foot
high; I do not know who was able to read or study it all as I definitely was not and I could not
find a single lawyer in this city who would claimn to have studied the whole lot - has now
been given to a special joint committee of the Federal Parliament, which is expecting
submissions. I think the rime left for submissions is very short and one would have to ask for
an extension. I have asked the Attorney General a question on notice as to whether the
Government will make a submission, but I offer to the Governmnent now, in all sincerity,
because we have always had a bipartisan view on this, the suggestion that the Opposition anl
the Government should combine and make a joint submission. The advantage to the
Opposition in doing this would obviously be that the Government has more resources. If we
make a submission, as we will, I would have to wait until Parliament rose and] one man -
myself - would do all the study and make this submission. However, if we mnade a joint
submission we would be able to see what the Crown Law Department could concoct and
perhaps have some input and make somne cormment. That would not mnean That We could not1
separately appear personally and insist that the Federal Parliament's joint comimittee on this
matter conic to Perth for hearings. Quite a number of' organisations - the Australian Institute
of Management, the Confederation of Western Australia Industry Inc, the Western Australian
Chamnber of Commerce and Industry (Inc), the Law Society of WA, accountants and various
others - would be very interested in making verbal submissions to the committee to impress
upon it the importance of keeping this law, which is the very clear expression of federation.
in the State.
I return to some of the other features of the amendment which are described in the second
reading speech. One deals with the Futures Industr Act, which is a comparatively new
development; another deals with the new Office of the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs: a
third creates a disciplinary board of liquidators and auditors which is all perfectly acceptable;,
and it expands the penalty notice, which is very important frorn the point of view of speeding
up the procedure in the Corporate Affairs Commission. The penalty notice is a means by
which the companies who default but do not default very seriously receive a penalty notice
from the Corporate Affairs Commissioner and, if they oblige, the proceedings will not go
ahead. This disciplines them but at the same timie does not take up the manpower and time of
the Corporate Affairs Commiission in dealing with the matter at courts.

There are two or three other amendments which deal only with machinery corrections of
certain errors which crept into the legislation before.
I have covered most of things I wanted to say and I amn very curious to see whether t'ie
Minister will take this up. We carn argue very vigorously on many subjects, as we do, and
indeed it is part of the duty of the Opposition to criticise the Government; I think that is still
accepted, even in Government circles. However, there are cases where the interests of the
State should be put first - and this is one of them - and dealt with apolitically. Politics should
not comec Into it. so long as we agree that we aire a sovereign State, not only fromn the point of
view of being proud of the State, but also because we are a remote State - 2 000
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miles or more away from the central administration - and we want to deal with our owvn
company matters as far as possible, using the facilities which are augmented, even by this
Bill, by introducing telephone and short circuit television meetings. But we want to retain
our office and its rights as they were in the past. Of course, we are quite willing to discuss
whether or not there is a place for any amendment which improves the legislation. but we are
very much opposed to centralising it, for the reasons [ have given, It would be very salutary
for the Governent to consider that in this case we should go hand in hand and front up to
the Cormmionwealth so it can see Western Australia mneans, business. We support the Bill.

XMR WVESE (Narrogin) [4.26 prnl: The member for Florear has covered most of the
matters that constitute the substance of the Bill before the House so I will not dwell on those
except to say that I believe the National Party supports everything he has said, especially in
relation to his remarks about the necessity to maintain our own individual identity in Western
Australia with regard to the National Companies and Securities Commission.

The member for Floreat spoke in complete agreement with the clauses of this Bill which deal
wvith the expansion of the infringement notices. I accept his comments that this will help to
speed up the procedures through the Corporate Affairs Commission and the handling of the
business of that office: however, I have reservations about the infringement notices. I accept
that they have been in operation for somne time here already, but those notices have operated
at a level where, while in my opinion being fairly substantial - and I would have thought
sufficiently substantial to ensure that cooperation and speeding up of documentat ion through
the department was complied with quite sufficiently - the penalty was a monetary penalty.
For examnple, if a monetary penalty of $1 000 was attached to an offence, I understand an
infringement notice could and would have been issued with a maximumn penalty of $250, a
quarter of the maximum statutory penalty.

The amendment we are dealing with here, which I think amends four Acts, raises the level of
offence for which infringemnent notices can be issued, to embrace offences that would have a
maximum penalty of $2 500 or six months' gaol. That is a substantial sont of offence:, the
fine also is substantial. We are considering issuing infringement notices, for offences in all
ranges of seriousness. The provisions raise the level of fines which will be- Iiposed by way
of infringement notices. This will not represent a quarter of the offence for the maximum
penalty which could be Imposed; it will be a half. So the fine is being raised to $ 1 250. That
is a very substantial change. We should bear in Mind that a person being issued with an
infringement notice has a choice of paying up on the notice wutd carrying on with his life or
pleading not guilty and going to court in the full knowledge that if hie is found guilty he faces
a finie of $2 500 or six months in gaol. I believe that represents a threat and at least a
substantial encouragement for a person to accept an infringement notice and be done with the
matter. I am not sure that that is the way in which justice should be administered in this
State. A person m-ay feel that he is not guilty, but is not prepared to take the risk of incurring
substantial legal costs by going to court, and decides for the sake of simplicity to save somle
money by not running the risk of losing the case, and accept the infringement notice. That is
not the way to conduct justice in this State. How does the Minister justify increasing the
penalties in the way this Bill provides?

M-R (;RILL (Esperance-Dundas - Minister for Agriculture) [4.33 pm]: I thank both
members for their support of this legislation. In respect of the comments of the member for
Floreat, I will not reiterate those or my own comments made in the second reading4 speech.
As the member knows, I share his views about the centralistic tendencies of the Federal
Government. l am not happy about that tendency. If the member is putting forward a sincere
offer for a joint submission from Western Australia. that should be seriously considered. I
Will PUT that to the Attorney General.

The member for Nanrogin referred to the expanded penalty notice system. Although I
understand his argument I would simply say that opting for the payment of the penalty notice
is up to the individual and, although he may feel it is to his advantage to accept the notice and
pay it, that does not impair him, her or it in any way from defending the charge, if he, she or
it wants to. The important consideration is whether There is an impairment in respect of. an
individual mounting a defence to a charge. [ cannot see any such impairment. Consequenily.
because of the efficiency of the penalty notice system, its expansion is warranted. I note that
the member for Floreat also agrees with that. It is a system worth supporting and, in these
circumstances, worth expanding. I thank members for their support, and conmmend the Bill to
the House.
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Question put and passed.
Bil read a second time.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

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

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMIENDMENTr BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 22 November.

MR WATT (Albany) [4.37 pml: The Bill, which contains 19 clauses on eight pages. could
be ruled out of order on the basis of tedious repetition because almost the entire Bill is made
up of the same amendment referring to different sections of the new Act. The substance of
those amendments is to change any reference to either a referee or a, chief referee of the Small
Claims Tribunal, or reference to the Small Claims Tribunal itself:. and to substitute references
to a magistrate and a local court. The Bill receives my persona] enthusiasm and approval,
togyether wvith the approval of the Opposition.
Mr Taylor: Don't say it.
Mr WATT: I will not say. AI told you so." If I did the Minister would agree.
Mr Taylor: I did agree at the time.
Mr WATT: To put a brief historical perspective on the situation, a Select Committee was
established to inquire into the operations of the Small Claims Tribunal a few years ago. As a
member of the committee, together with my colleague, the member for South Perth, I
disagreed with the majority findings of the committee. We felt the Small Claimns Tribunal
should be relocated within the small debts division of the Local Court. I still hold that view.
My opinion in that regard was strengthened by visiting South Australia and witnessing how
effectively the system works in that State. My understanding is that we will move
progressively towards that system. probably regardless of which political party is in power in
this State. That is my personal desire.
I was quite pleased when the original residential tenancies legislation was introduced with a
provision for disputes to be heard in the small debts division of the Local Court. We were
somnewhat disappointed, therefore, that subsequently the Government agreed with the
National Party that disputes should be heard] by the Small Claims Tribunal. I was concerned
at that time that m-any impracticalities existed in that approach. I amn therefore pleased, not
that anybody has been found to be wrong, but that a more efficient way of solving disputes
has been found.
The Minister, in his second reading speech, said that it would be technically impossible to
allow the Act to apply only to the metropolitan area: by that lie means allowing the Small
Claimns Tribunal to operate only in the metropolitan area. Of course, that would deny
residents of country areas access to the Small Claims Tribunal which would not be acceptable
to me as a country member or to the Minister handl ing the Bill who is also a country member.
It remninds me of a slogan that the Liberal Parry once adopted in relation to Aboriginal land
rights: One land, one law. The same thing applies in this instance.
Without delaying the House unnecessarily, the Opposition supports the amending legislation
to change all references from the Small Claims Tribunal to the Local Court. However, I
would lie the Minister to indicate a likely date for the proclamation of the Bill. The parent
Act contains a provision allowing for all disputes to be heard within 14 days. While that was
always regarded as a laudable aim, it was also regarded by some as an aim that would le
difficult to achieve, particularly in country areas. I think that probably partly contributed to
the decision to present this amending legislation because it would have been completely
impossible to get anywhere near achieving the target.
With those comments the Opposition supports the Bill.

M IR TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.42 pml: The National Party accepts there is no point in
trying to be King Canute and hold one's head up above the waves because we are
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substantially outvoted on this issue. However, we do not concede that we were wrong in our
point of view. All we are prepared to concede is that the wave will break over us and the
water will move on.
We would have preferred to have art informoal forutn of the Small Claims Tribunal consider
disputes under this legislation. The original legislation caused quite a stir when it was first
introduced into this House. Members may recall that many amendments were moved to the
Bill. The thrust of the Bill was good, but many of us who were here at the time remember
that the drafting of the Bill was extremely poor. hence die large number of amendments.
Dr Alexander: It was not because of the drafting.
Mr TRENORDEN: I am trying to be very fair as I know the member is fair, but the drafting
of the Bill was not good. It was said universally that the drafting of the Bill was very poor.
Mr Watt: That was the opinion of the legal profession.
Mr TRENORDEN: That is right and I would not argue with the legal profession.
Mr Wiese: If you do it costs you money and you never win anyway.
Mr TRENORDEN: That is so.
The Small Claims Tribunal tries to be fair in the way it does business, but it is really not
available to country people. If we had succeeded in having the Small Claims Tribunal deal
with residential tenancy disputes. we would have attempted to spread its availability to
country people. That was our concern. Many people have legitimate gripes and complaints
which they want dealt with and the Sma Claims Tribunal would h ave been able to give
instant justice in many cases. People may not have always received the result they wanted,
because of the sort of justice that the Small Claims Tribunal dispenses, but it would not have
cost them a fortune and the results would have been instant. There is a lot to be said for that.
A 1985 Select Comm ittee report on the Small Claims Tribunal recommended changes to the
tribunal that would have benefited country people. That report is still sitting on the shelves
gathering dust. I ask the Minister whether there is any move to imoplement the
recommendations of that report or will it, like many other reports, continue to sit on a shelf
and gather dust?
During the debate on the origina legislation the Labor Party accepted our amendments. It
has now changed its mind. I can only presume it changed its mind because of bureaucratic
pressures within the system. and not so much because the bureaucrats say that the Small
Claims Tribunal has no status in country areas and therefore it cannot function. I suggest that
if it were given that status it would be very effective. However, as I said, we have lost that
argument, which does not necessarily mean that our argumnent was wrong.
The Bill will have to be amended in the future because there are more holes in it than one can
drive a truck through. E gather it will be proclaimed in the near future and I guess the
Government's attitude will be to allow it to operate for a period and see how it affects people.
We have no argument with that. We believe that the Bill needs to be reviewed fairly
frequently to see how it affects people in the renting and leasing market. Many people
approach members with different problems that they experience in that marketplace. The
National Party will seek a review as quickly as possible and hope that not too many people
are caught by the anomalies in the Bill.
MN-R 'UAYIA)R (Kalgoorlie - Minister for Police and Etnergency Services) [4.48 pm]: I
thank both Opposition parties for their support of the legislation. As the member for Albany
quite rightly said when we debated this issue some time ago, the use of the Small Claims
Tribunal to settle disputes would not work. Reports of that debate also indicate that I had
doubts about whether the Small Claims Tribunal was the correct body to deal with these
matters. If we were to get the legislation through the House we had to give it a go and find a
way to make it work.
Could I point out to the member for Avon that it was not so much a change of mind on the
Governm-ent's part or on my part as the Minister who handled the Bill. The Government has
adopted a realistic and workable approach to the matter rather than an approach that we
would have liked to have taken. However, we found that it would not work because, as
mentioned in the second reading speech, the Small Claims Tribunal was limited in a
geographic sense.
A65351- t I
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It relates maintly to the metropolitan area rather than the countr areas of Western Australia.
The other point of which the member for Avon should be aware is that by placing it in the
Local Court we are putting it before a magistrate silting as the small disputes division of chat
court. The small disputes division is very similar in terms of its operations to the Small
Claims Tribunal in that lawyers are not allowed in by right and the fee involved is a small
one, Thus, there is ready access to the legal process fur all people, whether rich or poor.
That is an important point.

The member for Albany referred to the proclamation date for the legislation. There is
nothing in my notes to say when that would be. I know that the Minister would like to have it
passed as soon as possible. When [ think of some of the things happening in my electorate of
Kalgoorlie in relation to tenancies and rentals, I too would like it passed as soon as possible.
The other inquiry was into the Small Claims Tribunal. There certainly were somne important
recommendations in that inquiry. It is not the intention of the Government to move for any
legislative changes to the Small Claims Tribunal. It is a little late for that. However, there
has been an improvement in the operation of the Small Claims Tribunal for reasons that I
cannot put my finger on. I ant pleased that that is the case. I gather that there are not now the
sorts of complaints there have been in years gone by. The Small Clains. Tribunal and the
small debts division of the Local Court deserve the support of the population and all members
of Parliament because they give ordinary people access to the means of resolution of
disputes. Perhaps the greatest failure in our nation's legal system is that it is far too
expensive. It is really for the very poor or the very rich. Those in between often miss out.
We aire crying to resolve those sorts of matters with this legislation.

I thank the Opposition for its support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Taylor (Minister for Police and Emergency Services),
and passed.

SPENT CONV ICTIONS BILL

Cognate Debate
On motion by Mr Grill (Minister for Agriculture). resolved -

That leave be granted for the Bill to be debated concurrently with the Acts
Amendment (Spent Convictions) Bill.

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 12 October.

MIR MIENSAROS (Floreat) [4.54 pin]: The Government, as it has so often in the past, has
accepted in principle and implemented in the Bill the Liberal Party policy which we
announced before the 1986 election and which is part of our law and justice policy now. The
Bill provides for the expunging of a person's criminal record in certain circumstances. The
Attorney General, of course, takes full credit for the idea. When it was first announced, I
issued a statement challenging Mr Berinson to acknowledge the original source for his action,
but the media, of course, ignored my statement.

The Bill creates two types of convictions which are to be handled differently: Serious
convictions and lesser convictions. Serious convictions are those for which a sentence of
imprisonment for more than one year or a fine of $15 000 or more is imposed. Convicted
persons falling into that category have to apply to a District Court 10 years after the
expiration of the sentence, irrespective of how much of the sentence was served. The court
then takes into consideration various thingys which are set out in the legislation. They include
the length of the sentence; the length of time since the conviction was incur-red; whether the
conviction prevents or may prevent the applicant fronm obtaining a job; the circumstances of
the applicant generally; the nature of the offence; the circumstances surrounding the
comnmission of the offence: and, finally, the public interest. The District Court must take
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these matters into consideration before making a decision. Again, I make a critical comment
here. I would have first specified public interest - or perhaps, more precisely, comnmunity
interest - because when dealing with criminals that is the most important consideration. We
do not punish criminals for reasons of revenge. To some extent, we deal with them with a
view to their rehabilitation, but mainly it is for the protection of society. That should always
be the first aim; it is always the first aim of the Liberal Party. Records of convictions
incurring sentences of life imprisonment, strict security lire imprisonment and the newly
introduced whole life imprisonment cannot be expunged.

Expunging of records for lesser convictions becomes almost automatic. Applications go to
the Commissioner of Police, not to the court, after 10 years. If the applicant has had no
convictions in that time, the commissioner must issue the spent certificate. It is not a matter
of his having a discretion. If there is a subsequent offence, the 10 year period recom-mences.
There is a limitation with respect to convictions in other States. I would like the Minister to
explain why this spent convictions measure is so limited. Why was the Government not able
to have a reciprocal agreement with the other States so that even if they do have a record of
the conviction in Western Australia - which I suppose in today's electronic age could happen,
particularly with organised crime and drug related offences where the various police forces
are cooperating - there could have been some understanding'?

If the Government wants to make the provisions efficient and meaningful for people then, of
course, the legislation will have to apply in every State of the Commonwealth because, being
one country, there is no restriction on travelling and it seems odd that a convicted person
should, after 10 years, be restricted to Western Australia because Lis soon as he crosses the
border of Western Australia he is considered to be a person with a criminal record. The Bill
very rightly says there should not be any discrimination against the person who has a
certificate of expungement.

Mr Grill: In relation to the extraterritorial nature of the expunging, where there is art
expunging in another State that will be noted here in Western Australia, as I understand.

Mr MENSAROS: That is so. but it is not vice versa. So far t am talking on be-half of, say,
Western Australian citizens who are the subject of this Bill and have their convictions
expunged. but that can only virtually be within Western Australia.

Mi Grill: [ think that will come down the track at sonie stage.

Mr MENSAROS: One would hope it does because it is an important ingredient. The
nondiscrimination clause is important because it would have mighty little effect if a person
had a certificate in their hand from the Commissioner of Police - particularly referring to
lesser offences - showing that their conviction was expunged hut, nevertheless, anybody can
bring it up. There are many cases where such a conviction is fairly well known. We have
only to think of offences committed with motor vehicles. Of course, insurance companies
guard their information about these people jealously in order to not offer or withdraw
insurance from people who have been involved in motor vehicle accidents to the extent that
they were not only criminally charged hut also convicted. I do not know whether there are
any safeguards there. There are general rules, but I do not know whether there are enough
safeguards to be sure of that.

The Bill does not go far enough. It is arguable that it does not say that once the conviction is
expunged then the record of conviction should be destroyed. The police still keep that record
and the argument of the Attorney General is that that is necessary because the person
involved - the person who has been convicted - could commit another crime and then, when
he comes up for sentencing, the judicial authority would not know whether he had a previous
conviction. I can understand the argument, but it means the person is only given half the
benefit of the expungement because if the full benefit were given then, of course, neither
should the court nor anyone else know because we consider that after 10 years a person has
done his due compensating for the wrongdoing and therefore should stand as anyone else
stands before the court.

I am niot forcing that matter at all, but simply saying that it could be one view that this is
going halfway. Perhaps after the legislation has been in force for a while one will be able to
see whether it should be amended to be more liberal. There are, of course, exemptions from
the rule and those exemptions of nondiscrimination apply particularly to a few bodies which,
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for instance, license people to participate in a restricted profession, such as the Medical Board
or simnilar boards and licensing authorities. It was considered by the Attorney General that
these people should still have a record and, although they are not entitled to publicise it, if
they receive an application they ought to consider - despite the expungement - that the person
who applies has a criminal record. Again, that proves that to some extent we went halfway,
or perhaps less than halfway, with this expungement.

There is also an example in the judicial cases to which I have alluded in relation to bail.
Apparently when someone asks for bail the police provide the real record to the justice of the
peace or the magistrate granting that bail despite the fact that his conviction mnight have been
expunged. The Bill, of course, is retrospective - although that is not really the right word to
use here. It applies to convictions from the past and does nor start with the people who are
convicted from today, so in those cases where a conviction was more than 10 years ago it will
apply immediately for those people who apply.

There are other matters that one could perhaps query such as whether the provisions as
drafted in the Bill are entirely correct. I have said already that the court in its consideration
of whether to grant the expungernent of the conviction in a serious offence should first take
into consideration the interests of the commuunity. I think that they must very much
differentiate for an habitual criminal, particularly today in organised crime where it is a
matter of being caught or not being caught and like the years between the two wars in
Amnerica where it was common knowledge and where the prosecuting authorities knew
everyone who was an organised crimninal but they were simply. legally, people without any
conviction. If they were caught they were first offenders, strictly speaking, and according to
the letter of the law.

The legislation could have considered more flexibility, not only in relation to the serious
matters, but particularly in relation to lesser criminal offences. It could have perhaps been
considered that in the lesser offences there should not be a 10 year period but a somewhat
shorter peniod, which would have been more appropriate when compared to the serious
offences and would have prevented their beinig brought to the same level. As I have said.
previously, in principle this is Liberal Party policy and although we would have probably
implemented the legislation in a more flexible way giving more consideration to the
community interest, we still support the Bill.

NI H IOUSE (Katanning-Roe) 15.09 pinJ: The National Party is happy to Support this
legislation. We believe it is a step in the right direction. When reading the Bill I wondered,
once again, why we seemed to be setting traffic offences apart from other so-called criminal
offences in this State. There seenms to be, and has been, a propensity on our part as
lawmakers, and on the part of the Police Force as the enforcer of the law, to make traffic
offences somewhat different from other so-called criminal offences in this State.

If a person in this Stare can commit a criminal offence for which he receives a sentence of
imprisonment, and 10 years later his conviction is removed from the record, perhaps we
should apply the same sort of logic to traffic offences and allow people who commit traffic
offences to feel some sort of relief under the law and have the same relief that we extend to
criminals. I presume that when those convicted of lesser offences, such as those resulting in
one year's imprisonment or less, or fines of less than $15 000, come before the
Commissioner of Police, the wiping off of the record will be an automatic procedure. I
wonder why, as the member for Floreat pointed out, there would be a need to keep those
records on file. Perhaps his suggestion that the records should be destroyed is the right way
to go.

Finally, I raise what I think is a serious doubt about the Acts Amendment (Spent
Convictions) Bill which we are debating in this cognate debate. I refer to a person who may
have a criminal conviction removed from the record, and who is allowed to sit on a jury at a
later date. I have serious doubts whether that is a fair and reasonable thing to do. While not
wishing to hold a 10 year old conviction against anybody, l doubt whether anyone with that
sort of criminal record should sit on a jury and pass judgment on others. It is extraordinary
for that section to have been included in this Bill, and I hope the Minister will comment on it
in his reply. It is taking things too far. Somebody sitting on a jury should be impartial. With
those reservations the National Party is pleased to support this Bill.

MR WIESE (Narrogin) [5.13 pm]: I am glad the member for Katanning-Roe has
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expressed all the legal knowledge which resides within the National Party, because I claim
none. I would like the Minister to explain in simple, non-legal language to a Simple, non-
legal person like myself why exceptions will be allowed to be proclaimned by regulation under
section 33. 1 presumne this refers to creating either people or circumstances - I cannot get to
the gist of it -that will be exempted from the requirements of this Act. It seems we are
buying a pig in a poke. We do not know how far we are going in this section. We (Jo not
know what sont of criteria will bqe, used in making the judgment about who or what will be
exempted over and above the persons exempted at the present moment.
Many sections in the Bill contain the statement, "it is unlawful for an employer" or "It is
unlawful for a principal" to do something. What will be the upshot of having passed a Bill to
say that something is unlawful? Where do we go from there? What penalty will be imposed
on the person who has committed this unlawful act? Will we be imposing a gaol sentence or
a ine? I would like the Minister to help my education process and tell us what we are doing,
apart from making the statement that it will be unlawful to do something.
This Bill makes it unlawful to have access to criminal records. I accept the necessity for this,
but we have imposed a penalty of $1 000 for divulging infortmation fromn official criminal
records. Thus it is viewed as a serious offence, but I wonder what we are achieving. A
person will be able to go to a newspaper and get all the infornnation he wants, and will be free
to divulg-,e all that i ntrmiation without going. ito the criminal records. I wonder whether this
section of the Bill is achieving anything.
I would also like to touch on some of the schedules which refer to the Commissioner of
Police being a parry to an application under schedule 1. He may appear or be represented at
any hearing, and lie can make submissions "on the application or on any incidental matter". I
wonder what is meant by "any incidental matter",

Mr Grill: Which section is thiat?
Mr WIESE: Two clauses in the schedule refer to Pantics to the application: We talk about
the Comisioner of Police on page 15, and on page 16 we talk about the Attorney General,
both of whomn may appear themnselves ur be represented and mnake submnissions on the
application or on any incidental matter. What are we gettinig at there'?
When we go further down the schedule, it talks about the hearing itself, Clause 3(4) reads -

A person shall, unless he has lawful excuse, comply with an order made under
subclause (3).

Clause 3(3) dteals with public hearings where the judge may order that no particulars which
could lead to the identification of the applicant be published. I wonder what on earth could
be lawful that would override that particular subclause and allow the publication of
informiation. Again briefly, in order to prevent the House going into Commiittee on this, I
should like an explanation from the Minister in respect of the rules of evidence nor applying.
Clause 4 reads -

In detemniining ain application, the judge shall not be bound by rules of evidence, but
may informn himiself on any matter in such manner as he thinks fit.

What is thiat all about'? Does it mean that there will be no need for an oath or an affirmnation
of truth in respect of the submission? The other query I have about the schedule is in respect
of clause 7, which deals with the alternatives, to holding a hearing. That clause reads -

The judge may -

(a) if satisfied that an application is vexatious, mnisconceived or lacking in
substance, refuse to make an order under section 6(1) without holding
a hearing;0

If the judge were to treat an application in such a way, without holding a hearing, what effect
would that have? Would the person be unable to make application for a further two years'?
I hope the Minister may be able to clarify my queries in respect of the legislation when he
replies to the second reading debate.
MIR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas - Minister for Agriculture) [5.22 pmil: I thank the
members who have spoken for their general. support of the Bill.
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The member for Floreat supported the BUi very much on the basis chat he originally thought
of the concept and wanted to put it forward as legislation some time ago but did not have the
opportunity. The Governmnent has had the opportunity and it has implemented the legislation,
which I think deserves the support of everyone in the House. The member for Floreat also
made a number of suggestions for possibly improving the legislation. I do not believe that
his suggestions are unworthy but I think it would probably be better to allow this legislation
to bed down, and once it is bedded down and we have seen how it works, it might be possible
to expand or change it in the ways the member suggested.

The member for Katanning-Roe bemoaned the fact that the Bill did not apply to traffic
offences. However, as far as I know it does apply to traffic offences. I am not sure where he
got that idea from, although perhaps I could put him at rest in respect of it because the
legislation does apply in that regard. Clause 4 of the Bill sets out the exceptions where the
legislation will not apply. The member also made some other inquiries about the automatic
operation of expunction by the Commissioner of Police where the offence was a simple
offence. l am not too sure what he was getting at in that respect because it is not automatic,
It is a matter of inquiry by the Commissioner of Police and if he is satisfied, he can make the
necessary orders and sign the necessary certificates. The Commissioner of Police needs to be
satisfied and I suppose he has to exercise some discretion and consideration in that respect. I
wish the member were here so that I could clarify what he meant by some of his other
questions. Unfortunately he is not here, so I find it hard to respond to him.
The member for Narrogin raised a number of inquiries. The first one I took note of was in
respect of exceptions. Could the member indicate again what that query was?

My Wiese: At this stage we have no idea what exceptions will be made by regulation.

Mr GRILL: That is right. The public is given the opportunity of notifying the Attorney
General during a period of six months after the passing and and prior to proclamnation of this
legislation of areas in which they believe exceptions should be made. I think that is a prudent
provision because there will be quite a number of areas where exceptions possibly should be
made. It will be up to the Attorney General then, no doubt after referring the matter to
Cabinet, to define the schedule. (cthink it would be almost impossible to define the schedule
at this stage. Although this is an unusual way of actually designating legislation, I believe
that under the circumstances it is probably the best way to do it.

Mr Wiese: That is exactly what will happen after those submissions go in there'? The
Attorney General will look at them and go back to Cabinet in order to have the submissions
assessed?

Mr GRILL: That would be the procedure adopted. Then they would be promulgated as pan
of the schedule. The member also referred to "unlawful". What does that relate to?
Ms Wiese: To all the exceptions where you say it is unlawful. What follows from that?

Mr GRILL: In respect of this particular piece of legislation, the Attorney General is referring
to those clauses where no penalty is provided. The member made the point. As far as I can
see there is no general penalty provision within the Bill, which is often the case with this sont
of legislation. I am not absolutely sure about that because my law is a bit rusty in that area. I
understand that where no general provision is made, but a certain action is unlawful, by the
provisions of the Interpretation Act, the Justices Act will apply. A justice could then apply
the provisions in respect of penalties which now apply in the Justices Act. If that is wrong -
and I must admit I am rusty in this area - I will get back to the member on it. The member
also had some queries about the intervention of the Attorney General. This is set out in
clause 2 of the schedule.

Mit Wiese: On any incidental matters?

Ms GRILL: This is a safety provision which will allow for the proper scrutiny of
applications which are made to tie court. Members can imagine a situation where a former
criminal makes an application to a court and, without some scrutiny in certain cases by the
Attorney General and without some argument, an application for a certificate could possibly
be granted. In the public interest, the Attorney General has a duty to intervene in those
proceedings and to make such submissions to the judge in support of or in opposition to the
application that he considers prudent and proper in the public interest.
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Mr Wiese: So the Commissioner of Police will be allowed to becomne involved in hearings
and say that, although a person has not had a conviction in 10 years. he believes that he has
been involved in criminal activities for that period, hence the judge would not be allowed co
expunge the conviction?

Mr GRILL: I would not like to detail the circurnstinces that we have in mind.

[Questions taken.I1

Sitting suspended from 6.04 to 7.15 pm
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), and passed.

ACTS AMENDMIENT (SPENT CON VICTIONS) BILL

Second Reading
Order of the Day read for the resumption of debate from 12 October.

Quest ion put and passed.

Bill read a second imie.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on mnotion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), anl passed.

CONSERVATION AND L.AN1) NIANAA;IENT AMIENI)N1ENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 25 October.

I1R? WAIT (Albany) [7.23 pml: This Bill seeks to amend the Conservation and Land
Management Act in three essential areas. The first is to clarify the role and definition of
marine parks and marine nature reserves. The second is to provide for the executive director
of the Department of Conservation and Land Management to involve himself in business
undertakings; and the third is to provide for timber share farming agreements.

In relation to marine parks, provision already exists under section 13 of the Land
Management Act for marine parks to be classified. Two marine parks have already been
designated as such. The first is Marmion and the second Ningaloo Reef. As I understand it,
the need for this clarification has been brought about particularly by somne conflict about
whether fishing should be permitted in marine parks. I do not think there is any comnmercial
fishing in the Ningaloo area, but in the Marmion area there is a small amnount of rock lobster
fishing.

Mr Hodge: There is in one small corner of Ningaloo.

Mr WATT: I was not aware of it.

Mr Hodge. There is not much.
Mr WATT: No. In the Marmnion park there is commercial abalone fishing.

Mr Clarke; More's the pity!

Mr WATT: I think the member for Karrinyop might say something about this later because
he has strong feelings about it. While the member for Karrinyup feels strongly about
commercial abalone fishermen, there is also some concern about a few quite irresponsible
amateur abalone fishermen.

Clause 4 seeks to repeal part of the old Act and substitute a new definition which will allow
both recreational and commercial fishing in marine parks in accordance with the Fisheries

5881



Act. That will be requiredI to be undertaken, subject to the Fisheries Act regulations, If at
any timne conflict arises between the Department of ConiservaLtion and Land Managlement and
the Fisheries Department, the two Ministers are required to try to resolve any dispute. If thac
is not possible, the matter has to be resolved by Cabinet. That is good, particularly where an
industry has already been established. It would not be reasonable to exclude commnercial1
fishing unless it was for some very good environmntal reason.
In respect of marine nature reserves, the definition is clarified. Under the amending Bill
fishing will not be allowed in marine nature reserves except in certain circumstances; for
instance if Fishing is required to be undertaken for scientific purposes. I have discussed this
matter with the Western Australian Fishing Industries Council, and the council assures inc it
is now happy with the conditions applying in this Bill, That was not always the position; it
has had extensive negotiations with the officers drafting the Bill. The stage has now been
reached where it is happy to support the Bill.
I want to pass over the section dealing with business undertakings and deal firstly with the
section which relates to imirber sharefarmning agreements. I do not think there is anybody in
this Chamber who will not recognise that, over the years we have occupied this particular part
of the State. we have been a little overzealous in the clearing of trees. There is obviously a
need for more trees. To achieve that. rearforestation schemes are necessary, but there must
also be a shift of emphasis. to provide plantations.
This clause is entirely consistent with the Liberal Party's policy, where we see a very strong
need to provide plantations. We are very happy to support this move to allow timber
sharefarining agreements between the Goverrnment and the owners of private property -
mainly, one would assume, farmers. We will see a growing awareness of the need for private
plantations and I hope we will also see a recognition of their cotumrrercial value. In order to
ease the pressure on forests, I believe we will see the benefits in time of Tasmanian blue gum
or globulous plantations, which on the one hand provide an increase in the amount of very
suitable timber for pulp woodchips. and on the other hand ease the pressure on the forests,
and particularly an the availability of second grade logs. In many cases these logs can be
utilised by some of the smaller millers, which are often able to recover a commuercial quantity
of millable timber from them. I would like to think that we would see this as a part of a total
strategy with mnany sidle benefits which the Opposition would support.
Mr [lodge: Did you know that some millers at thle moment extract 20 per cent of sawn
tim-ber from the third grade logs that used to go to the chipper?
Mr WATT: Yes, I am not aware of the percentages, although the percentages vary according
to the classification of the timber; that is, whether it is first, second or third grade.
Nevertheless, 20 per cent from a third grade log is very good.
Mr Hodge: It is incredible.
Mr WAIT: Yes, it is. We need to remember that there is a commercial component in every
log. It does not have to be budlding type quality because many products can be made from
second and third grade logs, It is good to see a growing range of products comning out of the
inferior, if I could use that word, quality logs. These are some of the side benefits to come
out of this.
It will take at least 10 years before a full plantation is operational. Also, because everybody
will not rush out in the first year to make agreements and establish their plantations, it wil
take many years for the plantations to grow. A few months ago I spoke in this House about
the McLeanl's Sawmill, at Denimark which has a reputation as an efficient sawmill for
extracting a high percentage of useable timber Ot of the logs; it is also doing good work at
Quindalup with the globulous trees and in the fullness of time it will be able to use them in
the chipping operation at Denmark.

One of the problems with long term strategies is that it will be a minimum of 10 years after
planting before there is any cash flow, That is one of the reasons why the Government needs
to be involved in some of the share farm deals so that it gives substance to the project. The
type of substance that the Government would be able to give to the owner of that venture who
owns the land on which the Governiment plants trees -or whatever the deal may be - is that it
will give the owner some security against which to arrange finance.

Mr Hodge-. We pay them an annual fee.
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Mr WATT: Yes. I am aware of that, The Government could not do that wichout the
agreement because the owner 'nay renege on the dleal, and that is pan of the point 1 was
trying to make. One of the conditions of the Bill is that it binds the tidle of the property to
successors to the title, so if an agreement is entered into that, for instance, 100 hectares of the
land has trees planted upon it and the farnner sells the property, the farmier who succeeds hint
will be bound to the agreement on the property; this will apply to any subsequent purchasers
of the property, Obviously, that is necessary because six or seven years down the track, once
the Governmient has paid the original owner that annual payment, if the owner decided to sell
the propeny and the agreement was not in place, it would all be for nothing. It is clearly a
sensible move and the Opposition strongly supports that clause in the Bill. I have discussed
these clauses with a range of people and it is certain that the thiber share faming agreement
has the support of the industry.
However, clause 6 of the Bill provides for the executive director to involve thle departmient in
business undertakings. The Premnier recently told us that WA Inc was dlead. I hope that they
have not had the wake or fuineral because this clause of thle Bill suggests that it is very much
alive and wvell.
Mr Wiese: It is alive anyway.

Mr WATT: That is right. I thank the mnember for his interjection for it is certainly not
looking too well. Some of the things the Bill will enable thie executive director to do, with
the approval of the Minister, are really quite amiazing. It will enable the executive director
for and in connection wiht the functions of the department to fonn. promote or establish, or
participate in the formation, promotion or establishment of an-y business undertaking. HeI can
subscribe for, invest in or otherwise acquire, and dispose of shares, un its or other initeresis in,
or debentures or other securities of a business undertaking. The Bill allows him ito enter into
just about any businiess dleal such as buying or selling real estate Or Participate and rtianla-e a
business undertaking. Proposed New Section 34A(I ) finishes by saying that lie can do
anything conferred by this section. I would have thought that with the events of recent days
andi recent weeks the Government would have (lone just about anything to not bring in a Bill1
wvhich states that sort of thing. The Opposition opposes this clause in its present form
because of the powers given to the executive director of the day. whoever he may happen to
be. My Commients are not directed at the present incumbent, but his powers and thlose of thie
Minister are plainly too wide.
Indeed. I put ani amendment onl the Notice Paper seeking to [intend the Bill to remove the
approval of the Minister and to substitute a requirement for the approval of both Houses ot
Parliament. It is rather interesting that shortly after I did that the Minister also put an
;uuendment on the Notice Paper seeking to remove the power frorn the Minister btt
substituted thle Treasurer. As far as we are concerned that is just as bad. I received at fairly
strongly worded letter from the Australian Conservation Foundation which shares pretty
strongly thle views of the Opposition about this particular issue. I would like to quote ani
extract from the letter and place onl record thle concern of the foundation about these
particular business undertakings. Part of the letter reads as follows -

Essentially. this proposed nendmnent allows the Executive Director of thie
Department of Conservation anti Land M~anagetment "to form, promnote or establish, or
participate in the fortnation, promotion or establishment of any business
undertak ing .for or in connection with the perforinance of the functions of the
Department

It goes on to say -

As "functions' under thle Act involves the mnanagemlent of thle conservation estate, it
appears that this amendment would allow the Executive Director to enter into
atrrangemnents that could involve the establishment of commercial ventures or
..economic activity", of whatever nature, inside the conservat ion estate.

The Australian Conservation Foundation is clearly opposed to that.
Mr Hodge: lie can already do that, you know, and has (lone it in the past.
Mr WATT: I will come to chat in a moment. I have a feeling that the Conservation
Foundation nlay have written exactly the -samie letter to thle Government. The foundation has
suggesiaed that die Bill should hie :itended so that approval is required of both Houses of
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Parliament and the Environmental Protection Authority. We do not go that far because I
think that both Houses of Parliament are the ultimate decision making forum and to put the
EPA on the same plane is an insult to Parliament. If a commercial development was
proposed for a national park of the magnitude of which we are thinking, clearly the EPA
would be involved in giving advice anyway, and that advice would be taken into
consideration by Parliament.

We cannot close the gate permanently on any suggestions of comnmercial development in a
national park. [ gave the example of a commercial development possibly being appropriate at
a splendid and magnificent tourist attraction like Ayers Rock, which is in the middle of
nowhere and a trip there cannot he completed within a day. It would make good sense to
have a commercial development there to provide accormmocdat ion and other facilities for
tourists who visit the area. It is appropriate that, in order to do that, the approval of both
Houses of Parliament should be sought.

The clause places no liit on the size or scale of projects which might be anticipated. The
Minister will probably say that our amendment would limit the opportunity for small scale
projects to be approved. If that is the price we must pay, it is worth paying, because we do
not set aside national parks for the fun of it. As national parks are established by Parliament
it is appropriate that any variation in the uses of them should be approved by Parliament.

There is no limnit on the value of investments mentioned in the Bill as -

to subscribe for, invest in or otherwise acquire, and to dispose of shares, units or other
interests in, or debentures or other securities of, a business undertaking;

There is no assessment of risk. Any Bill which requires these sorts of things also requires a
mnessage from the Governor for budgetary provision to be made. The responsibility for such
things clearly rests with the Houses of Parliament.

As the clause stands this amendment would put the Executive Director, the Minister, or the
Treasurer above Parliarient, even above the Cabinet and the Executive Council.

A business undertaking is defined as -

... any person. corporation, trust, joint venture, government agency or other entity
engaging or intending to engage in economic activity that is related to any function of
the Department.

This is a very wide provision.

There is nothing more I need to say in respect of this Bill. We do not object to the principle,
if it were considered appropriate, of a business arrangement being entered into, but we feel
very strongly indeed that in order to do so the approval of Parliament should be obtained. As
far as the other two parts of the Bill are concerned we are more than happy to support them.

MVR CLAICKO (Karrinyup) 17.46 prnl: I note with interest the statement made by the
Minister in his second reading speech that this legislation seeks to make clear the division of
responsibility between him, as Minister for Conservation and Land Management, and the
Minister for Fisheries. I would be happy for him to correct me if I am wrong about the clear
distinction between his power and that of the Minister for Fisheries regarding marine parks
and marine nature reserves. The power over marine nature reserves, with some consultation,
resides with the Minister for Conservation and Land Management, and that over the fishing
aspect of marine parks is subject to the overall authority of the Minister for Fisheries.

My interest relates to the Marmion Marine Park. I commend the Government for its actions
in creating this excellent venture. Ar the rime I made sonic criticisms because I was not
happy that certain powers had been taken away from the local authorities concerning the
shoreline and put into the hands of the Chief Executive Officer of CALM. While there is
some consultation with local authorities, it would have been far better if the role of local
authorities was much greater than it is, with CALM offering advice and assistance.
Recently, in the Marmion Marine Park, the Fisheries Department has made extensive changes
to the taking of abalone. A person may only take abalone in that area on certain dates which,
from memory, run from November through a couple of summer months. Over the last few
years it has been the wont of the department to restrict such fishing, and there is now the
situation where recreational fishermen - by that I mean mnale and female - have been
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restricted to weekends and public holidays, when they can take abalone between 5.00 am and
10.00 am.

Mr Parker: Fisherfolk.

Mr CLARKO: I prefer the word "fishermen" because the word takes in mnen and women. and
that is how it should be used. "Person" is a pathetic word. "Fishertnen" is the way it appears
in the dictionary, that is the way it should be used, and that is the way it will be used by me. I
have no objection to talking about a ship as "she", Germany as the "fatherland", and France
as the "motherland". They are traditional usages and I see no purpose in changing them.
Mrs Buchanan: Have you heard of the word "angler"?

Mr CLARKO: That is a very good word, but I do not think it detracts from the word
"fishermen". [ know some ladies who are very good fishen-nen.

In relation to the fishing of abalone, the restrictions are narrow. Allowing fishing at
weekends is an advantage to the normal nine to five worker for a start. I think they were
being very seriously disadvantaged by those people who were there right throughout the day,
who played a major part m exhausting the stocks. However, the group primarily responsible
for taking the abalone fromi this section of our coastal shores in the metropolitan area are
those people who carry a commercial fishing licence. There are 12 of them, although I dto not
know whether they all operated in the past. I think about 10 of thlem were used. Several of
those people camne from Greenough. and] the local people were not impressed with their
coining down and taking the abalone. After this group of 10 or 12 people, with their
supporters and helpers, had taken a million abalone over a couple of weeks it was not
surprising the season had to close early and there was nothing left for the recreational
fisherman,

I have always believed that in the metropolitan area the first preference should be given to thle
recreational fishernnan, and I still believe that. Abalone is to be found in Western Australia
from about Shark Bay right around the coast to Eucla and our border with South Australia,
and beyond. That is a tremendous length of coastline anti all sorts of opportunities exist for
our comimercial fishermen to take abalone. Other commercial fishing is (lone in the Marinion
Marine Park as well. I presumne the main catch would be crayfish. but I suspect some other
commercial. fishing would be done there, though that would vary. When the herring are there
in large numbers I guess they would take them in a comnmercial way.

I would appreciate the Minister's explaining to mec why, in a marine park, the Minister for
Fisheries and his Fisheries Department should take supremne control of this aspect out of the
hands of the Department of Conservation and Land Management, especially in the Marmion
Marine Park. I think somne of those aspects should he in the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management's hands. In an area where commercial fishing is relatively mlintor we
should be giving more attention to the conservation aspect, although I amn not saying it is the
end of the world to do it in the way suggested.

Mr IHodge: I tend to agree with you, but my colleague has a slightly different view.

Mr CLARKO: Yes. I have felt - I hope not unfairly - that the Fisheries Department has
taken an unreasonable stand on the abalone question. I repeat that my sympathies lie with the
genuine recreational fisherman, the person who goes there to take a small quantity of abalone,
who follows the rules and who provides some sort of entertainment for himself as he gets
them, as well as an exquisite food.

Mr Watt: What about those people who comne at the weekends and take home a trailer load?

Mr CLARKO: I think what the Govemmuent has done for the current season is the best
approach to properly managing this resource that I have ever seen. I must say there is a lot of
prejudice. My party has been copping it in the neck about its attitude to Asians, which I will
not go into here, but I will not accept that Asians are the only villains in this matter. To give
an example, I was at the opening of the season about three years ago and a group of about
half a dozen Asians was on the beach. I was with one of the television channels, and we went
onto the beach and saw their catch. Not one undersized abalone was taken by those six
Asians; so there are Asians who are good and those who are bad, just as there are Western
Australians who are good and those who are bad. It has become very easy to put the blame
onto a single group and say Al Asians taking abalone are doing the wrong thing.
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Mr Watt: [ did not say anything about Asians.

Mr CLARKO: No, but they have been the main target for the criticism. The label I prefer to
use is the "sham amateurs" who have been raking professional quantities and playing all sorts
of tricks. For several years now they have been taking quantities which they put in their cars,
have somebody drive the car away and bring it back, and then go down for more.

We should have a much more obvious way of identifying those people who rake abalone in
the Marmion Marine Park. The Minister should consider licensing, each one. I do not
suggest he should charge a high fee, but he should charge a fee to assist in the policing of the
licences by officers of the Fisheries Department, who I think are doing a good job this year.
Bernie Bowen wvould claim they could not dto so in the past because this Government - and
the previous Liberal Government - would not give them enough money to employ sufficient
inspectors. I believe this year they have employed some university students to give them
somne support in this area.

My suggestion, for what it is worth, is that people should have to pay for licences andi should
receive a plastic disc which they should be required to attach to their bodies while they are
taking abalone. Perhaps the discs could be coloured orange, to make them easy to see from a
great distance. If every person paid $20. or a similar fee, and received a plastic disc which
read " 1988-89 abalone fishing licence" or words to that effect, fisheries inspectors using
binoculars could very easily identify from the shoreline those people who should he taking
abalone and those who should not. That would make it a little easier for them.

I am intrigued by the latest rule which says one cannot shuck abalone within a certain
distance of the beach. I have not taken any abalone Lunder these new rules but I think one
would have quite a mness in one's yard if one took the abalone homne and cleaned them out
there. As one who has cleaned thousands in his dlay, I can say that I would not be too keen to
have aDl the waste material from the abalone near the house. There is a good reason for that
rule, and small children who used to cut their feet on the broken shells while running on the
beach would applaud it, as would people who had to put up with the dreadful smell caused by
those who did not properly get rid of the waste material.

I know Hon Sandy Lewis and[ others go into great raptures over the creation of national parks
but I believe marine parks offer just as much as our land parks. If commercial fishing can
take place in mnarine parks without causing great detriment to the recreational user, it should
be allowed by all means; but in the case of the Marniion Marine Park we should place the
recreational fishermnu's needs first anti I would ban the professional fishermen frorn the
park. It is time we realised that fishing is probably the greatest recreational sport in Australia.
1 understand the number of people who describe themselves as going fishing at one time or
another is greater than for any of the other recreational activities in Australia - it is the chief
participatory sport in the nation.

This area will suffer a great deal of pressure as the northern corridor becomes more and mnore
developed. It is not only the people who live on the shoreline who use our coastal strip; some
people travel considerable distances to do so. In fact, members might be interested in this,
historical anecdote. Edward F-amnersley, a member of one oif the earliest Legislative Councils
elected in this State, if not the first, lived at Pyrton, near Guildford. When his dlaughter,
Margaret Ely ire Hamersley - later Lady Forrest - was hurt in a fall fromn a horse, advice was
given to the family by the doctor that she should take frequent sea "bathes" - not go
swimming - and where did she go for her "bathes"? They looked for a place to bathe.
Because they were English people they could not swim in the open sea, and they went into
this very marine park. If members know the little ocean pools where North Beach Road
begins, that is where Margaret H-amnersley went for her sea "bathes". There is excellent
abalone to be found in that area.
Mr Parker: Did it do her any good?

Mr CLARKO: Certain people claimn she did not have children because of the fall, but
subsequently a doctor-historian has claimned that the accident had nothing to dto with her not
having children. She dlid recover, and if one goes to that area one finds streets namned
Margaret, Elvire and Forrest. Lady Forrest was a remarkable woman and allegedly a great
help to Lord Forrest when he was Premier of this State.

Mr Thomas: She was also a good artist.
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Mr CLARKO: I was not aware of that; it is good when one's formner students are able to add
to one's store of knowledge. This marvellous park is attracting more people. If one goes
along to the past any day. even in winter, one sees a large number of people there, It is
gradually being enveloped by the metropolitan area. Itris no longer out on the fringes;, it is no
longer surrounded by bushland, with no houses to be seen. It is one of the fastest growing
areas within Australia, so I understand. Perhaps if one looks at the figures for how fast the
City of Wanneroo is growing, one would get some evidence of that. All of these peopie,
whether they come from the City of Stirling or the City of Wanneroo - which are
inmmediately adjacent to the area - or from the many other parts of the metropolitan area, are
putting increased pressure on the area.

I think this legislation is adding to our attempts to protect this area as much as we can.
However I ask the Minister to think about something I have mentioned many times in this
place - that is, when the Minister is talking to the Minister for Fisheries, he should try to get
the commercial fishermen out. If the professional fishermen who take other products are able
to work in harmony there without grossly disadvantaging the recreational fishermen, they
should be left there. However, when the day comes that they are interfering with those
people in their quite reasonable recreational demands, I think the Minister should reappraise
that matter. I believe that the conservation aspect of this area should be much larger than the
professional fishing side of it. I do not wish to say anything that will affect professional
fishing in Western Australia. It is a very imnportant industry which brings a lot of export
income to Western Australia and to Australia. In many ways the professional fishermten are
good citizens who do a great dleal for Western Australia. However there are times when a
choice has to be made. I ani making mny choice, after having lived in this area for 30 years
and having chased abalone at Cottesloe when I was a very small boy. That is a long time
aao -

Mr Taylor: I did not know you chased abalone.

Mr CLARKO: When one is a little boy of five or six one actually does chase it. One runs all
over the reef and one's father tells one to be quiet and stay in the one spot. However in those
dlays we called abalone "m-utton fish". Certain Italian people would drop copper sulphate into
the water, which caused the muscle of the abalone to relax and the abalone used to fall off the
rocks. Unfortunately the large and the small abalone were then lost. That is not very good.
However, the Governent has mtade the decision with this legislation that in respect of the
marine park, the Minister for Fisheries shall prevail, and in regard to the marine nature
reserves, the Minister for Conservation and Land Management shall prevail. I would like to
see the Minister for Conservation and Land Management having greater power in regard to
marine parks. I do not think the Minister should be totally subject to the domination of the
Minister for Fisheries, because marine parks are being created for the future, in order to
preserve these areas as well as we can for recreational as well as conservation purposes. I
believe that should take precedence over the commercial use of these areas. Commercial use
should prevail only when it can do so without being disadvantageous to the spirit of the
creation of a marine park.
NIR (;RAVIWN (South Perth) 18.03 prnl: The only aspect of this Bill on which I want to
touch relates to marine parks. Any Bill which adds to the effectiveness of the control of
marine parks or national parks of any kind, whether they be marine or land based, is
deserving of support. However one would have to look hard and long at this particular Bill if
one were tring to assess whether its good features outweigh its bad. While the Bill
ostensibly contributes to the more effective control and management of the duly created
marine parks, it also neutralises to a large extent that objective by ensuring that a very large
section of the Western Australian population will be exempt from any of the regulations
relating to the management and control of those marine parks. In that respect this Bill is
indeed a Clayton's Bill to end all Clayton's Bills. It would be very difficult to find a BUil
which could surpass this Bill in that respect.

The Bill has two purposes, apart from those in respect of forests. Firstly there is the division
of the responsibility between the Minister for Conservation and Land Management and the
Minister for Fisheries in respect of the creation and control of marine parks. Secondly the
Bill makes provision for recreational or commercial fishing to occur in marine parks, and it
also specifically debars fishing in marine nature reserves. Both those objectives are
extremely worthy. I certainly have no quarrel with them. My quarrel relates to the fact that
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we have created marine parks in this State ostensibly to protect areas which are regarded as
being exceptional and worthy of park status. Ningaloo. and the other 'marine park which has
been created, is in that category. They are both worthy of the protection the Minister is
endeavouring to give them.

However, aside from these areas worthy of chat type of control, we are setting up a system of
control and management of these marine parks which provides for many exemptions from the
control and management purposes far which the parks were established. One of the main
objectives of this Bill is to take away the control and management of marine parks fromn the
Department of Conservation and Land Management by handing it over to the Fisheries
Department, which will then administer it according to the Fisheries Act and the regulations
that apply under that Act. That simple fact means that more than 40 000 people in Western
Australia will be exempt from any regulations which are brought in for the management and
control of marine parks in this State. This Bill seeks to hand control to the Minister for
Fisheries, who will administer marine parks under the Fisheries Act. However, under the
Fisheries Act any person living in Western Australia who is -

(a) . .. wholly or partly descended from the original inhabitants of Australia:. and

(b) claims to be an Aboriginal and is accepted as such in the commuunity in which
he lives;

- is exempt fromn the provisions of the Fisheries Act,

He is not subject to any regulations formulated under that Act. According to the last census,
40 000 people in Western Australia mneet that criteria. They are not subject to the regulations
made under the Fisheries Act because the Act specifically excludes them. The sole control of
marine parks in Western Australia will preside with the Minister for Fisheries who has said
that they will be controlled by means of the Act and the regulations promulgated under the
powers conferred by the Fisheries Act. Yet, for a stant, 40 000 people in this State are exempt
from the provisions of the regulations. That is the present situation, but the number of people
who meet that criteria in Western Australia grows rapidly from year to year. In another 10
years, the numbers will be huge. We are altering an Act to provide for the control and
management of marine parks. Those 40 000 people are exempt today but we do not take into
cons ideration that the number will escalate.

The hypocrisy does not end there. Under the Fisheries Act a person does not have to be an
Aborigine to qualify for exemption. A person need only be able to claim to be of Aboriginal
blood, no matter how remote, to meet the Aboriginal descent aspect of the criteria. I presume
rangers of some kind will be appointed to control and police the management of marine
parks. They will be faced with a Herculean task if we expect themn to detennine who is
exempt under the regulations. The rangers would know at the outset that 40 000 people are
exempt but how will they determine who are the 40 000 people. We are making the rangers'
task impossible fromn the outset. Any self-respecting officer charged with that task, knowing
that 40 000 people are exempt from the regulations, would give up in disgust. He would be
very hesitant about approaching anyone if he thought a breach of the regulations had
occurred.

Under section 6 of the Fisheries Act, regulations can apply to 39 such things as -

(a) defining the duties of inspectors and other persons upon whom any duty or
authority is imposed or conferred by this Act or the regulations, defining the
fisheries or parts of the State to which those duties relate..

(b) prescribing the limits in or about the mouth of or within any river, creek,
stream, estuary, or other inlet of the sea within which it shall not be lawful for
any person to fish by means of any net or fi-xed engine;

(c) determining the times and seasons at which the taking of any species of fish or
of any marine algal life shall commence and cease or be permitted or
prohibited;

(d) prescribing the mnode of testing the length of nets, and the dimensions of the
meshes of the nets, and providing for the disposal of forfeited nets;

The 40 000 people mentioned w ill b e exempt from any regulIat ion under t hat sect ion.
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I reiterate thai the Fisheries Act gives the Minister power to promulgate regulations in respect
of 39 issues. They cover all aspects of the fishing industry. As I have said, 40 000 people are
exempt from any of the regulations which would be proiiulgated. What an absurd state of
affairs. In his second reading speech, the Minister referred to the control and management of
marine parks as follows -

The Act's definition of a marine park is effectively that of a national park. Section 13
as amended in clause 4 of the Bill will allow recreational or commrercial fishing to
occur in a marine park. In accordance with the Fisheries Act, fishing will be subject
to controls and management applying under the Fisheries Act and regulations. The
definition of a marine nature reserve remains that of a nature reserve with no proviso
to allow fishing to occur.

That latter reference is to marine nature reserves , but we are talking about marine parks and
the Bill specifically hands control and management of marine parks over to the Minister for
Fisheries, who has no power at all under the regulations as they relate to those 40 000 people
who are exempt.
What sort of marine park are we setting up? How sincere are we when we release Press and
other media statements extolling the virtues of conservation when at the samne time we
provide exemptions in this way. This action defies logic. It places hypocrisy on a pedestal
and elevates the concept of double standards to the status of a desirable objective in our
society. If people would think for a while they would realise that it also denigrates the
Aboriginal race. The action brings into question the direction and commitment of the
Governinint in respect of conservation. At the same time as mnking provisions for marine
parks - and that is a worthy concept on which I congratulate the Government - the
Governent provides exemptions: such a situation brings into question the direction and
commitment of the Government in relation to the overall question of conservation. The
Government's concept of conservation is undoubtedly one of consequence but it is marred by
the illogical and] unjustified determination to treat persons of Aboriginal descent as a race
apart from allI other races in Westemn Australia.
In this case, the suggestion that we treat the Aboriginal race in Westemn Australia as a
subspecies and one that requires special dispensation even in respect of conservation
generally and in respect of the protection of our fauna and flora does them a disservice. I
imagine the Aboriginal people of this State would be horrified to think that we in this
Parliament have that attitude towards them and that we regard them as a subspecies not
capable of taking its place in this comnmunity in respect of the preservation of flora and fauna
and in respect of conservation generally in Western Australia. They would look around and
ask themselves what is wrong with them. They would certainly agree that they have regard
for the flora and fauna of Western Australia and that they do not want to be exempt from the
provisions relating to the protection of flora and fauna.
I cannot explain that attitude, but I congratulate the Government and the Minister concerned
on the efforts that have been and are being made in respect of national parks and nature
reserves. I reiterate that the power to administer and control these marine parks should not be
taken from the Department of Conservation and Land Management and handed to the
Fisheries Department lock, stock and barrel giving it the power to make regulations in respect
of the control and management of parks fromt which 40 000 people will be exempt. That is
not the approach that we should take in respect of these marine parks that we have established
in Western Australia and those we propose to establish.
The concept of marine parks is a wonderful concept. I applaud the Government for what it
has done about them. However, I do not understand why we provide exemptions for 40 000
people, many of whom have integrated into the commuunity and hold responsible positions in
the community. Members in this Parliament would also be exempt from any of those
regulations to which we have referred and which apply also to 40 000 people. They have
taken their place in the community but we tell them that they are not capable of accepting the
legislation and the regulations which we will set in place in relation to the protection of flora
and fauna of Western Australia.
MR IIOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [8.24 pm]: This debate has been repeated in many
Parliaments around the world at sotme stage before tonight and I have the feeling that debates
about conservation and the level of conservation will be repeated in many Parliaments
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around the world in the future. Conservation will have a high profile in community groups
from one country to another. There is no doubt that more and more people are becoming
aware of conservation and that, as we become more conservation conscious, we will have to
battle with problems that we have not dealt with previously. We will have to make decisions
that, in the past, we have been able to put to one side. The argument about the balance of
conservation, how far we should go, how much we should take and leave, how much we
should harvest, what its regeneration will be and a whole host of things will have a high
profile over the next decade or so.
It is interesting in the context of this general debate about conservation that fanners, many of
whom I represent, and one of which I am proud to say I am, could now almost be labelled
pale green. We have comec from the stage where many farmers exploited their land, rook too
much from it, and were not prepared to take conservation measures to a stage where I ant
proud to stand in this House and say that quite the opposite is the case. A majority of farmers
are putting into practice conservation measures on their properties. It has reached the stage
where, in my district, if a fanner is not planting trees, harvesting water, and making sure is
soil is properly looked after. he would be sorely embarrassed by his neighbours' observations
of that fact. It is marvellous that so many people are cooperating.
While we will always have people at one extreme or the other of this debate, I ant confident
in my mind that the mainstream of Western Australian society falls into the pale green
category. The difficulty in the future will be how far we can go from one side to the other. I
guess we will debate for a long time the sorts of issues that the member for Albany raised in
relation to tree fanning and the member for South Perth raised in relation to marine parks and
fishing. I hope out of that debate will come a sensible level of conservation that will allow
our renewable resources to be harvested and the setting aside of areas of natural environment
for the benefit of all.
It is very important that, as politicians. we do not take an extreme point of view of one side or
the other about these issues, but that we listen to all the points that are put to us and tr to
strike sonic sort of balance between them. In that context, I believe that the problems that we
are just starting to tackle in Western Australia in relation to marine parks will cause uis Some
pain.
1, like the member for South Perth, ant a little fearful about the Fisheries Department and the
Minister for Fisheries overseeing this area of conservation ratlier than its being overseen by
the Minister for Conservation and( Land Management who, because of his title, should surely
take account of conservation issues rather than a Minister who has, as part of his portfolio,
the control of professional fishernien who niay exploit those resources. In that context there
will always be somec sort of conflict between amiateurs and profess ionalls. I see it clearly in
my area where the Gnowangerup Shire Council had control of ihe Gairdner. the Pall inup and
the Bremer Rivers. That control was taken over by the Fisheries Department. We have had,
andi continue to have, debate about whether the professionals or the amateurs take too many
fish and at what time of the year professionals should be allowed into the rivers, so that it is
difficult to strike a sensible balance between those two groups. However, I think all of us,
despite that, agree that we have to look at this issue of marine parks in the context of sensible
management for the future. As the member for Kanrinyup said, amateur fishing is the highest
recreational pastime listed by people in this country. We, therefore, have to take account of
their points of view.
I have sonie reservations about the proposed tree farming agreement because I can see
problems arising where particular areas nmay be targeted for tree farming arrangements. If
that were to happen those areas could be completely taken over as tree farming areas and we
will be confronted with a situation where there are no people living in those areas of the
State.
If niembers travel along the Blackwood valley of Western Australia they will see what
happened in 1969-73 dluring the rural depression. Many small farmers inl that area were
forced to sell their properties and most of the country that caie onto the miarket at that time
was bought by private pine planting companies or by the Government for pine plantations.
Thousands of acres of the best fartuland in this State has been taken over for growing pine
trees.
Mr Hodge: '[hat is not how this will wvork.
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Mr HOUSE: I understand what the Minister is saying, but I am outlining to him what could
happen if particular areas are targeted for commercial tree planting and it took off in a bigger
way than that which is envisaged.

Mr Hodge. It would happen only if the Canner who owned the property planted trees. It is
his right to plant what he wants.

Mr HOUSE: I accept what the Minister is saying. I am mentioning a concern chat I have
about how far we will take this concept. Some of the areas which are proposed for tree
planting have the highest rainfall in the State. It involves the best agricultural land in the
Stare. The figures which have been given to me suggest that tree farming in those areas will
be more viable than growing wool or cattle. It will he easy for a fanner to take up thle option
to plant trees and to leave his fanin.

Mr Hodge: None of them has left. They see it as an adjunct to their fanning pursuits.

Mr HOUSE: I understand what the Minister is saying, but he can appreciate what I amr
saying: It will create problems for smaller country communities. I amn not against the
concept; it is a very good concept. But when the director is given the power under this Bill
hie should take note of the issue I am raising-, that is, that smaller country towns will be
affected if areas are totally reafforested.

Mr Hodge: If the executive director refuses to enter into an agreement the farmer could enter
into an agreement with Bunnings or another private firm. I will answer your query in detail
when I reply.

Mir HOUSE: [ think I have made my point.

Thle National1 Party shares the concern expressed by the member for Albany and it will
.Support his amnernment to clause 6 which appears on thle Notice Paper. The National Party is
of the opinion that it is right and proper that both Houses of Parliament should tletennine:
what commercial activities should take place onl arn A class reserve and onl forest reserves in
this State. The National Party believes that the B ill is aI step in the right direction becaulse it
allows thle director to permi thle Depatment of Conservation and Land Management to take
part in forest[ pr'oduction and timber share fanning. Indeed, if it develops technology which is
saleable to other pails, of the world, ohviously it should benefit fromt it. If it cam sell the
patent rights, good luck to it - It will be of benefit to this State. The National Pa-rty has no
objection to that. Apart from the reservation of the National Party with regard to thle
director's powers concerning A class reserves and State forest reserves it is pleased to support
the Bill.

.%lR 1101fl1 (Melville - Minister for Conservation and Land Management) I8,34 pl: I
thank all members who have made a contribution to this debate. The contributions have lbeen
short, shar-p andi to the point. To varying degrees almost all the mnembers who spoke have, in
my opinion, misinterpreted this Bill It is a fairly dlull piece of legislation and it is not doing
anything new. Itris a Bill to clarify existing powers already defined in the Conservation and
Land Management Act. The Bdi has been brought to thle Parliament at the behest of the
executive director of the department and is based on legal advice that he has been given by
the Crown Solicitor concerning a number of grey areas in the existing Act which required
clarification, It is an enabling Bill and there is nothing radical or new in it.

The member for Albany seemed to be supportive of most parts of the Bill except that part
which related to thle powers of the executive di rector to enter into bus iness arrangements.
Mr Watt: H-e did not seem ito be;, hie was.

Mr HODGE: All right, the member for Alhany wats - I will come back to that.

The member for Karrinyup expressed his concern about the exploitation or fish in the
Maninion Marine Park. I mnust admnit that I agree with most of what he "aid. When the
Conservation and Land Management Act was originally before the parliament it contained
some degree of compromise and tratle-offs were miade. The Manrnion andi N'ingaloo Marine
Parks would not be in existence if there had not been some dlegree of compromise and trade-
offs between thle conservation interests and the fishing industry. If we had adopted a hard
line from the point of view of conservation, the fishing industry would have opposed the
creation of chose parks and I know who would have won the argument. The fishing indlustry
obviously would have won the argument and we wtiultl not have those marine parks today.
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The member for South Perth. tog4 ether with other members who have spoken, has
misinterpreted the fact that the Fisheries Act will override the Conservation and Land
Management Act as a result of this Bill. It always has. It is not new to this Bill. If there is
any inconsistency between the two pieces of legislation. the Fisheries Act is superior. This
Bill seeks to clarify the issues. It certainly does not hand over the nanagement or control of
the nmatrine parks to the Fisheries Department. The BUi states that ini areas where commercial
or recreational fishing exist the regulations that will apply will be those under the Fisheries
Act. All the other areas of the marine parks will be managed and controlled by the
regulations under the Conservation and Land Management Act. Overall control of the
marine parks lies with the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority, the statutory
body in which the marine parks are vested. I am the Minister charged with the final authority
for the marine parks.

As far as commercial and recreational fishing are concerned I consult with the Minister for
Fisheries and I take note of the requirements he wants to make. The two departments are
working harmoniously and closely together and the Marmnion Marine Park is the blueprint for
interdepartmental cooperation. The officers from the Department of Fisheries have powers
under the Conservation and Land Management Act and I think officers from CALM have
powers under the Fisheries Act. Officers from both departments share office accommodation
and facilities and work in a cooperative way. It is not a matter of them and us: it is a1
cooperative venture by officers of the State Government to enforce the provisions of the
respective Statutes.

Mr Clarko: I think it is working better now thani it did last year. The people concerned have
a lot to do with the policing aspect.

Mr HODGE: That is right. I agree. Nevertheless. I listened closely to What the member for
Karrinyup said and I will ensure that his retnarks in Hiansard are drawn to the attention of the
Minister for Fisheries because most of his remarks corne under his jurisdiction.

The tmember for Katanning-Roe made sonme comments about share funning arrangements.
We are entering into shame farming agreements now and have been doing so for a couple of
years. The initial ones were softwood share fan-ning agreements. but recently we entered into
somne hardwood share farming agreements. Based on legal advice fromn the Crownt Solicitor,
some doubts have been cast about the executive director's powers to sign the contracts. As
Minister, [ have had to sign the contracts because of that doubt. There have also been somle
grey areas about what would happen if people reneged or the property changed hands. We
have been anxious to have these powers clarified in the legislation.

We have 2 000 hectares under hardwood afforestation now and somne very large areas under
softwood afforestation. In most of those arrangements we pay an anniual fee to the farmer to
look after and manage that tree crop. At the end of the prescribed period, which may be 12 or
15 years, we own the trees and harvest them. They are our property. I do not think there has
been a single case so far in which a fan-ner placed his whole farm under tree crop and
uprooted himself and his family and walked off thie farm. It has not worked that way.
Frankly, while I can see that it is theoretically possible, I doubt very much that it would ever
happen.

Mr House: It did with pine trees because the economic level of farning dropped to such an
extent that it was the only way out for a lot of people.
Mr HODGE: The case the member outlined was when people sold their property and the
Governiment bought it. That is not the case with share fanning. We are not buying the
fanner's property. It is still the farmer's fain: we merely pay himi an annual. fee to grow a
crop on his property and at the end of that time the crop is ours. If hie likes, perhaps for
taxation or other purposes, we will pay him a lump sum at the end of the period instead of an
annual fee. It is no different for the fannier than it would be if he were growing any other
crop. He may choose to grow several hectares of apples. wheat or whatever. In this case, hie
chooses to grow trees and we enter into a commercial arrangement with him to buy those
trees from him.
In respect of the concern that the member for Albany and the mnember for Katanning-Roe
have about the executive director's powers to enter into business agreements, proposed
section 34A is an enabling provision to allow the executive director to enter into a hroader
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range of business agreements rh-an could otherwise be undertaken by him. Undertakings are
to be in connection with the functions of the department; for example. commercial
involvement with hardwood and softwood afforestation. The powers of section 34A have
been d[rafted with particular reference to a proposal for a crust that we have under
consideration.
It is common knowledge around Penth that a number of leading Timber companies for some
time have been working on plans to try to launch public companies that would invite the
public to subscribe to a unit trust type company that will plant trees, again on the basis of a
sharefarrning agreement with farmers on private piroperty. We have been approached by a
number of these firms asking the Government to assist them and to participate. We are
giving serious thought to that. We cannot progress that unless the executive director has his
powers clarified.

It is not proposed to give the executive director any new powers. Section 34 of the original
Conservation and Land Management Act lays out in chapter anid verse the powers of the
executive director. Clause 6 of the Bill really just amplifies and clarifies the executive
director's powers. It is a grey area and there is some legal doubt as to whether, if we chose to
proceed with facilitatingy a tree trust, the executive director could do it or not. Some legal
opinion we have had suggests hie can, some suggests it is doubtful. Of course, we would not
want to proceed with the establishment of such a trust, only to find there was some sont of
legal challenge and we had to scrap the whole thing and start over again.

The whole of Australia is talking about tree plantations - conservationists, the timber industry
and political parties. I have yet to talk to one person who is opposed to large scale tree
plantations. This move is desigtned to facilitate this Government or any future Government to
assist that sont of afforestation plan. That is why the changes are being made. They are being
mnade at the express request of the executive director andi based on advice from the Crown
Solicitor, I believe the move will assist tree plantations. I think I have covered all the
general points members have made. I thank them for their general support of the legislation.

Question put anid passed.

Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Deputy Chainnan of Committees (Dr Gallop) in the Chair; Mr Hodge (Minister for
Conservation and Land Management) in charge of the Bill.
Claustes I to 5 put and passed.

Clause 6: Sections 34IA and 3411 inserted

Mr WATT: I move -

Page 3, line 28 - To delete the words "the Minister".

Amendment put and passed.

Mr WATT: I move -
Page 3, line 28 - To substitute the following for the words deleted -

both Houses of Parliament
Notwithstanding the comments made by the Minister in response to the second reading
debate, there is no certainty about the future. Parliaments make laws on such matters as
taation;, they believe those laws. to be watertight and they are frequently made because of
legal doubts creamed by either lawyers or accountants in private practice or by Crown Law
officers. Once those laws are passed. somewhere down the track sharp operators will find a
loophole or a flaw, such that they are able to act outside the spirit of the legislation, and they
flaunt the law.

If ever there was a reason to be concerned about giving wide powers to any body, now is the
time. In recent months this State has been plunged into debt, to the order of almost
$65Q million, by its various agencies becoming involved in business dealing.s. The
Government has given guarantees to rescue private enterprise corporations, and The State
Government Insurance Commission has been involved in that exercise, as has the State
Superannuation Board. The R & I Bank has been involved in this sort of business activity
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and the Government has now bought into a petrochemical plant. The Government has been
involved in real estate deals of dubious integrity. and the State Superannuation Board and the
Superantnuation Board Investment Trust have lost money in business dealings. I amn quite
sure that when the legislation was passed, that was not the intention of the Parliament. It is
my very firm view that if these business dealings had been brought before both Houses of
Parliament for approval, many would never have taken place, and the enormous debt this
State will have to dig itself out of in the next few years would never have been incurred.
Alternatively, the people of this State will go without many things while these debts aire paid
for.
The Opposition feels strongly that the only appropriate way in which the executive director
should become involved in share dealings is with the approval of both Houses of Parliament.
Generally speaking. if a deal of some importance is being arranged, those arrangements are
made over a period: it dfoes not happen overnight. There are not too many gaps between the
sittings of Parliament, and I do not believe the State would be inconvenienced. In fact, it
would be protected if the executive director were required to gain the approval of Parliament
in these matters.
Mr HOUSE: Although I agree with the member for Albany, the proposed method is rather
cumbersome. I shall be interested to hear the Minister's coinnients on that aspect. I share the
reservations of the member for Albany with regard to a number of issues raised, but consider
it would take a very long time to dleal with these matters if each and every arrangement camne
to the Parliament tbr approval. It is iiipractical. The National Party d.oes not consider that
the director should have the power to enter into somne types of business arrangements, and I
do not refer to arrangements such ats timber sharefarmring. However, it has serious
reservations with regard to business undertakings on A class reserves with which the director
may wish to become involved.
Mr H-odge: It is constrained by the functions of the deparment. He can only enter into
business arraiwemients that conform to the linct ions of his department.
Mr HOUSE: Do the functions of the department not cover the control and administration of
the Fitzgerald River National Park*?
Mr Hodge: Yes, hut other parts of the Act lay dlown what can be done in national parks.
Mr HOUSE: If an international developer wanted to develop a hotel resort in the middle of
the Fitzgerald River National Park, approval should first be given by the Parliament. If my
understanding of this Bill is correct, the director would have the authority to make such a
decision without referring it to the Parliament.
Mr Hodge: No. H-e could not do that in any of the parks if it were not an essentia funct ion,
unless there was a management plan, which is a public document, that provided for a resort
hotel to be developed in the middle of the park.
Mr HOUSE: I do not like flying kites, I prefer to deal with the facts. However, it is possible
to set up a group to present a management plan that suits the criteria.
Mr Hodge: The management plan must be processed in accordance with the Act; it must go
to the shire councils, before public meetings, to the State Planning Commu-ission, and through
all procedures. It is not possible to whistle through a management plan very secretly or
quietly, and they takce about two years to complete.
Mr Wiese: But the Minister has the ultimate control to put in or take out of that managemnent
plan as he wants to.
Mr HOUSE: That is the crux of the matter. The National Party will support the amendment
proposed by the member for Albany. Unless the Minister can convince me otherwise or allay
mny fears completely, I believe this clause will be unacceptable to a large number of people int
Western Australia.
Mr HODGE: I do not accept the words proposed to be inserted by the member for Albany. I
thought for a moment that this place was acting as a debating Chamber and that the member
for Katanning-Roe had listened to may explanation and changed his stance. Unfortunately he
has not.
Mr House: I listened, but did not change my stance.
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Mr HODGE: Of course there are national parks with facdlities in them: for example the
Yanchep National Park has had a hotel in it for more than 40 years.

Mr House: Which was created first, the hotel or the national park'?

Mr HODGE: The park, I think. Milistream National Park had a tavern in it until recently.
The John Forrest National Park has a tavern in it. The A class reserve at Crawley has a very
good restaurant in it, and so one could go on. There is nothing unusual about reserves
containing facilities for the public. Indeed, in sonic remote areas unless there were
accommodation or facilities in parks people could not enjoy them because there would be
nowhere to stay. If they decided to camp out or live rough in the park, they could dto more
damage than if a proper facility were provided.

I stress, as I have previously, that the executive director already has wide powers under
section 34. 1 urge members concemned about this matter to look at those existing powers of
the executive director. Those powers must be used and exercised in conjunction with the
definition of the functions of the executive director, so he cannot go off at a tangent and start
doing all sorts of deal1s as canvassed by the member for Albany, who could not resist having a
few political digs about business undertakings - and I guess that one must accept that in any
debate in this place. but that had nothing whatever to do with this amendment.

I have explained fully what the amiendm-ent is for:, how it originated: how it will be used:. and
that it is nor capable of being abused or used for the purposes that the member for Albany
canvassed. For those reasons I am opposing the insert ion of his words,, but foreshadow that I
will be moving the am~endment on the Notice Paper standing in my name to insert the word
"Treasurer" in place of the word "Minister". It seems to mne that it is important that if any
action the executive director takes will impinge on the State's finances the Minister
responsible for those finances, the Treasurer, should be the person in charge anti not 1, For
that reason I will move that amendment.

The member for Katanning-Roe made the point that if we accepted the tunendment moved] hy
the Opposition that would. bog clown the operations of the department. It could not do any
sort of real estate deal without coming to the Parliament. The executive director does half a
dozen real estate deals a week. every week of the year, so if we accepted the amiendment the
affairs of the departmient would virtually grind to a stop between par-liamnentary sessions. If
one looks at the Bill one sees that it includes the powers of the executive director to acquire,
hold and dispose of real andi personal property.

The memiber for Katanning-Roc mentioned the fact that if we developed new technology -
and [ guess in the timber industry we are doing just that; he might be familiar with the wood
research centre at Harvey which is developing a kiln for drying timber quickly using solar
energy with which we are well advanced and which could become a world market leader -
and that sort of business arrangement were to be entered into, we would have to wait for
Parliament to recommence. We would have ito (to the samec if we wanted to make a land
deal - and there are half a dozen or I1) of them a week - we would have to wait until the next
session of Parliament. Parliament sometimes goes into recess for up to six months-.
particularly over election periods, so what is being put forward is not practical. I ami not
opposing it because the member has put it forward; my record of accepting Opposition
amnendments would have to be the highest of any of my ministerial colleagues, and if I
believed the amendment was workable I would not oppose it, but it is not workable and I
hope the member accepts my explanation.

Mr WATT: I understand the points the Minister is making, but do not accept them for the
reason that in view of what he has said it is obvious that the Bill is not well drafted and that
there are far too many variations between small dealings and the potential for very large
dealings. Clause 34A(l)(b), for example. is so wide that it alIlows the department to invest in
or other-wise acquire, and buy and sell, shares and business undertakings. That is very wide
in its scope.

Mr IHodge: But it is constrained by the functions of the department. It can do that only in so
far as it facilitates the functions of the department.

Mr WATT: The memnber for Narrogin made the point well that even though a management
plan might be in place the Minister has the power to change these things at a stroke of the
pen. He can approve changes to management plans and things can happen so quickly that
they sneak up and overtake one so quickly that they would be passed.
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Mr Hodge: Management plans must go out to the public for three months.

Mr HOUSE: As the Minister has raised the matter of managements plans, I wish to clarify a
point with regard to the management plan. The Minister sets up a conmitee which produces
a management plan for a certain area. He has said it then goes to the shire councils and
various groups. How does that bind them in real terms? Does that plan come to the
Parliament for discussion or is it solely something that is dealt with by the Minister's office
and administration before a decision is made through that process?

Mr Hodge. It does not come to the Parliament.

Mr HOUSE: So the Minister for Environment is saying that the proposal put forward by
those people could be rejected completely.

Mr Hodge: That is possible, but it does not ever happen

Mr WIESE: I take up the challenge issued by the Minister, who thought he would get a
debate on this matter and then was disappointed. He deserves a debate on this matter,
because he has tried to whitewash somne or what hie is trying to do in this clause of the Bill.
He endeavoured to dto that when he started to say that everything in the Bill will be under the
control or a management plan. We have elicited the fact that even if it is under the control of
a management plan ultimately any managemient plan has to come before the Minister who has
the power to alter or reject anything on it: so we got rid of that furphy fairly quickly.

The member for Albany madec a real point when hie talked about the powers given in this
clause in relation to business undertakings, The Parliament is quite right, especially in the
present clim-ate, in querying the fact that we are giving these sorts of powers to the executive
director and requiring the approval1 of somebody as yet to be decided in the exercise of these
powers. For that reason I go along with the fact that there needs to be some sort of
amiendment. The problemn that the member for Katanning-Roe and I have is that we are faced
with a choice and at this stagre we are only faced with a choice between the Treasurer or both
Houses of Parliament because we have got rid of the Minister for Environment. Although I
do not like either choice, and accept the points made by the Mirnier in relation to inserting
the words "both Houses of Parliamnent", if 1 have to make a choice it will be on the side of
both Houses of Parliament because I do not believe transferring it to the Treasurer is
acceptable for two reasons: First, because the Parliament has no control and no say and is not
even consulted when any decision to invest or acquire - whatever it may be - is made. It is
also not acceptable to put the Treasurer there because that is only complicating what is
already a complicated issue because the control under this Bill is already split between the
Minister controlling CALM and the Minister controlling fisheries. If that were not bad
enough, the Minister for Environment is now Inserting an amnendm-ent which will allow the
Treasurer to have his say in the works as well. H-e is putting three Ministers in control where,
quite frankly, the power ought to~be exercised by one Minister.

For that reason, I ama prepared to go along with the amendment moved by the member for
Albany, rather than with the amendment moved by the Minister.

Amenmnnt put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (t7)

Mr Bradshaw Mr House Mr Schell Mr Wiese
Mrt Clarko Mr Lewis ir Thompson Mr Williamrs (Teller)
Mr Court Mr Lightfoot Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Crayden Mr Macinnon Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Greig Mr Mensaros Mr Watt

Noes (23)

Dr Alexander Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins
Mr Bertram Mr Hedge Mr D. L. Smiith Dr Watson
Mr Cunningham Mr Marlborough Nlr P.J. Snmith Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Parker Mr Taylor Mrs Buchanan (Feller)
Mr Grill Mr Pearce MvrThomas
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Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr HasseDl Mr Tom Jones
Mr Blaikie Mr Car
Mr Cash Dr Lawrence
Mr Maslen Wr Evans
Mr Crane Mr Peter Dowding

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr HODGE: I move -

Page 3, line 28 - To substitute the following for the words deleted -

the Treasurer

Mr WATT: We have accepted the inevitable, and we realise that there has to be a word
inserted to replace the word that has been deleted. I suppose from our point of view it is
better to have loved and lost than never to have loved at all. I ask the Minister to give somec
consideration to the concerns that have been raised by the Opposition panties in respect of the
matters contained in section 34A. Our concerns might be seen by some as more imaginary
than real, but we have a responsibility to the future of the State, andi whether we like it or not
we have seen some pretty horrific deals (lone inl recent years that were probably never
intended. I ask the Minister to give an indication that he will carefully examine this situation
with a view possibly to separating somec of the more serious investment decisions that tmight
be made by the executive director from those of a more mundane and ongoing nature, such as
the land purchases that he referred to, so that section 34A could perhaps be divided into two
parts.
Mr HODGE: I agree to have another took at this, as requested by the member for Albany.
Amendnent put and passed.
Mr WA'TT: In respect of section 34B, could the Minister explain what financial planning has
been put in place to address the ongoing timber sharefarming agreements? Does the
department have any estimates of the size of the areas that it is projected might be planted,
and of what the costs might be? Given that there is to be an annual fee payable to people who
participate in these agreements, obviously a fair amount of' money will build up over a 10
year period before a rotation starts to take place.
Mr HODGE: There is a goal for softwoods sharefarniing and softwoods plantations, and I
am trying desperately to remember what that figure is. I think from memory it is about 2 000
hectares a year to be put under pine. In respect of hardwoods afforestation, there is not at this
stage a definite objective. The department's objective would be to get as much as possible as
quickly as possible.
Mr Watt: Do you plan to tr to regulate the planting so that you do not have 100000
hectares planted next year and none the following year?
Mr HODGiE: We certainly have that plan for softwoods, and we are in the process of
developing that plan for hardwoods. Our first venture into hardwoods sharefarming schemes
was only six months ago, when we invited expressions of interest from farmers around the
Peel-Harvey catchment area, the Wellington catchment area and the Denmark area, and we
were overwhelmed with farmers who came to us and asked if they could enter into the
scheme. So 2 000 hectares went in in a very short time, or 1.5 mill ion trees. It is our
objective to build on that and gradually work up to planting perhaps 10 000 hectares per year
of hardwoods. It is still very early days, and many of the farmers who contacted us when we
first called for expressions of interest have expressed a very strong interest if we again invite
farmers to participate, so I do not think there will be any shortage of farmers wanting to enter
into this scheme. There are funds earmarked in the present Budget for this purpose.

Mr Watt: Will that be stepped up each year?
Mr HODGE: That is correct.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
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Clauses- 7 to 9 put and passed.
Clause 10: Section 59 amended -

Mr WIESE: I want a guarantee from the Minister that the subsection to be added by this
clause is in addition to all the previous subsections and wvill not stand on its own. We are
adding this to section 59, which already has four subsections. It is very specific and refers to
the M4inister for Fisheries. Subsection (2) requires the controlling body to submit the
management plan to the local authority within whose district the land in question is situated.
I want to be sure we are not treating marine parks in a different way from other proposed
parks, bits of land or whatever, which require a management plan. I want to ensure marine
parks are treated in exactly the same way as all these other parks and their management plans
aire submitted to all the local authorities wvhich may be affected in the samle way as these other
management plans are submitted at the present tune. I hope I have made myself clear.
Mr HODGE: I think I understand what the member for Narrogin was saying. The other parts
Of Clause 59 would aIpply if the ocean were under the control of the local authorty, but I dto
not believe any local authority hats jurisdiction out in the ocean. I think the jurisdiction of the
local authority finishes at the high water mark. Section 59(2) reads -

The controlling body shall submit the proposed management plan to each local
authority within whose district the land in question is situated and any such local
authority shall, notwithstanding section 58, be given at reasonable time in which to
prepare written submissions on the proposed plan.

I do not believe any marine park Would be created in an area of ocean which would come
under the control of any local authority, so I do not think the member has read that section
correctly.

Cla use jm I aid pllassed.

Slutist's I I ito 14 put aitti passedi.

lit It iI and1( passedi.
Report

Bill reported. with amendments, and the report adopted.
Thir d Reading

NIH f)l(I (Melville - Minister for Conservation and Lanid Managemnti) 19.24 pij:I
MIove -

That the Bill be now read a thi rd t ime.

NI H (; AiIJEN (South Perth) 19.2$ pmll I rise to comment on some remairks nude by the
Minister in his reply to the second reading. He said the Bill was not doing anything new. I
want to make it absolutely clear that I do not accept that statement. The Bill does something
new with fisheries. The whole purpose of the Bill is to define the powers which exist
between the Minister for Conservation and Land Management and the Minister for Fisheries.
The Minister for Conservation and Land Management will retain certain powers, and hie will
hand over certain powers to the Minister for Fisheries.
Mr Hodge: That is the position at the moment. The Minister for Fisheries already has those
powers. I aun not handing anything over to him.
Mr GRAYDEN: The Bill is mnaking clear which powers will reside with him. The
Conservation and Land Management Act, as the Minister has said, is all-emibracing. It
provides very wvide powers. One has only to look at the definitions in the Act. Take fauna
and flora. Under the Conservation and Land Management Act fauna means -

... fauna for the time being within the meanming of that term in the Wildlife
Conservation Act 1950;

Flora means -

.i .e lra for the time being within t he mean ing of that terin in the Wild life
Conservation Act 1950):

Now let us look at the d~efinitions of fauna antd flora in the \N il dl ife Coinserv at ion Act. It is all
enibraciin. Fauna means -
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... any aimnal indigenous to any State or Territory of the. Commonwealth or the
territorial waters of the Commonwealth;

If we look at the definition of "animal'* in the Wildlife Conservation Act, we will see how
sweeping it is. The definition reads -

"animal'* means any living thing that is not a human being or a plant and includes in
relation to any such animal the eggs, larvae or semen;

That definition of an animal is all embracing. The definition of flora reads -

"flora" means any plant (including any wildflower, palm, shrub, tree, fern, creeper or
vine) which is -

(a) native to the State; or

(hi declared to be flora pursuant to subsection (4) of this section,
and includes any part of flora and all seeds and spores thereof,

We have two definitions of fauna and flora, one in the Conservation and Land Management
Act and one in the Wildlife Conservation Act. Under the Conservation and Land
Management Act the executive director has all sorts of powers. Again this is all embracing.
Section 34 reads -

Subject to this Act and the Public Service Act 1978, the Executive Director has power
to do all things that are necessary or convenient to be done for, or in connection with,
the petforniance of the functions of the Department.

So the executive director has tremendous powers. Look at the powers hie has for tnaking
regulations, because that is what I amn talking about. Under the Conservation and Land
Management Act, section 130 reads -

The regulations may provide for the protection, management and control of national
parks nature reserves, marine nature reserves, marine parks and land referred to in
section 5(g) including provision as to the protection and conservation of fautna and
flora therein whether indigenous or not.

The Conservation and Land Management Act indicates the powers the executive director has
in respect of making regulations. I emphasise that there is no exemption for persons of
Aboriginal descent in the CALM Act, so the Minister has all sorts of powers, through the
executive director, in respect of regulations, with no exemptions. The Bill before the House,
notwithstanding those powers which are inherent in the CALM Act, will define thetn anti
hand some over to the Minister for Fisheries. We have all-embracing powers under the
CALM Act and will hand thetm over to the Minister for Fisheries. yet the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management has said he is not introducing anything new. We should
look at his speech to see what he is doing. Members should contrast these words with the
statement that nothing new is being introduced. The Minister said in his speech -

The Act's definition of a marine park is effectively that of a national park. Section 13
as amnended in clause 4 of the Bill wdl allow recreational or commercial fishing to
occur in a marine park, in accordance with the Fisheries Act. Fishing will be subject
to controls and management applying under the Fisheries Act and regulations.

Not under the CALM Act, where no exemptions are provided along the lines I have already
set out. The powers in this Act are being handed over to the Minister for Fisheries and he
will, by those regulations, control and manage these marine parks. That is the purpose of this
Bill -to hand the powers over. By doing that, 40 000 people in this State will be exempt
from any of the regulations which are introduced. That is the situation at the present time,
according to the last census. Since then the situation has become even worse:, the figure has
greatly increased. It is 40 000 now and with every year that passes it will increase. How,
then, do we have a national park, with 40 000 exemptions and more to came? This
Government has a particularly good record in respect of national parks and no-one would
dispute that; but the Minister cannot be sincere in his avowed aim in respect of national parks
or parks of this kind if he is going to grant 40 000 or more exemptions - and that is precisely
what this Bill does.
Irepeat that the Minister has said he is not doing anything new. He may not regard that as
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anything new, hut I regard it as something of great consequence when he has unlimited
powers under an existing Act - powers to mnake regulations protecting flora and fauna, with
no exemptions from that Act - and those powers are handed over to another Minister when he
does not have the power to make regulations in respect of 40 000 people. I do not accept the
Minister's statement for that reason. I hope the Minister, at a later time, will give
consideration to the unsatisfactory state of affairs which wil] exist in respect of marine parks,
and will do something to remove this exemption; because the Aboriginal people of Western
Australia are integrated into our comnmunity. In some cases they occupy extremely high
positions in the State and they do not want to be treated as a subspecies - a race apart. They
have a regard for the fauna and flora of Western Australia and they do not want to be exempt,
but while they are exempt a huge number of people are taking advantage of that exemption
and wvill continue to do so at the expense of the fauna and flora of Western Austra]lia.

It is not possible to have a conservation policy of significance and have 40 000 exemptions.
It is so illogical that it defies comprehension and I therefore ask the Minister to give the most
urgent consideration to this question in an effort to rectify it.
MIR WIESE (Narrogin) [9.34 pm]: Mr Speaker -

QutOridnz
Mr WILLIAMS: Mr Speaker, [ draw your attention to the state of the House.

The SPEAKER: I[count 19 people.

Mr Williams: Including those behind the Chair.

The SPEAKER: If you look at the rules, it says, "in the vicinity".

Mr Williams: You are the Speaker.

The SPEAKER: Well, there are 19. I thank you for calling it to my attention.

Debate Resanied

Mr WIESE: I am not happy with the reply I received from the Minister and] unfortunately I
was not able to lay my hands on the information I required to clarify the situation. I believe
the Minister has shown a lack of understanding of what constitutes a marine park. I want to
put this before him.
I was talking about the requirement under the present section 59 of the Act that management
plans for land be submitted to a local authority, and the endeavour to make sure that the same
would apply to mnarine parks, and the Minister fobbed me off with the fact that because local
authorities do not have any control over the sea they do not come under the requirements of
the new clause we talked about. I want to bring to the Minister's attention just what does
constitute land. In the definitions in the Act "land" includes -

(a) tidal land:,

(b) tidal waters in any inlet, estuary, lagoon, river, stream or creek; and
(c) the waters of any inet, estuary, lake, lagoon or swamp or of any river, stream

or creek whether flowing continuously or intermittently:

1 put it to the Minister that any of this sont of land which comprises or could comprise a
marine park dfoes come under the control of the local authority and I believe a management
plan would be required to be submitted to the local governent authority.

Mr Hodge: If I can interject here, if you are correct and if the ocean does come under the
control of the local authority, then there is no argument. The plans would be submitted to
them.
Mr WIESE: I wanted to make absolutely sure it does, and that is what I am trying to do.

My other point is that when we are talking about the marine park, section 5 of the Act states
in part -

5. Where in this Act reference is made to "land to which this Act applies", the
reference is to land, or land and waters, comprising -

(e) marine parks;
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(f) marine nature reserves; ...

We are asking that councils whose land is contiguous to these marine parks be notified. [ was
not very happy with the reply I received from the Minister.

As to marine reserves, under section 14 there is a requirement for public notification and that
the proposals be notified to various people. The section specifies the people to be notified.
That notice talks about specifying the boundaries of the waters of the proposed park, and it is
a very specific requirement. Subsection (3) states in part -

(3)(a) Notification of a proposal to make an order under section 13(l) shall be given
to each local authority whose district is contiguous to the proposed reserve or park.

Therefore I believe all those local authorities which have land adjoining a section of land the
Minister is proposing to put into a marine park would require to be notified and given an
opportunity to make a contribution.

Mr Hodge: Well, there is no argument.

Mr WIESE: That is exactly what I wanted to hear from the Minister.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN AND CAPITAL WORKS FUNDI11 RILL

Commnittee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr Gallop) in the Chair Mr Peter Dowding
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): Members may be aware that the format of the
General Loan Fund Estimates is not exactly that which is contemplated by the Standing
Orders. Under Standing Order 304(7), in order to maintain the intent of the Standing Orders
which provide for a general debate and then discussion of specific items, I propose to call in
turn each of those areas of expenditure listed on page five of the General Loan and Capital
Works Fund Estimates of Expenditure. Although they are listed as itemns. I will treat them as
Divisions and call for general debate. The time limits for general debate on Divisions shall
apply. At the conclusion of the general debate I shall call for items. Members may then
speak on those activities listed under that area of expenditure in the body of the Estimates.
The time limnits for items shall then apply. I remind members of the warning given by the
Acting Speaker when the House embarked upon the second reading debate of the
Appropriation (General Loan and Capital Works Fund) Dill when he said -

Members should note that not all expenditure proposed in the General Loan and
Capital Works Funds Estimates of Expenditure involves that fund. There are items
listed in those Estimates which are funded from other sources.

The Acting Speaker then advised members who wished to raise questions concerning those
items which dlid not involve expenditure from the General and Capital Works Fund Estimnates
that they should do so during the second reading debate on the Bill as Committee
consideration of the Capital Works Program expenditure will be restricted to the discussion
of the Estimates of expenditure from that fund alone.

Division 1: Agriculture, $2 453 000 -

Mr COURT: I have one query in relation to this Division, which I could mention later. Do
individual Ministers handle their areas?
Mr Peter Dowding: I think the tradition is that the Treasurer handles the whole shebang, but
if the member wants to give me an idea of any particular area of interest I will get some
advice for him from the relevant Minister. [ will handle it, although I will get some advice.

Mr COURT: In this case I think the Minister for Agriculture could handle it because it is in
relation to the Esperance Regional Centre. Can the Minister give an explanation as to the
$1.5 million being spent on that centre? Could he explain what is being proposed for that
particular centre and when construction will be completed on it'?

Tv~r GRILL: It is a completely new set of offices for the Department of Agriculture at
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Esperance, including research facilities, offices for extension staff and regulatory staff,
general officers and the whole paraphernalia chat goes with a research centre,

Mr Court: When will the centre be completed?

Mr GRILL: Shortly; I think next month.

Mr- MacKiNNON: I want to raise a matter of a general nature which might apply to
agriculture, although I am not sure which section my question relates to. Mr Deputy
Chairmnan, I hope you will give me the rime to expand briefly in my argument. Recently in
the other place the Minister for Budget Management brought down a statement indicating
that the Government, through the R & I Bank. was to purchase the remaining assets and
liabilities of the Teachers Credit Society. At the rime the Minister for Budget Management
said that the losses and the amnount involved in that takeover was $85.1 million in net cash
outfiowing terms. That would impact on the 1988-89 Budget. The Minister for Budget
Management indicated that that would be funded via four methods including the unallocated
balance of accumulated short trn interest earnings and also - this is the area I want to touch
on and which is relevant to this debate - under spendings or savings in the Capital Works
Program due to project delays. I suppose I could ask this question on every single section,
but rather than delay the House by doing that I would rather receive a general response to it,
What amnounts will be allocated in that under spending or saving in the Capital Works
Program due to project delays, and to what extent'? what is the cost'? Where are the
projects'? How mouch in total will be allocated under that particular section,?

Mr PETER DOWDING: 1 cannot give the Leader of the Opposition a detailed response
dollar by dollar because. as the Minister for Budget Management indicated, it is 1101 really a
nmarter that arises in the Capital Works Program. The Capital Works Programi sets the
programn, but in particular areas there are all sorts of procedural issues, delays in equipment
being available, delays in project starts - particularly at the moment when if it were not for
the fact that we have a clay labour work force, we would have a great deal of difficulty
attracting contracts in particular areas- The progress Of thlat is a matter for the Minister for
Budget Management, but I guess the Leader of the Opposition will remember from his ownl
timne in Government that there arc always things which require flexibility. One sets a
programi- in time fr the establishment of the Budget but there are inevitably some slippages
in it. In a massive Capital Works Budget such as this, slippages are to be expected each year.
I am not aware of any particular project which will slip. Everyone wants to get these projects
into some sort of order and sense, hut it can he anticipated from the 1988-89 Budget that
there will be some slippages, and some projects that do nor start on time for a variety of
issues.

Mr Coon;: That is not how you carry out a Budget.

Mr PETER DOW DIING: Yes it is. One sets -

Mr Court: It means that next year, if you delay a lot of the works, you will still have to
complete them and you will still have to pick them up in next year's Budget.

Mr PETER DOW DING: But there are carryovers every year.

Mr Court: In that case you have the money set aside for that carry Over. However, in your
case you are working on the assumption there will be some carryovers, so you will spend it
on a brand new item. In this case the brand new item is buying the loans of thie Teachers
credit Society.

Mr PETER DOWDING: No, that is not the case. We are talking about the cash provisions
available to Governent during the 1988-89 fiscal year. That is a matter for balancing the
arrangements, and quite frankly there are always occasions when major capital works are
held over to the following year, or portion of them, or when major projects do not start on
time. However, the end result of that is that the outturn is different from the projection.

Mr Court: We are not debating the cash flow. That is something you debate inside the
Treasury short ten-m money market operations.
Mr PETER DOWDING: No, it is not at all. This is the projected Capital Works Budget; it is
a best guess but every year we know that we have slippages.
Mr Macinnon: But you don't have losses of $85 million to fund every year.
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Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition is not being fair. It is not being
solely funded out of that.
Mr Macinnon: How much of it will be funded?

Mr PETER DOWDING: That is what the Minister for Budget Management is saying, On
the sont of advice that Treasury gives they are likely to be the sorts of areas in which those
funds could be adequately raised.

MVr Macinon interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is not relevant to this - without impacting on the Budget strategy
as set out in these documents.

Mr Mac KINNON: You are not prepared to give us a figure.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Because I do not have the figure.

Mr Macinnon: But you must know roughly.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is whatever we expect. Treasury looks -

Mr Macinnon: The uinallocated balance was only $10vmillion: increased revenue
collections are $20 million to $30 illion, so it must be $30 million to $40 mnillion-plus.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not accept that is the subject of this documnent. This document
is a Capita] Works Program which the Government believes is an appropriate one.

Mr Macinnon: "Unexpended savings on a Capital Works Programn" those aire his words.

Mr PETER DOWDENG: That is right. But we would expect that every single year.

Mr Court: In the matter under debate, we would approve $20 million, say, to be spent on the
Leeming High School.

Mr PETER DOWDIING: That is right.

Mr Court: You are saying that if the Leemning High School is not built this year. you will slip
somnething else in as well: then next year the liability for building Leinling High School goes
into next year's Capital Works Program.

Mir PETER DOWDING: Let us assumne that fumne cupboards iii the South Perth agricultural
headquarters are for some reason not available - in auny Capital Works Budget, those things
dto not get spent. Next year, of course, it will be a carryover. A lot of Capita Works is
carryove r.

Mr Court: Because you have already spent the money.

Mr PETER DOWDING: But then we are allocating the Capital Works Budget.

Mr Court: So you allocate for the cupboards twice?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Well, we have a carryover.

Mr Court: You don't have a carryover, because you have spent the money on something
else.
Mr PETER DOW DING: That is just not so.

Mr Court: Why are we bothering to approve these things?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Because this is in the same way every year that the Capital Works
Budget is set. Every year some works have a slippage.

Mr Mac innon: Every year when there is a slippage that money is carried over to the next
year. But this year the money will go straight down the gurgler.
Mr PETER DOWDING: This is setting the Capital Works Program. The Governm-ent
believes that this program is achievable. Just as it was in every year in which the Opposition
was in Government, there are likely to be areas where the Capital Works Program is not
finalised in time, therefore, savings will occur ino that Capital Works Budget. That is only one
of four areas in Mir Berinson's Press release.

Division I put and passed.

Division 2: Arts. $506 000 - put and passed.

5903



Division 3: Community Services. $8 293 000 -

Mr BRADSHAW: It appears poor that the estimate for 1987-88 was $4.9 million and only
$2.9 million was spent. Why was there such a discrepancy? This year the estimate is
$8 million, representing a major leap in the allocation for this division. I reaise chat a pant of
this amnount will go into community centres.

Mr Peter Dowding: [ do not wish to be facetious but the answer comnes out of thle papers. For
instance, a whole range of projects were not undertaken during that Financial year.

Mr BRADSHAW: Is that poor planning?

Mr Peter Dowding: These things happen for a number of reasons.

Mr BRADSHAW: This is $2 million out of $5 million.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is $2 million out of the whole lot.

M~r Macinnon: If the Treasurer cannot explain, what is the point of this debate'? He sits
here all night and says, "I don't know."
Mr Peter Dowding: This program is a program that is set by these documents.

Mr Macinnon: Exactly. The member for Murray-Wellington has asked a lending question.

Mr Peter Dowding: HeI has asked me about last year's figures: 1 cannot give an answer about
last year.

Mr BRADSHAW: Why dtoes the figure jumnp to $8 million this year from $3 million last
year'?
Mr Peter Dowding: Because the projects have been dealt with in this financial year.

Mr Lightfoot: Is that a guess, or is it fairly accurate'?

Mr Peter Dowding: The projects are being programmued in for this year, and that is a
carryover from last year.

Mr BRADSHAW: The situation does not seemn satisfactory when $5 million is allocated and
only $3 million is spent. The amount has increased to $8 million this year. It will be
interesting to see whether next year a third of that is underspent., and the following year the
amount is up to $12 million.

M~r COURT: I will cover two areas in the general debate to (1o with child facilities. The item
Other Projects - Child Facilities has a proposed expenditure of $2.221 mnillion; further down
under New Works - Other Projects, child care centres are allocated a further $2 million.
Could the Treasurer explain what is meant by child facilities and child care centres? The
Treasurer made a commitment to spend a certain amount on famdly centres. Was that
$1t2 000 to be spent over a three year period?

Mr Peter Dowding: It was $12 million over three years. I do not know what the
announcement was.

Mr COURT: The family initiative - a glossy brochure was put out.

Mr Peter Dowding: That was $12 million this financial year available for the Family
Foundation for a variety of projects.

Mr COURT: Is the $3 million pant of the $12 million?

Mr Peter Dowding: No, I think that is in addition because the only money that is referred to
as being outside this is money fromn the Commonwealth grant. The funding for that is
referred to under Source of Funds. The only other revenue referred to is included in the
allocation. No, that must be in addition. The Family Foundation is a $12 million foundation.

Mr COURT: Does the foundation spend $12 million a year, or does it spend the interest'?

Mr Peter Dowding: Itis a paymnent of $12 million in a year. [ must say that I do not have a
note about that, but I think the source of the funds must be in the $6 772 000 from the Family
Foundation. In other words, [ think the allocation for family centres of $3 million is coming
out of that, and not in addition to It. I am waiting for notes to come in. I will confirm it, if
that is not correct.
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Mr COURT: Does the Treasurer think it comes out of Commonwealth grant money?
Mr Peter Dowding: No. I think the Family Foundation money goes into the General Loan
and Capital Works Fund. I think it is included in the amount of $6.772 million. An amount
of $3 million has gone into family centres and structural.
Mr COURT: So that money has been borrowed by the State to go into the construction.

Mr Peter Dowding: No, not borrowed. It has come into the State revenues essentially fronm
the payment by the SOIC of a share of its profits.
Mr Macinnon: But that is not what the document says on page 9.
Mr Peter Dowding: Yes, the amount of $62772 million is the source of the funds. It has been
brought into the revenues of the State.
Mr COURT: If it is part of the $62772 million, where does that come from'? Does that
amount come from the General Loan and Capital Works Fund?
Mr Peter Dowding: Yes, it conies from the General Loan and Capital Works Fund. It comes
from the total source of funds which includes borrowing and general purpose grants, and
from the WA Treasury Corporation and the State Development Fund as well as fromn loan
repayments and interest from short aenin earnings.
Mr Macinnon: None of which includes the SO IC.
Mr Peter Dowding: No, but it has come into general revenue.
Mr Macinnon: But not the SOIC money.
Mr Peter Dowding: Yes, it has.

Mr COURT: Perhaps the Treasurer could write to us because I do not think we will get an
opportunity to discuss this matter again, [ want to know where the $3 million comes fromn for
the faily centres, hecause I understood the Treasurer to say it was from the profits of the
SGIC. Does that money allow the Family Foundation to work?
Mr Peter Dowding: That money was paid into consolidated revenue, I assume. I do not
know the technical direction of the money when Treasury receives in.

Mr Bradshaw: Does it go into the famnily trust?
Mir Peter Dowding: I am not sure of the technicality of it. I will check it out.
Mr COURT: I would appreciate that. The first point I raised was in connection with the
child facilities and the child care centres. What works are being carried out under those two
headings'?
Mr PETER DOWDING: The child care centres are generally centres put up by the
Department for Community Services and the child facilities relate to those matters that deal
with wards of the State and the like. I do not have a list of individual child facilities but they
relate to a whole range of services to (10 with wards and the l ike provided by the depannment.

Mr COURT: What is meant hy an amount for child facilities which in this case totals
$2.221 million, particularly when there is a big increase on last year? The item Child Care
Centres seems to be a new item this year.
Mr Peter Dowding: The amount allocated for child facilities is about the same as was
allocated last year.
Mr COURT: I think we deserve a bit more detail on these matters.

Mr Peter Dowding: I will undertake to provide the member with the details when I have the
inform at ion.
IDivision 3 put and passed.

IDivision 41: Computing and Informtuaion Technology, $3 600 000 -

Mr COURT: The information I require on this matter relates to Bureau West at Joondalup on
which $3.3 million is being, spent. Could the Treasurer explain what computer facilities are
going into that centre and what services will be provided by the bureau to the public.
Mir PETER DOWDING: This is the proposed State Computing Centre. Members know that
the existing computing services of the State are very heavily taxed at present. The proposal
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is to establish a major building at Joondalup and to move a significant portion and develop
over a period the sorts of services that are currently provided from Centre Four. I do not
know whether the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has received a briefing - he has not asked
me for one - about the pressures on computing services and particularly on Centre Four. It
has become a matter of concern. We are crying to provide extra computing facilities to m1-eet
the demand. It is not a good idea to put all of the computing services in one physical
location. The building will be able to house increasing quantities of the computing capacity
of' the State and in due course an annual item for computing services will go to Joondalup.
Division 4 put and passed.
lDivisiorn 5: Corrective Services. $41 212 1100 -

M~r COURT: I cannot see any item pertaining to the new Casuarina Prison. I ask the
Treasurer how it is funded?
Mr Peter Dowding: It is included in the item Metropolitan Security Prison - South.
Mr COURT: Will the expenditure be completed this year, or will there be additional
expenditure?
Mr Peter Dowding: There will be additional expenditure.
Division 5 put and passed.
IDivision 6: Crown Law. $3 455 4000 -

Mvr MENSAROS: I have a simple question to ask of the Treasurer and I will be interested in
his reply. The population of the area which is serviced by the Geraldton Local Court
represents one per cent of the population of Western Australia. However, more than half of
the expenditure of the total General Loan and Capital Works Fund is being spent on
Geraldton. Surely the Governent would have given preference to some of the competing
areas'? I amn interested to learn why the choice finally fell on Geraldton.
M~r PETER DOWDING: It is always a matter of assessment. I amn aware that the court
building at Geraldton is under enorm-ous pressure. I have spoken to some of the solicitors
appearing in that court, including people who had the honour of doing their articles with me
and, I might add, have the honour of voting for the Liberal Party and not the Labor Party.
However, they have stressed to me chat The new building at Geraldton is important, and I
know from coy experience that is the case. It is a matter of evaluating the different
requirements. I would be surprised if the member for Floreat disagreed with me, but there is
no question that the Geraldton courthouse is under great need. Another courthouse under
significant need is at Broome. I am hopeful that in the next Capital Works Budget we can do
something for Broome. It is a matter of trying to determine the need.
Division 6 put and passed.
Division 7: Education, $5 916 000 -
Mir FRED TUBBY: I ask the Treasurer whether over the last few years the education section
of the Capital Works Fund estimates has been used to pork barrel?
Mr Peter Dowding: It is a terribly important section and it has always been treated as
important probably by successive Governents - this Government more than Liberal Party
Gavermments.
NitFRED TUBBY: Is the Treasurer's answer, "No"?

M~r Peter Dowding: I have given my answer.
Mr FRED TUBBY: From the Treasurer's reply I can presume that his answer is no.

In 1983-84 an amount of $23.7 million was allocated for primary and secondary education: ut
1984-85. .$33.2 million, in 1985-86, $49.2 million - of course, that was an election year and I
will use that figure as a benchmark: in 1986-87 the estimate was $46.1 million. The 1986-87
figure was a decrease of 7.7 per cent if one does not take into accounc inflation. However, if
inflation is taken into account it is a decrease of $8 million. I~n 1987-88 the estimated vote
was $41.9 million which is an I I per cent reduction on the previous year. However, if we
take inflation into account and using the 1985-86 figure as a benchmark, there was, in real
terms, a reduction of $17.6 million.
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The estimated expenditure this year is $51.9 million which is an increase of 23.8 per cent on
last year's estimate, but if it is compared with the benchmark - the Government says it does
not pork barrel in election years - it is a decrease of $13.5 million.
Mr Pearce; So we don't pork barrel. What is the point you are making?

Mr FRED TLUBBY: That is right. From my calculations, over the last three years this
Goverrnent has underspent in its General Loan and Capital Works Fund Budget in the area
of education by $39.1 million. That is the reason that Kelmscott Senior High School and
Woodlupine Primary School have a massive number of transportables. At present there are
900 children at the Rostrata Primary School and there is no sign of another school being built
in that area. The number of children at that school will increase to 1 000 in the next couple of
years. The former Minister for Education promised to rebuild the Oakford Primary School
prior to the last election and this year's allocation to that school is $100 000 - the
Government proposes to spend $300 000 over the next three years on that school. The
Kelmscott Primary School has not been upgraded for 15-odd years. It has one of the best
choirs in the State and it has to use a demountable classroomn which is maintained by the
parents and citizens' association as a music room.

There are problems throughout all the primary and high schools in this State. I compliment
the Governinent on spending $51.9 million on education this financial year but, since the last
election, using the 1985-86 figure as a benchmark, the Government has underspent in this
area by $39.1 million. That is the reason there are problems in all these schools throughout
the State. I put up with the conditions for many years and people are still putting up with
them. We have children in overcrowded schools and the Government is not contemplating
the budding of another school at Rosirata. I do not think the Minister is aware of the
overcrowding at that school. The existing school is located on a small site and there are two
sites available, but they are not suitable for building another school. It is an indictment of the
Government that it has not spent, over the years, the amrount of money it should have spent in
this area of education.

Mr Pearce: That is rubbish.

Mr FRED TUJBBY: It is not rubbish. The Leader of the House should speak to the local
parents and citizens' associations. At the Gosnells school in 1985 the oval was dug up to
constrnct a sewerage main. The principal contacted the Department of Education and asked
the Government to coninect the school to deep sewerage while the oval was dJug up. The
money could not be found for it. The Minister is visiting the school tomorrow to try to do
something about it because this year is an election year. Why was not the work done in 1985
when the sewerage works were being undertaken? It could have been done very cheaply, but
the Government could not afford to do it because it was not an election year.

Mr Pearce: It was not an election year in 1985.
Mr FRED TUB BY: No it was in 1986.
Mr LEWIS: I draw the committee's attention to the situation of some schools within my
electorate of East Melville. In the main, Melville is an older suburb. Most of the schools
were built 20 or 30 years ago. Although schools at that time were fine structures, by today's
standards they do not meet the requirements that are considered essential. I have presented
two Separate petitions from two primary schools in my electorate. One was from the Ardross
Primary School which now has more than 320 primary students and 40 preprimary students.
The school was originally built to accommodate fewer than 300 pupils. It is more than 20
years old and its toilet facilities were built for the students. Unfortunately, no separate toilet
facilities exist for the staff. Adult members of staff share toilet and ablution facilities with
primary school children ranging from five or six to 12 or 13 years of age. That situation is
not satisfactory. Last year, I wrote to the then Minister, as did the school. Architects camne
down from the Building Management Authority and undertook to do some design work so
that a toilet scheme could be put in place that would separate the primary students from the
staff. It was estimated to cost in excess of $35 000. Because that amount apparently was not
mn reserve or the matter was nor given any priority, nothing happened. This year the school
has had to put up with the situation again. It requested me to present a petition to the
Parliament, which I have done. Because it is old, Ardross Primary School has no covered
assembly area and no staff facilities. Storerooms are being used as staffrooms and the
situation by today's standards is quite inadequate.
A6535l12
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I now turn my attention to Applecross Primary School, which dates back some 35 or 40
years. The original school is even older than that, but the main structure would be about 40
years old. I presented a petition in the Parliament the other day in which the parents and
citizen's association of that school requested the Government to consider providing a covered
assembly area. Most schools are built and then forgotten. With the passing of time and the
improved standards required for new schools, the older schools are left behind. It behaves
the local member to keep contact with the schools to see what their requirements are. The
Applecross. Primary School is probably experiencing its third wave of primary school
students. At present the school has over 300 students. Seven or eight years ago it may barely
have had 250 students. As the population within suburbs ages, the number of children of
primary school age diminishes and as the suburb regenerates the primary school population
rises. It is incumbent upon the Governiment to recognise these waves of increases within the
student population of these schools. It must ensure that there are enough classrooms and that
schools are maintained and provided with what are now regarded as basic or fundamnental
facilities. Just because a school is 20 or 30 years old, its pupils should not have facilities that
are inferior to those in schools built two or three years ago. If new schools have covered
assembly areas, separate staff facilities and all the other facilities considered essential today,
older schools should also have such facilities. There must be a continuing program to
upgrade older schools and bring them up to the standards considered necessary for today's
pupils. The Ardross Primary School and the Applecross Primary School both made
submissions to the Government in recent times, Arctross 12 months ago and Applecross
recently, for the upgrading of the schools so that pupils attending them will not have to
consider themselves second-clas because other more modemn schools have superior facilities.

[ also draw the attention of the Committee to an emerging problem with respect to which the
Governent has shown no foresight. In recent times, we have all heard of the rapid uptake of
lanid in the subdivisions of Murdoch and Winthrop. The area, which a matter of two or three
years ago was a vast vacant block of land with a few pine trees, now is probably 65 or 70 per
cent developed.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is absolutely amazing, isn't it?

Mr LEWIS: What is?
Mr Peter Dowding; That development.

Mr LEWIS: I agree with the Treasurer, but within a very short time the land will be 90 to 95
per cent developed and there is no primary school within the subdivision. The Government
has niot shown sufficient foresight. It has ignored communications that I wrote to the
previous Minister and to the current Minister that provision should he made for a primary
school in the area in the Capital Works Fund Estimates to ensure that a school is in place for
the 1989 school year. Unfortunately, that is not to be. About 170 or 180 students have to be
hived off in various directions. They have to go to the Batemani Primary School, the Ardross
Primary School, the Booragoon Primary School, the Carawatha Primary School or the
Kardinya Primary School. One of the problems is that primary students from six years of age
through to 12 or 13 years of age have to cross two very major roads, Leach Highway and
North Lake Road, because of the inadequacy of funding by the Government.

Mr Peter Dowding: Is the area called Winthrop?
Mr LEWIS: Winthrop, Murdoch, and Kardinya.

Mr Pearce: [ think the Minister has announced something for the 1989 school year.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House is incorrect. There has been no announcement about a
school being built in that subdivision.
Mr Peter Dowding: [ will draw it to the Minister's attention.

Mr LEWIS: I appreciate that. I am not just mouthing off; it is necessary to ensure that a
school is built within that subdivision in the near futuire. I ask the Treasurer also to bring
forward some of the underspent money in the Budget which he foreshadowed tonight. He
said that quite often the amounts in these Estimates are not spent and some of the priorities
should be redirected to budlding a school within the Winthrop-Murdoch subdivision.

Mr BRADSH-AW: It is not all doom and gloom in the electorate of Murray-Wellington.
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Some new schools have been built in the area in the last few years; for example, the schools
at Waroona, Clifton Park and Australind. The Clifton Park school is the best primary school
in Western Australia. Its design and layout are absolutely magnificent, and it was officially
opened last Friday. If more schools of that type were built in this State, there would be many
happy primary school children. Unfortunately, other schools in the area, including the
Australind High School, have problems, It was immoral of this Government during the 1986
election campaign to promise that four year olds would have places in preprimary schools,
when it cannot afford to maintain the present primary and high schools. Apart from the new
primary schools that have been established in the electorate and which are working well, as
they should, all other schools in the area have major problems and need money spent on
them. Fortunately $500 000 will be spent on the Harvey Primary School in the next two
years, but that amount does not go far these days when carrying out renovations. I can
forgive the Government for the promises it made in the 1983 election because it may not have
had all the facts available to it, but it was quite wrong for it to repeat those promises in the
1986 election campaign. It is similar to the former Minister for Education claiming that the
Government would provide new land for a high school.

Mr Pearce: We have.

Mr BRADSH-AW: The Governent has not; is the Leader of the House saying that the
Minister for Works and Services is lying?

Mr Pearce: No, I am not.

Mr BR.ADSHAW: I put a question on notice, in reply to which he said no land had been set
aside.
Mr Pearce;, The land is on the opposite side and it is vested for a high school and is large
enough to build the new school on.

Mr BRADSHAW: When was it set aside?
Mr Pearce: Some years ago. I was told that the land was in the ownership of Homeswest and
I promised to vest that land for a school. When it was checked it was found that it was
already vested for a school, and that is the situation.

Mr BR.ADSH-AW: The Leader of the House made a fool of himself when the Press statement
was released in 1986.
Mr Pearce: Everyone thought you were the fool, so it was a successful Press release.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Australind High School is going through an expansion process and
stage 2 is about to come on stream. There are problems with stage 2 and I will quote from
Flashes, the official newsletter of the Australind High School, of 10 November under the
heading "Building Cutbacks - The Facts" -

The school has recently received advice that Stage 2 Building costs have escalated by
several hundred thousand dollars and as a result the new library buildings willI have to
be deferred to a Stage 3 development at some future date. This will mean that the
present temporary library will have to continue in the confined area that it has
operated over the past two years.

This is extremely disappointing news especially in view of the fact that following a
governent request a few months ago, the school community agreed to defer a
number of items originally planned for Stage 2 as listed below:

1. Perform-ing Arts Complex.

2. Reduction in size of Administrative block and Staffroom.

3. Deferment of the Business Education wing.

4. 50% reduction in planned parking bays and tennis courts.

The trade-off for the above substantial deferments to a future stage 3 development
was an assurance that the remaining buildings and school oval could be
accommodated within the allocated budget of $4,000,000. Now the latest news about
a further cutback makes one cynical about the governments promises and priorities in
this matter.
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It is your children that will be affected and the staff and PA& C. Association of this
school urges that all concerned parents immediately write individual letters to the
Minister for Education.

As the article indicated, the parents are cynical about the Government's promises. They were
prepared to accept cutbacks in stage 2, but now the Government has decided to defer the
constwuction of the new library building. The parents are not pleased about that. The
newsletter refers to $4 million to be spent in stage 2. but I note that the Budget allocates only
$1 million. I guess the other $3 million will come from next year's Budget.

The Newton Moore Senior High School is very overcrowded; many transportable buildings
are mn use and there are probably more students on those grounds than there should be. All
over the State there are problems because of the lack of money spent on schools. The
equipment is being run down and is out of date. As one of the Opposition members said
earlier, it seems that once a school is built the Government tends to forget about it. New
equipment is provided to new schools, but 10 or 20 years later those schools are using the
same equipment which by then is out of date. The students should not be taught on outdated
equipment in our schools. It is time that the Govemnment considered this matter and made
more funds available, It makes me angry when I see the Governent buying votes every day
by providing lunches for people in the Cabinet dining room. Hundreds of thousands of
dollars is spent each year on these lunches, and that money could be spent on schools. Some
time ago in a question on notice the Governmient was asked who was invited to the
luncheons; the reply was that they were people who contributed to the community.

I was intrigued a few weeks ago when listening to Bunbury radio to hear a community
announcement calling for people who wanted to come to Parliament House for a free lunch.
It did not seem to me that they were people who necessarily contributed to the community.
That was purely a vote buying exercise. The Treasurer has the audacity to talk about the
Liberal Party at Dwellingup offering free beer to people.

Mr Pearce: It was disgusting. you offered free beers and did not produce them, which was
the most disgusting aspect.

Mr BRADSHAW: I did not know about that. I was upset when the Treasurer pointed chat
out. The Treasurer has nothing to gloat over when he was prepared to buy a few votes.
Mr Peter Dowding: That is not true.

Mr BRADSHAW: Why did the Treasurer do it, then? Hundreds of thousands of dollars are
being spent each year on these free lunches to buy a few votes. That money should be put
into schools or somewhere where it is more productive.

Mr Peter Dowding: The member for Murray-Wellington knows that there are thousands of
people in the community who do not have access to politicians or Government and who have
a point of view that they feel they need to express. We have given them a chance to do that,
and in many cases that is very important. How does one buy a vote with a lunch?

Mr BRADSHAW: I do not notice the Treasurer inviting the members from our side.

Mr Peter Dowding: One of the colleagues of the member for Murray-Wellington wrote to me
asking could he have a lunch. I asked him to give me the proposal saying that I would look at
it.

W~ BRADSHAW: Why can I not invite all the groups from my electorate for lunch?

Mr Peter Dowding: We do not perform the same function. There are things that we have to
do in Government whereas in Opposition one just has to criticise.
Mr BRA DSH'AW: A parry does not have to do that when in Government. Those lunches do
not give people a focal point in relation to Government or members of Parliament.

Mr Peter Dowding. They do. and they are very useful.

Mr BRADSHI-AW: In buying votes, the Treasurer is right.

Mr Peter Dowding: One of the things that the Prime Minister says, which I agree with him
absolutely about, is that people are not so silly as to be bought like that and that is not the
purpose. I have much greater faith in the electorate than, apparently, has the member for
Murray-Wellington, because people are not bought like that. It is silly to say that, because if
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someone is invited here that does not buy their vote. What about poor old Bob Pike and Peter
Wells, who had thousands of people pouring in here night after night'? It dlid not do them any
good at all, so it is just not true to say what the member for Murray-Wellington is saying. It
provides excellent access for people to talk to Ministers and to put a point of view. It is
useful for both sides.
Mr BRADSHAW: It is not much good for us, because we are not invited.

Mr Peter Dowding. Because the member for Murray -Wellington and his party are not in
Cove rnment.

Mr BRADSHAW: I do not think we will do that when we are in Government.

Mr Peter Dowding, When we have community functions in electorates many members
attend them, the member for Mu rray- Wellington has attended themn.

Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, I have been at them.
Mr Peter Dowding: The mnember for Narrogin was at one when I was in his electorate.
Mr BRADSHAW: Does the Treasurer think we would let himn run around on the loose?

Mr Wiese: I considered it a pleasure.
Mr Peter Dowding: It was a good function.
The CHAIRMAIN; Order! I chink members should return to the debate.

Mr BRADSHAW: Not enough money is being spent on schools and it is time that more
money was provided in chat area.
Mr MacKIINNON: I re-emphasise, first, what I said earlier in the CRF debate;, that this
Government - and this Treasurer, in particular - treats this Parliament with absolute contempt,
which is ani absolute disgrace. I can recall having come into this Parliament in 1977 looking
forward to the CRF and Capital Works Budget debates as a backbench member because they
provided a unique opportunity for me to stand in this Parliament and question Ministers and
the Treasurer. At that time Sir Charles Court would sit here hour after hour answering in
detail the questions raised by each member. Tonight the Treasurer has not answered one
question and came to this Parliament without notes co answer any question that might be
raised.
I will now ask the Treasurer several questions about education specifically relating to mly
electorate, which has suffered dearly at the hands of this Government. I challenge the
Treasurer to answer any of those questions sensibly. I do not believe we are having the
sensible and proper debate on the Capital Works Budget that we should be having. It is being
treated with contempt by a Treasurer who has shown consistently that hie dtoes not want to
account to this Parliament in any way and particularly in the most important way;, that is,
when he is seeking funds to carry out the business of the State.
I turn, first, to thie Leeming High School, which is an excellent one and which has established
itself well in the electorate. The Government is to be commended for one initiative that it
supported, that is, the initiative taken by the City of Melville to build a connnuniiy recreation
centre which was jointly funded by the Government through the Education Department, the
Community Recreation Council and the City of Melville. It is an outstanding facility and one
I hope will be emulated throughout Westemn Australia in future. It was a sensible use of
community funds. However, I question the Government's ultimate objective in relation to
the size of the teeming High School as the Budget indicates the next stage of that school is
being built at present. Is that the second or third stage? How many stages are expected?
VWhat is the ultimate anticipated enrolment of that high school?
I turn to the West teeming Primnary School in which I declare an interest because I live
opposite it and my two youngest children attend it. It never ceases to amaze me what one has
to do to get through to the Government of this State about sensible planining. This school has
been there for only three years or thereabouts. There are several transportable clasrooms on
the site and my son's class occupied one of them earlier in the year. Do members. know what
has happened? There will be more buiding on the site - an amount of $550 000 is budgeted
for this year - and what did they do? Several classrooms that were put on the site earlier this
year were shifted to build the next extension. Why the heck did they
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not put the transportable classrooms where they now are instead of going to the enormous
cost, of the order of $20 000 to $30 000, to shift those classrooms from where they were first
put and where the new extensions are to be built?

Mr Lewis: No forward planning.

Mr MacKINNON: Yes, no forward planning. That is a disgrace when funds are scarce and
will be even harder to come by this year because of the Teachers Credit Society bail out by
this Government and the mismanagement that led to that bail out.

In addition to that, there has been wasteful expenditure because there was not sufficient
foresight and planning for the simplest of procedures. Why could there not be a plan of the
school so that if transportable classrooms were needed - as they aire needed in most schools -
they were not put where the next extension was to be built? I would like an explanation why
that occurred, and why by now in this State not sufficient foresight and planning has been
done to ensure it does not occur again.

The third question relates to a school which is not in my electorate - it happens to be in
Pemberton. Pemberton school is really in need of replacing; it is not in the best of shape.
The Government has indicated through this vote that it is in the process of planning a new
school, but what the people of Pemberton would like to know is where that school is going.
The sum of $20 000 is allocated in this Budget, but where is the school to be? There are
apparently two proposed sites, one on top of the hill near the Gloucester tree and one down
near the town oval. There is quite a division in the town. The Government, and the
Treasurer in particula, have a responsibility to indicate exactly where that school is to be.
When will it be built and ready for occupancy? The people of Pemberton have been lobbying
now for many years, but the school has not been forthcoming. It is time it was.

I am very pleased to see the East Leeming Primary School allocation here, and the work is
well under way. The school is being built by a very good building company, Keywest
Construction Group Pty Ltd. I have some confidence in its ability. The school will no doubt
be completed by the beginning of school next year. I sincerely hope it will, because it will
help to overcome somne of the overcrowding in schools in my electorate.
Two schools which are currently in my electorate but which will not be in the near future are
suffering dearly at the hands of this Government's ineptitude. They are Rostrata and West
Lynwood Primary Schools. As the future member for Roleystone and the present member
for Dale indicated, they have suffered neglect as a result of this Government's policies.
There are 10 transportable classrooms in each of those schools, placing undue pressure on the
grounds of those schools and undue hardship on the many students who have to occupy that
large number of classrooms. No relief is in sight. The Government has said, through its local
candidate and Minister, "We will put it on the planning process for next year's Budget." No
commitment has been mnade; the Government will start planning for it next year.
It stinks that these children in my electorate have been given second class treatment as a
result of this Governm-ent's. absolute fixation with WA Inc which has cost this State dearly.
If it had not been for those costs - $85 million identified in this Budget and a lot more in next
year's - the children in my electorate would have been far better off. I give the people of this
State a commitment that they will be far better off when we become the Government and we
redirect our priorities in the right direction.

Mr Lewis: Fifty new primary schools.

Mr MacKINNON: That is what we could have built had we not had WA Inc. That gives an
indication to the people of this State what the folly of the Government this Premier and
Treasurer leads has cost.

I refer now to a school with which I have some affinity, and that is the Bridgetown Junior
High School - a school I used to attend. So dlid the former Minister and member for Morley-
Swan, Arthur Tonkin; he used to teach me. The point I want to make is this: I visited that
school at the beginntring of last year and looked over it with the parents and citizens'
association. A couple of the members of the P & C association were people I used to go to
school with in that town. I was not in the first brigade of students to go into Bridgetown
Junior High School, but amongst the second or third group. The school was built around that
time. I went back after 25 years. and the library of that school has not changed in those 25
years, despite the protests of the people of Bridgetown on an ongoing basis, and their
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representations through the hapless member for Warren who is soon to retire. We will soon
see the election in that electorate of Paul Omodei, a man who will be an outstanding
representative. This Government stands condemned for its failure to give proper attention to
that school, and I give the commitment publicly, as I have given it to the people of that town,
that ont our return to Government something will be done about that school, and about the
library in particular, to give the children of that district high school, as I think it is now called,
some proper educational attention.

We will not have to fund the folly and losses of WA Inc; we will be able to put the taxpayers'
money of this State where it should go: Into the schools of this State, the hospitals and the
roads - the areas to which any Government of this State, if it were doing its job, would have
given proper priority in the first place.

Mr PETER DOWDING: We go through a lot of theatre in this place; there are times when
we do the theatre and there are times when members opposite do the theatre. I want to
correct something, and that is this: No discourtesy to the Chamber is intended. The Loan
Estimates Committee debate is, by and large, an opportunity for members to express their
views about the Loan Estimates.

Mr Macinnon: Ask any members who have been here -

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Just let me finish. I have formed my own view, on the evidence of
H-ansard and other things. While we are dealing with funding issues, it is an opportunity for
members to raise issues about theiir electorates in particular, or matters in the list of proposed
works. I have been looking at Hansard for 1979 and 1980. Sir Charles Court and other
Ministers who were looking after the debate, when questions were asked about someone
else's department or function. responded by saying, "We note what you are saying; we will
refer it and you will be advised.'

Mr Mac innon: That was in another place.

Mr PETER DOWDING: No, it was not. The Leader of the Opposition is wrong. Even when
M-r O'Connor was Minister for Works he said, "I shall get the infonnat ion and make sure you
are advised of it." I do not want to hold up the Committee or stop the member for Narrogin
having his say, but I want to infomni the Committee that in 1978 the total time taken on this
Committee was a quarter of an hour; in 1979 it was three quarters of an hour; in 1980 it went
through on the nod; in 1981 it went through in three quarters of an hour; in 1982 it went for
five minutes; in 1983 it went for an hour, in 1984 it was a quarter of an hour, and so on. The
Leader of the Opposition's perception of this debate is not correct.

I shall give the Committee whatever infortnatiorn I have, but the important thing is that this is
an opportunity for members to raise issues. I give a serious undertaking that if members raise
issues which relate to ministerial responsibilities, those issues will be passed on to the
Ministers and I shall tr to obtain a direct response as soon as practicable.

Mr Macinnon: When?

Mr PETER DOWDING: As soon as practicable. That is what has happened in the past, and
I give an undertaking to continue the practice.

Mr Mac innon: As I said. not one answer!

Mr WIESE: Referring to the covered areas, I would like an explanation why we have two
sections under Education and two amounts under covered areas. The first is on page 13. In
the right-hand column the second figure is $492 000, which is the proposed expenditure for
covered areas. The second time covered areas appears under Other School Facilies is on
page 14, approximately halfway down, where a proposed expenditure of $700 OW0 is shown.
I ask the Treasurer to explain why we have this situation and how much will in fact be spent
on covered areas.
The second and more important matter I wish to raise is that, taking into account the amount
of money being spent on covered areas, the East Narrogin Primnary School has been
endeavourinig for some time now - and by that I mean for some years, long before I came into
the Parliament - to get a covered area. The school has been told year after year that the
Government cannot manage to include it in the Estimates for that year but it would be a high
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priority for the next year. The P & C association has put it before the Education Department
many times and I have raised it in this place on one or two occasions since I have been here,
but still we have got absolutely nowhere.
Mr Pearce: How many students does the school have?
Mr WIESE: That is the point I am coming to. The answer we received this year was
different from that which we received in previous years. Whereas previously we were told
the school was a high priority, this year we were told the school did not have as many pupils
as some other schools, hence the Ministry was not able to make an allocation of funds for
covered areas at the school. This year not only the Narrogin Primary School, which has
about 270 pupils, but also the Wagin District High School, which likewise has been trying to
get a covered area far some time, received the same answer; and that school has many more
students than has East Narrogin Primary School. It would appear from this answer - and this
is the first year we have received this answer - that there is now a criterion which relates
directly to the number of children attending the school. I do not believe that should be the
only criterion.
Mr Pearce: It is not the only criterion; there is a range of criteria. Basically the Ministry
looks at the size of the school, on the basis that if there are more children the need for a large
assembly area will be greater, all things being equal, but it looks also at the amount of extra
space in the school, and the capacity of the school to have assemblies without a covered area.
As well, the Ministry tends to look at how old the school is, because older ones with an older
facility level gyet preference. So it is a subjective judgment. We have put a lot of mnoney into
providing covered areas in the last few years - it is something 1 started - because of the huge
backlog from when there was no money for covered areas previously. Hundreds of schools
require covered areas and we have a programn to provide them. The Ministry has to make
judgments about which schools get them now and which schools must wait, but in the end
they will all get them.
Mr WIESE: I am- glad the Minister mentioned that. Certainly it applies in the cases of both
these schools. The Wagirt District High School is a very old school with a covered veratndah,
but that is not the answer at all. If that covered verandah happens to face north east or north
west it may as well not be there because the wind and rain blow in and the children have
absolutely no covered area at all when those circumstances are prevailing. That happens to
be the case with the Wagin District High School and the East Narrogin Primary School and I
believe the Ministry is well and truly aware of that. Neither of those schools has an area
where it can hold assemblies, and the P & C associations and the parents of the children at
those schools are finding it increasingly frustrating and increasingly difficult to accept that
the problems they have are not of importance and that other schools have worse problems.
The criteria I have mentioned need to be examined very closely, especially in relation to the
two schools I have mentioned. Perhaps we should look to expanding this allocation, whether
it be $700 000 on page 14 or $492 000 on page 13, in an endeavour to catch up with what is
obviously a very major backlog in the system.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I cannot give a specific reason for the different accounting
structures of these two items except to say that I suspect one is for itemns that are clearly
already allocated and the other is to meet those requests that can be expected to comne in.
That is a perception of mnine which may not be correct, but that is really only a presentation
issue because the covered areas are clearly going to get $492 million from one source and
$700 000 from the other source.
M-r Wiese: It is a$ $1.1 million allocation.

Mr Pearce: That is a record amount,

Mr PETER DOWDING: it is a very substanitial amount in terms of meeting a need which,
frankly, was not even recognised a few years ago. I think the Minister is to be congratulated.
Mr Wiese: l am sure it was recognised, but nothing was ever done about it.
Mir PETER DOWDING: Maybe that is right. In any event, the practice I will follow is the
practice that has been followed in previous years;, that is, the member's comments about
specific areas will be referred to the Ministry and if' he raises specific queries about particular
projects the Minister will reply to him specifically about them.
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Mr GREIG: The Woodlupine Primary School has approached me concernig the
sophistication of the demographic studies that are undertaken on schools. For some years
that school has had a high proportion of transportable classrooms. At the moment I think it
has eight transportables and they have been there for some years. It has one demountable
office and has had up 10 12 transportable, dernountable units on the school grounds- The
P & C association has, and I have on its behalf, put submissions to the Ministry and on each
occasion the demographic studies have indicated that the population in the area was about to
fall off and the demnand would therefore lessen, so capita] works funds were nlot put aside for
expansion of the school. It has become quite clear chat in its examination of the demographic
studies the department has not considered the type of suburb the school is in. The area of
For-restfield has a very high incidence of first home buyers; consequently it has a greater than
average proportion of young families, and as a consequence there is a throughput of young
families.
Mr Pearce: You are not right. The Ministry's planning section, which is very sophisticated,
has for each of ihe areas an index that gives the number of children that can be expected per
house, so there is no lack of sophistication.

Mr GREG: The point I ami trying to make is that each year the school has been told the
numbers will go down. For the last five years. notwithstanding the predictions, the numbers
have remained high.

Mr Pearce: Why has the number of transpontables grone dlown from I12 to eight then? It is in
response to the numbers, so the numbers have gone down.

Mr Fred Tubby. There were over 1 000 children there six years ago. I know the area.

Mr Pearce: I-ow many are there now?

Mr Fred Tubby: About 470.

M~r Pearce: So they have gone down by 550. and you say the numbers haven't gone down!
You two ought to get your story together. The mnember for Darling Range should take some
adlvice fromt the member for Dale because he knows a bit about schools. H-I would be a good
shadow Minister for Educat ion.

Mr GREIG: The point I want to make on behalf of the school is that the incidence of
throughput of youngr families indicates that the answers that have-been provided by the
Ministry clearly do not satisfy the demands that are placed on the school, anid the long tenm
location of those transportable units at the school is clearly unsatisfactory. They ought to be
seen always as a temnporary measure to overcome a bulge in the population and, by any
stretch of the imagination, having that number of units placed at a primary school for between
five and eight years is unacceptable. I ask that steps be taken to alleviate the pressure
suffered by the school, its students, parents and teachers, with that almost pemcianent
placement of transportables.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member's comments will be brought to the attention of the
Minister.

Division 7 piet attd jpassed.

D~ivision 8: Fishieries. $15i3 000 - put anid passed.
D~ivision 9: Health, $47 249 000 -
Mr BRADSH-AW: It is interesting to note that in respect of this Division there has been a
large reduction in the Estimates for 1988 compared to the Estimates for last year. It is also
interesting to note that there was a difference of nearly $22 cnillion in the allocated
expenditure and the actual expenditure. The Estimate for 1987-88 was $85 877 000. while
the actual expenditure was about $64 million. It is a shame that this money could not have
been spent earlier on hospitals such as the Margaret River Hospital. which is now to be
provided. That hospital, for example, could have been started earlier.
Mr Peter Dowding: In respect of the Margaret River Hospital. your mob sat there year after
year doing nothing.

Mr BRADSHAW: That difference of about $22 million is massive. It is quite unbelievable,
particularly when the Education Estimate was close to its actual expenditure. In addition
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there is a further reduction in the capital expenditure proposed for 1988-89. 1 guess a lot of
that is to do with the completion of the Royal Perth Hospital North Block.

Mr Peter Dowding: That was a bit of a plus for us too.

Mr BRADSHAW: It was started before this Government came into office.

Mr Peter Dowding: And left.

Mr BRADSHAW: It probably should never have been built. It was a long term building
program, although I do not know what the exact proposal was. A town planning scheme in
fact indicated that the hospital should not be expanded. I think it was wrong to build it in that
area, but it has been built and compared to what it will replace in the next year -

Mr Peter Dowding: Have you looked at it?

Mr BRADSHAW: [ have had a look through it.

Mr Peter Dowding: I think it is being opened soon.

Mr BRADSHI-AW In a couple of weeks; I will be going to the opening. It is quite amazing
because now we have chalk arid cheese at the Royal Perth Hospital. When one goes to the
new north wing it is absolutely magnificent. It is bright, cheery and modem. However, when
one looks at the old section, it is a disgrace with difficult working conditions for staff. There
is a shortage of storage rooms and there is stuff cluttering up the corridors. People have
offices in broom closets and so on. It certainl1y is time that a large amount of money was
spent on that hospital. I visited the King Edward Memorial Hospital yesterday and one of the
doctors in charge of the premature babies' section complained because no money was being
spent on new equipment theme. I suppose that does not come under capital works, but it is an
indication that more money needs to be spent on those hospitals. I know it is the samne old
story of more, more, more. However we need to make sure that people have proper working
conditions and the best available equipment. It certainly seems that funds have been lacking
in that area.

Mr Peter Dowding: I think one of ouir real achievements has been to provide a good level of
capital works in the health area. Do not forget I used to represent North Province and what
has been done in that area is fantastic - at Kununurra, Derby. Broome, Port H-edland,
Karratha, which was done under your Government, arid in Perth itself. The north block at
Royal Perth Hospital was absolutely essential, but it is a big capital expenditure.

Mr BRADSHAW: [ know that, but the rest of the hospital is in pretty poor condition.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is the whole point of the north block - it was built to enable the
hospital to do something with those areas that are so badly in need of improvement.

Mr BRADSHAW: I am not talking about the original hospital; I am talking about the other
part.
Mr Peter Dowding: That was the whole point of north block. Because your mob chopped
the system up by refusing to spend money on it, there a-re things that could not be resolved.
We restarted that project in 1983. It has taken all this time.

Mr BRADSH-AW: I congratulate the Government on finishing it.

Mr Peter Dowding: Just for the record, it is important to note that we have made huge
advances in the area of capital expenditure for health. I think we can be very proud of that.
Mr BRADSI-IAW: There are still a lot of problems.

Mr Peter Dowding: Of course, but there always are. We have advanced massively in that
area.

Mr BRADSHAW: Health is a major capital works area which needs to be kept up to a
reasonable level of expenditure because one cannot expect people to work under the
conditions which currlently exist at hospitals such as Royal Perth Hospital. The Runbury
Regional Hospital is also in need of major expenditure. it was interesting that when the
Liberal Party said it was prepared to spend money on that hospital one of the Labor members
for the south west region said that we were waiting to see the results of the effect of
expenditure on the St John of God Hospital. The result of that will be absolutely zero
because there will be no new beds coming from the expenditure on that hospital. [ think that
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comment was made tongue in cheek by the member, or he did not know what he was talking
about. There will be no new beds at all. The Government is spending several million dollars
on that hospital, but all that is happening is the creation of more single bed roomns and the
upgrading of the hospital's theatres.
However, my main point is that it is strange that this $22 million, which was provided under
last year's Budget, was not Spent.
Mr GREIG: One area of specific interest I wish to raise is the Red Cross Blood Transfusion
Service. This is a matter of continuing interest to me. I am aware that the service was
presenting to the Government a proposal and feasibility study for a new building. Has that
report been received? Is it likely that the building will commence within the current Budget -
assuming that the proposal has been put forward and meets the approval of the Government?
Without going into great detail, the facilities for the service in Wellington Street are grossly
overcrowded. The staff are excellent and the morale is high; they work under inordinately
difficult conditions, providing the best blood transfusion service in the world. The service
operates within our community to the best advantage of all people, both donors and
recipients. The work done has enabled significant advances to be undertaken in major
surgery.

A walk through the building where testing, analysis and various processing are undertaken
will indicate how much the service is under strain. Refrigerators and equipment lie in the
corridors, and people are working in a confined space. I will not repeat the details which I
presented earlier in the Budget debate. Has the report been received'? Approximately what is
the estimated Budget expenditure to be undertaken? Has the Govern-ment a view on this
mlatter*?

Mr Wilson: I aon not aware that the report has been received. I will check on that. No
provision has been made in the Budget for it. An additional amnount of almost $1 million is
being made available to the Blood Transfusion Service in the Consolidated Revenue Fund
Budget this year to enable it to continue its operations and upgrade themn.

Mr LEWIS: Some weeks ago, in the Estimates debate, I raised the question of the Heathcote
Hospital which is within the East Melville electorate. The Minister for Health was either
being evasive or did not want to say exactly what is going on at Heathcote. Over the years,
the Goverruiient has made various utterances about how Heathcote was to be closed in
September 1988; that is, 18 months' notice. September has come and gone. A few weeks
ago, the Minister for Health told Parliament that no firm decisions have been made; the
extended life of Heathcote was unknown. If no decision has been made, why has an
allocation of $6.5 million been made to replace the psychiatric hospital? I suggest the
Minister for Health misled the House.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not the case. This is a provision. The Minister for Health has
already indicated that the whole question and direction ahead is still being considered. But
rather than lose out on having an allocation of funds - which does not have to be spent -
provision has been made in the Budget. That is not misleading the House, If an allocation is
not made, ultimately when a final and clear decision is made one way or another, money
would not have been allocated for whatever we want to do. I am sure that the member knows
that whatever happens money is to be spent on psychiatric services.
Mr LEWIS. I accept that.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is why an allocation is being made in the Capital Works Budget.

Mr LEWIS: That is an estimate.

M-r Peter Dowding: That does not mean that the whole decision making process is over for
the year.

Mr LEWIS: The $6.5 million allocation is a reasonable one. We are now halfway through
November. Has any design work been done on any new facility? Have any plans been
submitted to local authorities for any new facilities? Has any design work whatsoever been
done?

Mr Peter Dowding: I do not know. The Minister has discussed this with me. Sonme
decisions still have to be made. That has not been final ised but rather than lose out on money
from the Capital Works Budget - which would be the case if we had not put in an
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allocation - it is in this Budget. That does not have to be spent in a particular way in that
area- I am sure the member will agree that whatever happens there will be a need to expend
in that area.

My LEWIS: I have no argument with that. The point I make is that no design work has been
done. There is no chance of the money being spent for a replacement facility for Heathcore
this financial year. Is that a reasonable assumption?

Mr Peter Dowding: No. That all depends on what follows from the Minister's current
considerations.
Mr LEWIS: If we have substantial items of $6.5 million - the second largest item on page
15 - I think it is reasonable to expect the Government will come to a decision. The
Government has been shillyshallying around about a decision for two and a half years.

Mr Peter Dowding: The member can make that comment. I do not accept that comment, but
it is important to have an allocation.

Mr Wilson: It is a commitment.

Mr LEWIS: Does the Minister believe that even though it does not look like the money will
be spent, the amount should be in the Budget?

Mr Peter Dowding: It is highly likely that a significant amount of money will be spent.

Mr LEWIS: In this financial year?

Mr Peter Dowding: Yes.

Mr LEWIS: I tend to disagree. In the interim period, over the last three or four years, has
any progress been made on a decision about Heathcote?

Mr Peter Dowding: A decision has not been reached.

Mr LEWIS: Notwithstanding that planning consultants have previously been briefed and
have submitted plans anti drawings to Cabinet regarding the subdivision of the site, and the
recreation space to be set aside? Is the Treasurer prepared to deny that?

Mr Peter Dowding: I do not deny that. I do not know the detail. The final decision has not
been made. [ know that the Minister has still to do work before a decision will be made.

Mr LEWIS: I accept that.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is an important decision.

Mr Wilson: It is an important commitment.

Mr Peter Dowding: Whatever we do will cost money. The allocation is right. We need to
make a dlecision as soon as practicable.

Mr LEWIS: When is the decision likely to be made?

Mr Peter Dowding: I dto not know. I cannot be specific.

Mr LEWIS: An allocation of $6.5 million has been made, and the Treasurer is not sure when
he will make a decision.

Mr Peter Dowding: I do not know when a decision will be made. I hope it is soon. The
member knows how important and difficult the decision is. It is not a decision that screams a
solution.

Mr LEWIS: I want a solution for the electors of East Melville - that is all.

Division 9 put and passed.
Division 10: Land Administration, $16 370 000 -
Mr LEWIS: The Minister for Planning and the Minister for Housing have both said recently
that there are no land shortages in the metropolitan region. However, I believe that the
Government is beginning to admit that there is a serious land shortage. I suggest that the
Government has been dilatory not only in making land available in the metropolitan region
for housing and commercial purposes, but also in making the same sort of land available in
country regions where there is now a severe shortage of developed land.

The Govemnment estimated in 1986-87 that it would spend $19.3 million developing land in
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countr towns and actually spent $15.2 million, an underspending of nearly 21.5 per cent- In
the samne year the Government estimated it would spend $12.3 million on capital works and
actually spent $11.3 million, an underspending of $112 million. The total for the two Budgets
was an underspending of $5.3 million or about 17 per cent.
One wonders why there is a shortage of developed land in country towns. I believe the
Governrnt has done exactly what it has done in the metropolitan region; that is, deliberately
underspend its Budgets by $85 million in three years in the metropolitan region. One
wonders why the Government underspends in years between elections. The Treasurer
admitted this evening that just because an amount appears in the Estimates of Expenditure
does not mean that that amount should be spent. The examples of the last three years are a
manifestation of that. Nearly every item in the General Loan and Capital Works Fund
Budget has been underspent in the last two or three years. That money is held in suspense
accounts or balancing accounts and dragged out and put into the Capital Works Budget and
the Goverrnent pats itself on the back and says to the people, 'Look at all the money we will
spend this year." Foniunately for the electorate, this is an election year and the Government
will spend the money. The Government has been deceptive in previous years in giving the
public a false understanding of great things to happen and then not doing what it said it would
do.
The Country Shire Councils Association has issued a list of 23 towns in which there is a
shortage of land for housing and commercial purposes. Why is the land not being developed
in those towns'? I suppose the bottom line is that not enough capital is available to develop
the land. I have received information from the industry that the Department of Land
Administration operates a rolling fund with a kitty of $10 mill1ion or $11I million. It develops
land on a priority basis for that amount of money. The Government should not limit the
development of land in country towns. It should identify the towns with shortages of
developed land and underwrite the development of that land rather than wait until the land is
sold to create a rolling fund before another project is begun. Development of land in country
towns should not be limited. The Governent should adopt a businesslike attitude and
identify areas of shortages.
I refer to a letter written by the Country Shire Councils Association to Mr Sniyth. the
Executive Director of the Department of Land Administration. The letter refers to a letter the
association received from the Shire of Ravensthorpe about the availability of townsite land
and it states -

Most rural local authorities are striving to promote the worth and value of their
individual towns and are making every effort to encourage business enterprise,
retirement, education and health institutions etc to either remain or become
established to complement the established industry of either agriculture or mining. If
striving for this purpose is seen by the State Government as being worthwhile and
sensible, then the fewer State Government obstacles that the Government is required
to negotiate the more likely they are to succeed.

The point the association was making is that conditions which apply to subdivisions in the
metropolitan area also apply to subdivisions in country towns. For example, a sewerage
requirement may be placed on a town which does not have a sewerage plant in place. While
there is an embargo on the development of land anywhere in the State because of a sewerage
requirement a country town which does not have a sewerage plant does not have the ability to
develop land for residential purposes. Therefore, there is no growth in that town and the
people who want to live in the town are unable to do so because land cannot be made
available as a result of the dogma which emanates from the State Planning Commission.

The letter to which I have referred contains constant criticism of the requirements which the
Water Authority places on the subdivision of land in country areas and it points out how
unrealistic the sewerage requirement is. Certainly, with regard to the towns situated on the
coast there is no reason, taking into account the type of sand in those areas, that septic
systems cannot accommodate the subdivision requirements. Only 70 per cent 'of the
metropolitan area is sewered and half the septic systems within the metropolitan area have
been operating for between 30 and 40 years. I admit that in some areas there are problems
because of the high watertable and the impervious soils. However, where there is deep sand
and adequate drainage septic systems do work.
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Mr Thompson: They appear co work.

Mr LEWIS: Over a certain period they do work. Half of my electorate is not sewered and
the septic systems have been working far many years without problems.
Mr Thompson: They are not taking the nutrients out of the water. They take the bugs out
while they are working perfectly, but the nutrients continue to go into the underground
aquifers.

Mr LEWIS: Do we stop the development in country towns because of the requirement of the
Water Authority that subdivision cannot take place because there is no sewerage system in
the area? It is a nonsense.

Mr Thompson: Would you develop the same towns with dirt tracks or do you put in bitumen
roads?

Mr Peter Dowding: I-ow does this fall within the anmbit of this Act?

Mr LEWIS: It is very simple.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are talking about sewerage policy and planning policy.

Mr LEWIS: I am talking about the development of land within country towns. If the
Treasurer looks at page 16 of the General Loan and Capital Works Fund Estimates of
Expenditure he will see an item for Urban Lands Subdivision Programn which has an
estimated expenditure of $12.4 tnillion for the development of land in country towns.

Mr Peter Dowding: What has that got to do with sewerage in your area?

Mr LEWIS: It is very simple. I am suggesting that if some of the nonsense conditions dlid
not apply - from my calculation there will be 415 lots developed at a cost of $12 million and
that represents $20 000 per lot - we would be able to develop more lots.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Nonetheless, I advise the member for East
Melville that we are talking about the subdivision of land and not sewerage policy. [ note, in
passing, that a report was delivered to the Parliament on the matter of sewerage policy some
months ago. It is not an opportunity to debate the matter of sewerage policy.

Mr LEWIS: I must admit I was responding to an interjection from my colleague who sat on a
cotrunittee which you, Mr Deputy Chairman, chaired.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is why I interjected.

Mr LEWIS: That is fine, but notwithstanding that, it is germane to the debate. We are
debating the subdivision of land within country towns.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The point has been made and I ask the member for East
Melville to continue his remarks.
Mr LEWIS: From the papers which accompany the Estimates of Expenditure 41 5 lots will be
developed this year at a cost of $12.4 million. The point [ am making is that if we did away
with some of the conditions which apply to the subdivision of country lots we would
probably have twice as many lots on the market and we could satisfy the requirements of the
23-odd country towns which are mentioned in the letter which was forwarded to the
Department of Land Administration. I refer to towns such as Onslow, KalIgoorlie, Laverton,
Roeboumne and Sandstone - 23 towns have problems because of the non availability of land.

I do not think it is good enough for the Government to sell land, the proceeds of which go in
to a fund to develop more land. If that philosophy existed in the metropolitan area there
would be no land available. More capital funds should be made available for the
development of land in country towns.

I ask the Treasurer if he would consider some of the conditions which I believe are too harsh
and, as a result, are stopping the development of country towns.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I will certainly take those matters up with the Minister. I advise the
member that I do not know how many times I have raised concerns on a similar batsis.
However, changing the system of revolving funds is well nigh impossible. I remind the
member when he is talking about suburbs and land of the massive influx of people we have
had into Western Australia - 8 000 net, 35 000 gross in the last 12 months. That puts big
pressure on the community, but I think we are managing adequately. I will take up the
member's points and look at them in the context in which he raised them.
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Division 10 put and passed.
Division 11: Marine and Ilarhours, $10 120 000 -

Mr COURT: There is reference in this Division to the breakwater extension to the Esperance
boat harbour. On page 35 of the Estimates, we see that the Esperance Port Authority has
estimates for harbour deepening and minor works. I presume that the Esperance Port
Authority's works come from its budget. Perhaps the Treasurer could give an explanation as
to why there are the two separate references.
Mr Peter Dowding: Don't forget that the structure is that the port authorities run their own
budgetary arrangements whereas the Department of Marine and Harbours' allocation for the
breakwater extension is designed to address the silt problem at the harbour entrance and the
wave penetration into the fishing boat harbour away from the port authority area.
Mr COURT: I understand the overall plan, but in this case some work is being carried out by
the Department of Marine and Hairbours and same is being funded through the Esperance
Port Authority. I wondered about the reason for the split.
Mr Peter Dowding: Because the Marine and Harbours item is the boat harbour.
Mr COURT: So that item is nut the harbour itself, but the fishing boat harbour further
Mround?
Mr Peter Dowding: The problems with silting around the Esperance boat harbour is not in
the port authority's area, I understand.
Mr COURT: That is the confusion. I thought the breakwater extensions were to dto with the
harbour, but it is to dto with the fishing boat harbour further along the coast.
Mr Peter Dowding: I think so, yes.
Mr COURT: I am aware of the silIting problems at the main harbour because there is quite a
movement of sand Mround the breakwater there. However, I appreciate that the item for the
breakwater extension under the Marine and Harbours Division is for the fishing boat harbour.
There is reference to investigations of fishing industry facilities at Exmouth. For several
years there has been talk about establishing some form of marina facility.
Mr Peter Dowding: Earlier this week, I think, the provision of a marina facility was
announced.
Mr COURT: How does that fit in with the amount of $19 000?
Mr Peter Dowding: The item is a planning item which is in the original estimate for the
Capital Works Program.
Mr COURT: When did the announcement say the fishing industry facility would be built?
Mr Peter Dowcling: You have me there.
Mr COURT: This year?
Mr Peter Dowding: I think it is a planning amount for this year, but I will get the details for
you. The allocation for investigations is a planning item in the Capital Works Budget.
Mr COURT: So although it has been announced, no allocation has been made for the works
to be carried out. Is that correct?
Mr Peter Dowding: Yes, I will get the details. I do not know whether they are available
tonight, but [ will get them.

Mr COURT: I would appreciate that because although I know there has been an
announcement, I cannot find any allocation to provide for such a facility.
There is a provision for dredging the Peel Inlet channel. I thought the member for Mandurah
might listen to this, but only one Government member is present and that is the Treasurer.
The expenditure last year for the dredging of the Peel Inlet channel was $1 million; the
proposed expenditure for 1988-89 is $100 000. No allowance this year is made for dredging
the channel entrance. I thought that the work required continual maintenance to ensure that
the entrance to the estuary remained open. Perhaps the Treasurer can explain whether this
work is being funded from a different source. The entrances to places like Mandurah,
Kalbarri and the fishing harbours at Carnarvon, for example, need continual maintenance.
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The traditional policy of going in once a year or once every two years to undertake a
dredging program is not the way to do it. A maintenance program must be worked our so that
if, for example, a harbour is affected by a storm, equipment can be moved in to clear up the
problem after the stormn. I would appreciate it if the Treasurer could explain why a similar
sort of allowance is not made this year for dredging the Peel Inlet channel and the entrance
itself.
Mr Peter Dowding: In dealing with this sont of Bill it is not usually the practice for Ministers
to be able to supply answers irrmmediately. As the derails have been on the books for a long
time, members have been able to ask questions about the figures. That is not to say that you
are not entitled to an answer. I will make sure that you get an answer, but I am not in a
position to get an answer tonight. It has never been customary to provide members with
answers on the Bill dluring this stage. I hope you will not take it as a discourtesy if I cannot
give you an answer. If [ had an answer!I would give it to you.
Mr COURT: The Treasurer will understand that I asked the question about Mandurah
because I understood that major works were being undertaken to improve the entrance to the
estuary. [ believe that a lot of work can be done to improve the problems with the Mandurah
estuary with a dredging program which helps the flow of water through the area.
Another area I would like some explanation of relates to the commercial boat harbours. A
large expenditure of $3.5 million is proposed for the Geraldton marina. Canl the Treasurer
explain whether this amount is for works on the existing commercial fishing boat harbour or
for work on the new concept that has been proposed for the foreshore in the Geraldton area'?

Mr Peter Dowding: My recollection is that that is for a major capital works project for the
foreshore area. I suspect it is that, but I will get an answer to you.
Mr COURT: I thank the Treasurer. The Geraldion project would cost a lot more than
$3.5 million.
Mr Peter Dowding: $6.4 million.
Mr COURT: Is it cheaper to build than the Hillarys mrarina?
Mr Peter Dowding: My recollection is that it is a bit different.
Mr COURT: The marina seems to be a similar size, but there are more land works than at the
Hillarys marina. I would appreciate an explanation of the navigational aids; does that refer to
the marking of a number of reefs off the entrance to the harbour, or to beacons or lights to
assist in getting into the marina? One needs a certain amount of knowledge in order not to
run aground when coming into that marina.
Mr Peter Dowding: The supplementary document helps there; it says the navigational aids
should enable inexperienced navigators, travelling between Hillaiys and Rottniest, to travel
safely around the shoal area south of Centaur Reef.
Mr COURT: On the question of pens, [ ask how the marina services the capital that has been
spent on it. It has cost a lot of money to build that facility and the Department of Marine and
Harbours has a big involvement in the area. The marina will cost $8 million in total -
$7 million last year and $1 million this year. Is the revenue from the marina covering the
costs associated with its operation? When I last visited the area a number of pens were not
being used.
Mr Peter Dowding: I will obtain the answer for the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
However, when I was there the other dlay I was astounded att the growth in usage of those
pens. Of course, it might be the season.
Mr COURT: I am interested to know the occupancy figures.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): I remind the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
that this is not a capital works item; he is talking about revenue and expenditure, which is
beyond the scope of the debate. That is fairly clearly outlined in the Speaker's statement.
Mr COURT: The Treasurer may recall that some time ago the Government of the day -I
think it was at the end of the previous Government - provided certain loan guarantees to the
Freinantle Sailing Club (fnc) to enable it to borrow funds from the bank for works. When the
club had trouble meeting its repayments, the Government told the yacht club to get its act
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together and to fund it themselves. The Government had been generous in providing the loan
facilities, but the boating community got the message loud and clear that the Govemmiern
would not be milked continuously. The club asked its members to make substantial
contributions. I bought a pen at the time for $3 000 which gave me life ownership and which
I could pass on to my children. It was roe good to be true. When running our of funds to
meet its commitments, the club increased that life ownership fee from $3 000 to $ 10 000 and
people had to make up the balance. I wonder how the Hillarys marina is working financially.
My last point relates to the Dawesville channel, for which an allocation of $2 million is made.
The Government has talked about the Dawesviile Cut for some years, and it seems to be one
of those items that is discussed from time to timie just to maintain some interest. If the
Dawesville Cut will proceed, why cannot it be fully funded by the private sector?
Mr Peter Dowding: That was examined a long time ago. We sent it back for consideration
and it was going to cost us more from our efforts to create some commerciality in the project
than if we dug the hole. If you can find someone in the commercial sector who can make it
fly, at the risk of being cosy with anyone involved, let them put up a proposition.
Mr COURT: If I were not a member of Parliament,!I would put the deal together myself.
Mr Peter Dowding: Put it together and give it to someone in the private sector. The
Government has not been able to find a way, but that is not to say that a way cannot be found.
If you can find a way or anybody who can put this together, it will be considered.
Mr COURT: We have been reluctant in this State to carry out cantal type developments.
Anything to do with waterfronts has been considered sacrosanct. On the Gold Coast. for
example. if people are given a swamp, away they go.
Mr Peter Dowding: It is not sacrosanct and it has nothing to do with that. It is not pant of the
current planning because in the preliminary information given to the Budget subcommittee,
of which I was a member, it was said, after further consideration, that it would cost more.
Mr COURT: The Yunderup Canial development in the Mandurah area was not a success.
Mr Peter Dowvding: One of the first planning decisions made by David Parker was to
approve the canal development. I know that there have been a whole range of canal
developments, and there is no problem approving such developments. The problem is that
the project would not fly. The planning part is going through the EPA to the Minister. I
repeat that if anyone in the world thinks he can make a more commercially feasible proposal.
let him poke his head up.
Mr COURT: I believe that challenge can be met quite easily. I would be surprised if a
nuinber of private sector people could not put forward a proposition to do that and to
ultimately achieve what the Government wants at no expense to the taxpayers. The Treasurer
has issued quite a challenge. As I understand, right at the beginning a private operator was
prepared to implement this proposal.
Mr Peter Dowding,: I do not know. I have told the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
genuinely what is my position. I repeat, if he finds someone to put in a proposal now, we
will look at it.

Mr COURT: The reason I believe it will stack up commercially is that there is no doubt that
Mandurah will become an upmarket residential area.
Mr Peter Dlowding: Particularly if we put a railway down there?
Mr COURT: Will there be fare paying passengers by next year?
Mr Peter Dowding: Not next year.
Mr COURT: I will get to fare paying passengers shortly, and ticket machines on the
railways, because I am told that on the Penh to Fremantle railway one does not have to pay a
fare.
Mr Macinnon: What about the train to the northern suburbs?
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order! We are discussing Marine and
Hlarbours.

Mr COURT: Mandurah will go upmarket. The canal development next to the new traffic
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bridge has been a great success. The houses being built there are fantastic. I accept the
Treasurer's challenge. We will see whether we can get the private sector to do this at no
expense to the taxpayers.
Mr CRANE: I asked a question on notice relating to this department which has not been
answered in the past two days. It is important to me, so will the Minister answer it?
Mr Peter Dowding: I will draw it to his attention and try to get an answer.
Mr CRANE: I am sure it is in his province and I am being nice because I have been accused
today of not being nice, but I will not continue to be nice if I do not get an answer.

Division I I put and passed.

Di vision 12: Mines, $1 653 000 -
Mr LIGH-TFOOT: In 1987-88 actual expenditure was about $7.5 million, while the estimate
for this year has dropped to $1.6 million. Can the Minister tell me why the amount has
dropped to that degree?
Mr Taylor: The reason is that Mineral House in St George's Terrace or Adelaide Terrace is
nearly complete and a large amount of money was spent on it.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: So in the previous year it was capital expenditure?

Mr Taylor: Yes. $6.7 million last year of the total $7.6 million: $7.7 million was spent on
stage two of Mineral House.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I am concerned with respect to capita] expenditure that somne of the
remaining Mines Department offices in areas other than Kalgoorlie may be shut clown.
Several offices were closed during the past year, one of which I think was in Cue.
Mr Taylor: Cue was the only one.

Mr LIGH-TFOOT: Norsenman was on the list, but remained open. Will the Minister give an
undertaking that there are no planned closures of mining registrars' offices in the goldfields'?
I do not say that necessarily because we want to see themn remain open for the sake of
convenience for the registration of mineral tenements but because in most respects they are
bricks and mortar and a permanent office that provides a feeling of stability in towns such as
Mt Magnet, Cue. Meekatharra, Norseman, Coolgardie, Leonora and others. Once the offices
are closed one removes the feeling of stability from these towns. Psychologically, that is a
bad thing. I want to see the goldlfields stay decentralised even in an atrophied form. I do not
want to see them close down or dry up any more than they have already. I say this for no
insular reason, but because it is in the interests of all Western Australians to see these fair
flung frontier towns such as Leonora, Leinster, Wduna, and Meekatharra stay open.
Mr Taylor: I think the samne applies to one man police stations. The temptation has always
existed to close them. It is important for the sake of those commnunities that they stay open
and are seen as part of those communities. The same applies to Government offices. The
amount saved when those l ittle places are closed Is of no consequence.-
Mr LIGHTFOOT: It is of no consequence to the overall Budget, but it has a big
psychological impact on the towns if they close.
Mr Taylor: Yes.
Mr LIGHITFOOT: I agree with the Minister and Ilam glad he is on that wavelength because
far too often Government pulls out, which has been a great factor in towns closing down and
retreating to one or two buildings or a service station/store. I do not want to see that happen
in the goldfields. It is not good policy for the State or for the feeling of safety for tounists,
and with the retreat of Government departments comes the retreat of commun icat ions,
transport, hospitals and the things that go to make up the fine fabric of community in outflung
areas. I appreciate the Minister's assurance that there are no planned closures of Mines
Department offices in the goldfields.
Division 12 put and passed.
Division 13: Office of Government Accommodation, $28 728 000 -

Mr MacKINNON: An inordinately large amount of money is to be spent on partitioning and
accommu-odation this year. Total expenditure last year was $4 712 289 and this year it is
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estimated at $4 500 000 in round figures. Also, a figure appears under New Works for
Partitioning and Accommodation of $4 million. That is a loi of money. I would like to know
exactly which buildings that money is being spent on, and why it is being spent. Imagine
what the cost will be when people shift into the office block on the Terrace on which the
Government gave Mr Anderson and Mr Packer a 40 per cent leasing commitment.
My second question relates to Parliament House air conditioning for which there is an
allocation of $1 million. Can the Minister tell me which sections of the building will be air
conditioned, and at what cost? What is the full cost? Thirdly, and this is the most important
question I raise, one sees for Parliament House additions an actual expenditure last year of
$279 601 and a proposed expenditure for this year of $2 020 000. [ say to you, Mr Chairman,
that as a member of this Parliament I am heartily sick and tired of reading in the newspapers
of plans for future extensions to Parliament House about which I know absolutely nothing.
What does the Minister know about the future plans for Parliament House including this raft
over the freeway published in the newspaper yesterday?
Mi Taylor: If the Leader of the Opposition recalls, the first plans for the extension of
Parliament House that we all saw in fact included the idea of a raft over the freeway.
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services will recall that that plan
was rejected out of hand.
Mr Taylor: The first plan included that raft over the freeway and we rejected that plan.
Mr MacKINNON: Who rejected them?
Mr Taylor: Everyone rejected them.
Mr MacKINNON: Who rejected them?
Mr Crane: I supported it.

My Taylor: It was the Joint House Committee.
Mr MacKINNON: The Joint House Commnittee rejected them?
Mr Taylor: The next step was what we have in this Budget, which is a total cost of
$8.335 million. Of that. $2 million is to be spent this year. There was a proposal in the
property part of yesterday's The West Australian for a plan involving a raft over the freeway,
which is an idea one of the property developers came up with. [ think it was lnterstruct, if I
remember rightly. I know about as much as is in the papers. As chainnan of the Government
Accommodation Board, I can say that no fonmal proposal has been put to me.
Mr MacKINNON: Can the Minister give me an assurance that we are proceeding with the
tower block on the southern side'?
Mr Taylor: As far as I am concerned, we are proceeding with it.
Mr MacKINNON: That is different from the information I have received from a variety of
sources. A source in the BMA which I heard from yesterday indicated that all work on the
planning of the tower on the south side of Parliament House has stopped.
Mr Taylor: That is just not true.
Mr Troy: Absolute rubbish!
Mr MacK-INNON: What is now being considered is the proposal by lnterstruct.
Mr Taylor: That is not right.
Mr MacKINNON: I want to say -
Mr Taylor: Absolutely untmue; you know it.

Mir MacKINNON: I want to know what is going on.
Mr Taylor: Totally untrue!
Mr MacKINNON: I spoke yesterday to a couple of members of the Joint House Committee
and they dlid not know anything about the proposal in the paper the other day.
Mr Taylor: That is right. Nor do [ as the chairman of the Government Accommodation
Board.
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Mr MacKIINNON: This sounds very much like what happened with the spa. The original
explanation was that it would be a change room and a couple of showers. Go downstairs and
see what we have there now! As [ said before, I want to know what is happening with regard
to the extensions to Parliament House. We have a $2 million expenditure allocation this year
for an $8 million project. If that is the case, when is work to start? Itris now November. 1
would have thought the plans would be almost finalised by now. When will there be a bid?
When will work proceed? Deathly silence! Nothing. As I said, I am getting a little tired of
having to face the brunt of public questioning. I have to tell the public that I know nothing
more than they do.
Mr Taylor: I have just been informed that plans for Parliament House are to be presented to a
special meeting of the Joint House Committee in two weeks' time.

Mr MacKININON: When do we expect work to proceed'?

Mr Troy: Ask the Joint House Committee; you have members on it.

Mr Taylor: You are a member of this Parliament.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer is responsible for funding. Just because the Joint House
Committee does the work in ten-ns of approvals and so on does not alter the fact that it is the
responsibility of the Government of the (lay to provide the funding. I will be the first to
support proper improvemnents to this Parliament, because what this Government has allowed
to happe n to ib is Parl iamnent is an absolute disg race.

Several members interjected.
'The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Thomas): Order! Perhaps the debate would be expedited if
the Leader of the Opposition addressed his questions to the Chair and subsequently the
Ministers could answer them-

Mr MacKINNON: It would seem we have reached the position where some other proposal is
being published and reported. I am receiving bits and pieces of information around the place.
I would like to know what is really happening, and I want the Government to outline to me its
understanding of the position so that we, as members of Parliament who will be
accommodated] in that extension, can know what is gvoing on.
Mr COURT: I would appreciate an explanation in regard to the State Printing Division
Wembley - Relocation. Under the Office of Technical and Further Education I shall raise the
question of shifting the Printing Trades Facility, which I understand has gone into some of
the buildings at Government Print. I would appreciate an explanation of the difference
between the funding here and that under the Office of Technical and Further Education,
which is nearly $3 million.

Parliament House should be a prestigious budding. It is an important symbol of our
democracy and the Westminster system of Parliament under which we operate. The public
would accept a reasonable amount of money being spent on ensuring that Parliament House
is a building of which we can all be proud. The current facilities here are not up to standard,
but the problem has been caused by the way the Government has gone about doing things. It
has left a bitter taste in my mouth. I did not like the way the spa exercise was conducted. If a
picture had been presented to the public of what was required at Parliament House, and it
included a spa or a gymnasium or whatever, the public would have grumbled a little but they
would have accepted it.

Mr Taylor: They would not have.

Mr COURT: What the public would not accept was the way that that proposal went through
and we as members of Parliament were not informed.

Mr Taylor: The Joint House Committee was informed.

Mr COURT: The whole thing had the image of being a tricky exercise.

Several members interjected-

Mr COURT: It was played out in the media.

Mr Taylor: A sly attack on the Speaker by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. and
dleliberately so.
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Mr COURT: The Minister can call it what he likes.
Mr Taylor: I call it sly.
Mr COURT: As a member of this Parliament I was disgusted with the way that exercise was
conducted.
Mr Taylor: Some of your members are using it regularly.
Mr COURT: The point [ want to make is -
Several members interjected.
Mr Peter Dowding: This is the longest debate ever!
The DEPUTY CH-AIRMAN: Order! The debate would be expedited if the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition addressed his remarks to the Chair.
Mr COURT: The Treasurer's comments are irrelevant. The public will accept a proper
expenditure on Parliament House if it is out in the open and done properly.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is.
Mr COURT: It has not been. I would like to think that any proposals for this Parliament
House are done in the open so that we do not have to carry the stigma we dlid over what is a
relatively minor exercise - building a gymnasium.
Mr TAYLOR: In relation to the points raised by the Leader of the Opposition, partitioning
accommodation is an expensive exercise, as I know from being chairman of the Govenrnent
Accommodation Board. The buildings that we may move into in terms of purchases or
rentals are some of the most expensive things. It is not only the partitioning; it is the whole
setting up oif Government offices. As chairman of that board I am taking a special interest in
trying to see where we can reduce those costs as much as possible. The same applies to new
offices, and that is the reason for that figure of $8 million odd being there.
[ am not aware of the details of the air conditioning of Parliament House and [ do not know
how far $1 million will go in air conditioning this place, but my personal view is that there is
no need to air condition this Chamber. We use it very rarely at this time of year and there is a
very great need to start by air conditioning the offices of Parliament House because it is most
inappropriate that the staff of this place should work in the conditions they currently have.
Mr Macinnon: When will that work commuence?
Mr TAYLOR: I do not know.
Mr Clarko: Are they going to air condition the Chamber'?
Mr TAYLOR: I think they are. As I said, I do not think it is necessary. It is the intention to
atr condition the entire Parliament House.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition mentioned the proposal in yesterday's The West
Australian for a bridge over the freeway as part of Parliament House. Certainly that proposal
and the details seen in the newspaper is the first I have heard of it. It certainly has not come
before the Government Accommodation Board. On the 21st of this month the full Joint
House Committee met to consider the proposed building that would go into the car park as an
addition to Parliament House. All members of the Joint House Committee accepted that
proposal. Another meeting will be held in a couple of weeks to go through the detail and we
will see the work s=a.
In a political sense I think it would be very wise on the part of the Government not to turn a
sod before the election because, having seen tonight the Leader of the Opposition trying to
make some small political mileage from the proposal seen in yesterday's The West
Australian, I know what mileage he and some of his colleagues would make out of even a
small turning of' the sod in the car park, by saying that this Government is looking after itself
at Parliament House and not looking after other things such as schools and so on. If I had my
way I would do very little work on this place just to ensure that the Opposition does not have
the opportunity to make any comment about it before the election. Nevertheless. I think the
Joint House Commnittee has a wider view of this than I do and I am sure the work will be
considered at the meeting to be held in two weeks' time; undoubtedly work will proceed after
that.
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As to the commients of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in relation to the $300 000 for
relocation of the State Printing Division at Wembley. that relates to a training school for the
trade that has been set up in the area. The other funds are allocated in another part of this
Budget for equipment associated with the Stare Printing Division in Western Australia.
Division 13 put and passed.
Division 14: Office of Technical and Further Education, $25 720 000 -
Mr COURT: The two items I want to discuss are the relocation of the Refrigeration and
Airconditioning School and the Wembley Printing Trades Facility. In answer to my previous
question the Minister said that the money he mentioned there was for some renovations and
to shift that printing trades facility into pant of the State Printing Division buildings at
Wembley.

Mr Peter Dowding: Not into, next to.

Mr COURT: Is it not a part of the same buildings?

Mr Peter Dowding: No, it is a building that was used by them. It is an old school.

Mr COURT: Do they rent it?
Mr Peter Dowding: No, it is an old school they acquired.

Mr MacKinnon: It is an old Catholic school.
Mr Peter Dowding: Do you know what it was called?

M~r MacKinnon: It is an old Catholic school but I am not sure of the name.
Mr COURT: But it was a part of the printing works, was it not?
Mr Peter Dowding: It is an old Catholic school they acquired and they put their
administration section in it.
Mr COURT: The Minister mentioned the $2.777 million was for equipment, but would that
not be for the actual works required? What are the building costs involved in changing that
facility'?
Mr Peter Dowding: I don't know. Any questions you want answered in detail - if you have
not asked them already - we will have answered. The building was a school.
Mr COURT: As I understand it, the private sector also provides some of the equipment
which is used in that printing trades facility.
Mr Peter Dowding: Yes.
Mr COURT: I would appreciate some dletails on the $4.5 million being spent on setting up
the Carlisle Refrigeration and Aircondlitioning School.
Mr Peter Dowding: The biggest cost is setting up the equipment, which will be the
refrigeration and air conditioning equipment to be worked on by the students. That is one of
the major costs in that program.

Mr COURT: Is that $4.5 million to physically build the facility, or to equip it?
Mr Peter Dowding: It is for everything.
Mr COURT: To build it and equip it?
Mr Peter Dowding: I think so, but you will get that answer in derail.

Mr COURT: These were the two operations that were left on the Perth Technical College
site, and when the Government did its rather notorious deal of selling the site these two
schools remained there and the Government was paying some $2 million a year in rent. That
was a crazy amount to be paying because I am sure a deal could have been done if the
Government were going to stay there for a year or so; but instead it had to pay $2 million a
year rent which would have been much better spent in setting up these new schools. I
certainly support the setting up of these new schools but I do not support the way the
Government did that deal, because there was quite a bit of to-ing and fro-ing as to whether
the Wembley Printing Trades Facility would be established.
Mr Troy: It is quite advantageous there because most of the trainees come out of the State
Printing Division.
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Mr COURT: What is the Minister trying to say?
Mr Tray: I think you know.

Mr COURT: I am talking about shifting from the Perth Technical College site.

Mr Troy: I am talking about the printing school.

Mr COURT: I am saying that the Government wasted $2 million which could have gone into
the printing school.
Mr Taylor: You have a very short fuse.

Mr COURT: The Minister tried to be a bit funny, but $2 million was paid out which could
have gone into setting up a much better printing school and a much better refrigeration and
air conditioning school than we have. We are getting a bit fed up with this Government
throwing around millions of dollars. That deal was scandalous, and the Minister talks about
employment and training! That $2 million could have gone into providing better facilities but
instead the Government blew it on a real estate dleal that it should not be proud of.

Division 14 put and passed.
Div ision 15: Police, $5 626 000 -
Mr LIGH4TFOOT: A matter which has been of some concern to me for a considerable time
now with respect to police in country areas - and I talk specifically of some of the goldmining
towns in my electorate - is the increasing problem with Aboriginal people or people of
Aboriginal extraction. There are nmany minor incidents happening daily, or hourly, but the
latest senious incident was the near riot - in fact, some people say it was a riot - in Cue, where
patrons and tourists were forced to take shelter inside the Cue Club Hotel when some 40
Aborigines attacked the hotel.

Mr Peter Dowding: What has that to do with capital works?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: It is to do with police, and money spent.

Mr Macinnon: Building police stations.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Thomas): Order! Perhaps the member will proceed with
his contribution to the debate and show its relevance to the Division under discussion.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Thank you. Mr Deputy Chairman. My concern is such that I feel that
unless something is clone to treat the cause, which was stopping the patrons in the hotel from
reciprocating the attack upon them by the Aborigines, something more serious will happen.
It is a wonder that it has not already happened and that there have not already been deaths. I
think the Government or perhaps a new Government next year will have to tackle this
problem seriously, allocate money - because money fixes most things - and look at a program
whereby Aboriginal people are brought back in to the general fold of Australians and where
the police are trained to better understand Aboriginal people and their problems.

Mr Burkett: Do you support the Aboriginal aides in the Police Force?

Mr LIG14TFOOT: I support most aspects of the Police Force, and without qualifying it too
heavily I support the Aboriginal aides program.

Mr Taylor: This year we have taken on a special program where of 100 police cadets, we
have specifically set aside 20 places for young Aboriginal people. We have had over 100
applicants and it has been very difficult to choose the 20; we are taking them in a couple of
weeks. It is a matter of getting more Aboriginal people directly involved in police matters. It
will not happen overnight but down the track it will have a real impact.

The DEPUTY CHAIRM4AN (Mr Thomas): Order! The member's contribution has been
very interesting, as have the interjections, but perhaps the member could direct his
contribution to the question of capital works.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: With respect, Mr Deputy Chairman, I have already done so. I am talking
about the capital works necessary, directly or indirectly, to solve some of the problems
experienced in the goldfields. What the Minister spoke of will involve expenditure. I
endorse that, although I do not want to do so if it is to be used for propaganda. I take it that it
will nor and that it is a genuine effort. Why should not young Aborigines or people of
Aboriginal extraction be encouraged to join a facilty that exploits and uses the special
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aptitude they have? We know Aborigines have superior aspects to their physique, such as
.superior eyesight, hearing and so on -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The question before the Committee is at present capital
works, The contribution of the member should be related to that.

Mr LIGH-TFOOT: I do not want to take issue with you, Mr Deputy Chairman, because that
will take longer. This issue was in fact gagged - for want of a better word - the other night. 1
wished to refer to the problem which exists, particularly in relation to Cue, and [ think that is
covered adequately by this section. I did not intend to speak very long, and had I not been
interrupted and listened to the injections - which I am Rlad I did, because it involved
something I was not aware of - perhaps!I would have finished sooner. Whatever Government
is here next yew- it must address very seriously the problemn that exists, is being exacerbated
at the moment, and will become more serious, in respect of Aboriginal and white Australians.
One of the ways we can address that problemn is to look at our Police Force and overhaul the
way the police treat Aboriginal people. It is a good start to have 20 young Aborigines being
seconded to the Police Force, as, the Minister indicated tonight.

Mr CRANE: I want to refer to three matters, of which the Minister would be aware, and I
believe this is the appropriate time to remind hhni of something I have mentioned in this place
quite often. I did not notice the Capital Works Program for thle Yanchep Police Station. I
take it that is not there, but it has a reasonably high priority?

Mr Taylor: Yes.

Mr CRANE: 1 thank the Minister. Also I have had some good cooperation from the
Assistant Commissioner, Mr Billing, regarding the Canarnahl Police Station and the problemn
the Minister is well aware of at Eneabba, which has needed a police station for somne time. I
have been involved with this matter for sonic time, so perhaps the Minister will be able to
bring me up to date onl matters that have occurred within the last 12 hours in respect of
whether we will have somebody at Eneabba.

Mr Taylor: You know about the mieeting which took place yesterday'?
Mr CRANE: I realise that. it was not supposed to take place; somebody rook a deputation to
the Minister, and it was not his electorate. It was mine. Being the gentleman I am, I will not
mnake a great fuss about that, but hie will not want to do it again.

Mr Taylor: Be that as It may. the police have said they are willing to put two police officers
into Eneabba. Itis just a matter of sorting out the housing and sonic facilities for thle police
station, and judging from the attitude of everyone at the meeting, I ami sure this problem will
be resolved quickly.

Mr CRANE: Jack Billing and I have been talkinigabout this for a few weeks.

Mr Taylor: That is right. You have been involved with it from the begitmning.

Mr CRANE: Yes, I have been involved with it all along. I get a bit testy when someone
horns in on my territory. I am a two gun. man. I fire from the hip and I always fire bloody
straig ht. We need a police station up there. That is my area and I guard it very jealously. I
thank che Minister for the help he has given me in this regard. I also thank Jack Billing. I
think their help has been wonderful. I do not think it hurts to show one's appreciation to
Ministers when they help with these matters. We often tend to criticise the other side of the
Chamber, but [ just want to say "thank you".
Mr GREIG: What progress has been made in the acquisition of lanld for the Forrestfield
police statiotn? if in fact land has been identified for purchase, where would the allocation
come from in this year's Budget? I do not see any itemn in the Estimates for it. I know that
the people of Forrestfield hope every day that the acquisition of land will he aiounced and
that the construction of the police station will begin.

Mr Taylor: The land is in the process of being acquired, as I understand it. We will be
announcing that as soon as we have all the details tidied up.

Mr GREIG: If that process is occurring, could the Minister refer tie to thle Capital Works
Program'? I am looking on page 21 and I cannot see it within this part of thle Budget.

Mr Taylor: The whole range of acquisitions takes place throughout the metropolitan anid
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country areas, but not all of them are within this Budget. The land would not necessarily
show up if we were setting aside Crown land owned through the Department of Land
Administration. In that case there would be no need for anything to show up in here at all,
because it does not cost us anything.
Mr GREIG: I understand that. If that is identified, is there any chance that the construction
could start this financial year?
Mr Taylor; I am sure that the member for Helena will be very keen to see that we press
ahead with it as soon as possible.
Mr GREIG: l am sure he will be. I will be very pleased to do that after the next election.

Division 15 put and passed.
Div ision 16: Premier, $381 000 -

Mr MacKINNON: This particular item refers to an allocation for restoration and
refurbishment of Government House. I have no objection to the expenditure but I ask for
(details of what is involved in that restoration program.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Normally this debate is an opportunity for members to comment. I
will be able to give a small amount of detail. These papers have been available for months.
If questions needed to be asked normally they would be dealt wvith in various ways.

Mr MacKinnon: That takes place in Committee debate.
Mr PETER DOWD[NG: No. by way of questions on notice.

Mrt Court: In other years the then Pretnier accused me of abusing questions on notice.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I made the point earlier that the longest this debate has gone on in
the last decade - except for one occasion - has been about an hour. A continuing program of
upgrading Government House has been in place for a while. We will continue with the
program for a whole range of restoration and refurbishment. The fabric of Government
House needs to be looked after.
Division 16 pt atid passed.
Division 17: Regional lDevelopment andl the North West. $85 00)4) put and passed.

IN ivision 18: Resources Development, $18 570 000 -
Mr COURT: I refer to Assistance to Industry - SCM Chemicals Pty Ltd. The Government
provided some form of incentive for SCM to establish a new process at the Kemerton site.
'What was the total cost of the assistance package?
Mr Peter Dowding: The amount is $16 million; it is in the papers.
Mr COURT: What does SCM spend? The total package for SCM Chemicals is $16 million.
How much of that has been paid out already, and when will the balance be paid? In relation
to the infrastructure, a figure of $9 mill ion appears at page 28.
Mr Parker: Principally that is for land purchases to expand the buffer zone. Of the
$9 million, about $6 million relates to that. I will give details later on but that is the
proportion.
Mr COURT: When the Barrack silicon project was shifted the Government announced that it
would give the company a package. I forget the figure.
Mr Parker: $8 million.

Mr COURT: $8 million-plus. If delays occurred in completion, the figure would be so much
a month.
Mr Parker: Only if losses were occasioned by the move.
Mr COURT: At the time, we said that the Government would have to spend a great deal on
infrastructure for the Kemerton site. The Minister says that $9 million represents the
purchase of land for the buffer zone. Later in the papers, under State Energy Commission,
the Kemerton silicon plant receives $6 million.
Mr Parker: That is recoupable; chat is a supply. They would have to do that anywhere. That
is paid back by tariffs. One could look at any transmission line and say it was X million
dollars to build.
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Mr COURT: Except that when the Government chose the previous site, it said that was
because it was near a transmission line.
Mr Parker: We would have had to build a backup transmission line at the previous site. That
is what we are doing here.
Mr COURT: Besides this item under Resources Development, plus the Kemerton silicon
smelter under State Energy Commission, are any other expenses involved? Is there a water
expense?
Mr Parker: No.
Mr COURT: Is there a road expense?
Mr Parker: To the extent there is any road expense, that is included in the $9 million.
Mr COURT: Is there a rail expense'?

Mr Parker: No.
Mr COURT: Is any work to be done at the siding?

Mr Parker: If so, it is normal work within Westrail. It is not extraordinary.

Div ision 18 put and passed.
lDiNision 19: Serv ices. $4 48X2 000 -
Mr COURT: We have discussed the amount to be spent on the State Printing Division. This
division outlines the equipment which will be put in this year. A great deal of concemn has
been expressed in the private sector that it is difficult for that sector to compete against this
type of costing, when taxpayers' funds are put in to set up the operation in competition with
the private sector. The Government set up a Functional Review Committee to look into the
operations of the Printing Division but apparently the recommnendations have been ignored.
The Government is now spending millions of dollars on equipment and I can understand why
the private sector gets uptight because it pays taxes, charges and other overheads involved in
running a business. The private sector is envious about how money can be found - taxpayers'
money - to improve the competitive position of the State Printing Division basically at the
expense of the private sector.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition refuses to accept, first, that
the private sector receives roughly $12 million a year in any event in direct Government
printing work; and, second, it receives about 25 per cent to 30 per cent of the work which
goes into the State Printing Division. The majority of the work which comes out into the
private sector is funded by the sale of equipment. The State Printing Division, under this
Government, is niodemnising and getting rid of some of the things they used to do, which the
private sector can do adequately. The telephone directory is a good example. The private
sector is doing things that it can do well and efficiently.
Mr Court: Equipment has been sold.
Mr PETER DOWDING: A whole stack of equipment has been sold.
Mr Court: Equipment used for the telephone directory?
Mr PETER DOWD[NG: And other stuff.
Mr Court: How much?
Mr PETER DOWDING: It does not matter how much it is. The vast bulk of this is being
funded out of the sale of equipment.
Mr Court: The equipment was not leased?
Mr PETER DOWDING: No, they owned it. It is something that the previous Liberal
Government bought. Now the right thing is being done. The division is becoming
commercial, which is good for everybody. This is good for the private sector printers as
well - a fact which most of them recognise.

Division 19 put aid passed.
Division 20: Sport and Recreation, $2 217 000 - put and passed.
Div ision 2 1: Transport, $2 500 000 -
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Mr COURT: What is covered by the item Car Park Redevelopment - Planning Fees'?
Mr Peter Dowding: I will get the inform-at ion and supply it.

Mr COURT: Does it nat seem unusual to the Treasurer?

Mr- Peter Dowding: There is work as well as planning. I cannot tell you what the planning
fees are but I will supply you with the details.

Division 21 put and passed.
Divisions 22 to 24: Treasury, $31 (I0U; Hedland College, $1 912 000; Western
Australian College uf Advanced Education. $37 000 - put and passed.
Division 25: State Hlousing Commission. $64 650 000 -

Mr LEWIS: The cause of the housing crisis in this State has been the under-spending in
previous years by this Government. The crisis is not affecting people with homes; it is
affecting chose who are without homes, the people who have to rent, those on I-omeswest
waiting lists and everyone who is crying to find funds for houses. They will have to live
somewhere and, with the falling standards of living and diminishing incomes in real terms,
their ability to bridge the $25 000-deposit gap in housing is getting further from their reach.
The problem is affordability and, in Western Australia, that affordability is diminishing faster
than anywhere else in Australia, This Governent is to blame for that state of affairs. The
Government has been crying to play it smart by withholding capital works funds and carrying
them over until election years. That plan has backfired. In the last 10 months, housing prices
have risen by an average of abouc 42 per cent.

Mr Gordon HI: The Governenc is not the only house building agency.

Mr LEWIS: That is true, but if the Government fails to spend $85 mill ion on capital works
that it has previously budgeted to spend, it exacerbates a problem that is already occurring.
Mrs Beggs: What $85 million are you talking abouc?

Mr LEWIS: In the last three years the Government has underspent an average of $85 million
of what it said it would spend on housing and development.

Mrs Beggs: In 1987-88 the committed amount not spent totalled $27 million and on new
constructions for 1988-89, $58 million, a total of $86 million. Every year there is a carryover
because it is impossible to be sure that the houses will be built before the end of the financial
year.
Mr LEWIS: Can the Minister tell me why she carried over on internal funds an amount of
$67 million?

Mrs Beggs: Yes, I can.

Mr LEWIS: Has she withheld any money for pork barrell ing this year'?

Mr Gordon Hill: You don't understand the budgetary process.

Mr LEWIS: I understand that the Government is trying to pull a fast one, but it has come
unstuck arid has exacerbated the housing problem in this State. Interest rates will increase by
0.5 per cent, as has been foreshadowed by the Federal Treasury, and the national secretariat
of the Housing Industry Association has told me that it has been told by the Federal Treasury
that it will wind up rates by another 0.5 per cent before Christmas which will mean that there
will have been a two per cent increase since June this year, putting an extra $80 a month, or
$20 a week, onto the cost of the average loan. Where do the people on fixed incomes get an
extra $20 a week?

Mrs Beggs: When was the last timne you supported a wage increase?

Mr LEWIS: This Government has presided over the greatest housing disaster this State has
ever seen. Never before have we seen a 42 per cent increase in the cost of shelfer in 10
months.

Mr Parker: That is nonsense.

Mr LEWIS: It is not nonsense. In October 1987 a first home owner paid an average of
$54 353 for a home. On 30 October 1988, he paid $77 104, a $22 700 increase.
Mr Parker: That is not the first home owner price: it is the median price.

5933



Mr LEWIS: It is the first home owner price. Since October 1987, the average price of a
borne has risen from $57 500 to $88 260 in October 1988, a $23 700 increase in 12 months.
It is a 41 per cent increase.

M~vr Parker: It is the median price.

Mi-r LEWIS: I extracted the figures and I will tell the Chamber where I got them from.
Would menbers agree that Roy Weston Nationwide Reaty is by far the biggest realtor in
Western Australia? It sells about 60 per cent of all the saleable homes in Western Australia.
Does the Minister accept that the figures are reasonable?

Mr Parker: Every imie they put out a report they praise us.

Mr LEWIS: Are the figures reasonable?

Mrs Beggs: Your interpretation is absolutely wrong.

Mr LEWIS: [ have taken the figures from Weston's figures.

Mrs Beggs: The housing industr wanted to know how you will control the nmarket pnice of
housing.

Mr LEWIS:. Let us look at what the Government has done for first homne owners. In August
1987 the price of land for the first.horne owner was $19 780 and in October 1988 it was
$36 800.

Mrs Beggs: First home owners' land'?

Mr LEWIS: Yes, it was the average price paid for first homle owners' land.

Mrs Beggs: That is stupid. People are buying blocks of land for $19 000 and under.

Mr LEWIS: Some are and others are paying more. Homeswest land at Beechboro sold for
$31 000 ablock.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are (debating the General Loan and Capital Works Fund
Budget. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition would know, as would the Deputy Premier.
that this is not meant to be a general debate of the whole Budget. We must debate the
Division before the Chamber. We are debating the State Housing Commission and the
member can compare the previous General Loan and Capital Works Fund Budgets with this
year's figures. We are not debating the whole spectrum of housing. I ask the member for
East Melville to confine his remarks to the matter before the Ckurber.

Mr LEWIS: I accept your ruling. Mr Cliainnan.

for the benefit of the Minister I will make some comparisons between previous years and this
year regarding the development and purchase of land. In the financial year 1985-86 the
estimated expenditure for the development of' land was $29. 14 million. but the Government
spent only $19 million. I do not know whether the Minister is aware of that but the money
which was not spent - more than $9 million - could have been used for the development of a
number of housing lots. In the financial year 1986-87 the estimated expenditure was $26.2
million anti the Government spent $21.9 million. How mrany l-omeswest lots could have
been purchased with the money that was not spent?

Mrs Beggs: Which year was that?

Mr LEWIS: The 1986-87 financial year and 579 lots were developed in the metropolitan
area during that year. In 1987-88 the estimated expenditure was $24.2 million and the
Governiment spent that amnount. Does the Minister know how many blocks were developed
that year'?

Mrs Beggs: Nine hundred and ninety four.
Mr LEWIS: No, 745 were developed. I am sorry, but the figures were given to me in answer
to questions I put on the Notice Paper. That is the reason we have a land shortage and that is
the reason the Government has invented schemes to crank up 3 000 lots. In the two previous
years, the Government developed about 1 400 lots and it spent an amiount of $30 million.
The Government has now tried to make 3 000 lots available and it is something that
Homeswest has never dlone before. The Governmnent has not monitored the land -situation. I
am sure the Minister is aware of the problem.
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Ido not think it is right that Homeswest should be advertising the availability of rental homes
in Iocai shopping centres.
Mr Peter Dowding: That is not a capital works item.

Mr LEWIS: It is.

Mr Peter Dowding: How'?
Mr LEWIS: The provision of rental homes is a capital works item.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is, but advertising is not.

N4.r LEWIS: The point I am making is that the Government is advertising that rental homes
are available in various suburbs. People are ringing I-omeswest to be told that 13 200 people
are on the waiting list, yet l-omeswest says homes are available. It is not true.
Mr Court: If members of the private sector did that sort of advertising you would put them in
gaol.
Ms LEWIS: The Consumer Affairs Department would be on to them.

Mrs Beggs: The advertising is to the effect that these sorts of homes can be rented.

Mr LEWIS:, The advertising is that homes are available for rental now, It is misleading and
the Corporate Affairs Department should investigate l-omeswesr for misleading advertising.

Mr Court: We have a guilty Minister in this Chamber.
Mr LEWIS: We have a Minister in this Chamnber who is out of' touch with the industry and
the industry told her that the other dlay. Apparently she thumped the desk and said, 'How
d.are you tell ine I do not commu-unicate wvith the housing industry?'
Mrs Beggs: Who told you that'?
Mr LEWIS: You are blushing.
Mr Peter Dowding: She is a very good Minister. You are being unfair.
Mr Count: Do you think it is fair to advertise homes for rental when they are not available*?
Mvr Parker: H-ow many homes did you build when you were in Governent?
Several members interjected.
My LEWIS: The fact is that this Government misleads the public all the time. It is dishonest.

Mr Court: It is typical of the deception going on in different areas.
Mr LEWIS: People are ringing Horneswest and they are being given short shrift. They then
ring my office and ask what is going on and what I can do about it. I have said to them, "I
can't do anything. We have a dishonest Government. Why don't you throw them out of
office?"
Several members interjected.
Mr Parker: What about debating the Estimates'?
Mr LEWIS: The rental of housing has something to do with the Estimates.

Mr Parker: Not the way you are talking about it.
Mr LEWIS: There is a major housing crisis. The Government has blown it.

Mrs Beggs: The word is boom, not crisis.

Mr-LEWIS: The Minister should talk to the 18 to 25 year olds out there, the people who used
to vote Labor. She should go to her electorate and ask the people there how they like paying
an extra $80 a month on their mortgages.

Mrs Beggs: They are not paying that; that is where you are wrong.

Mir LEWIS: No housing interest rates have not gone up by 1.5 per cent since June'!
Mrs Beggs: Interest rates have gone up marginally.
Mr Peter Dowding: We are talking about the Capital Works Program; get on with it.
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Mir LEWIS: I am just giving the members opposite a few borne truths. The Government has
blown it. It has underspent. It has created a housing and lot shortage. It has advertised
Homeswest houses as being available for rent when they are not available. I( is misleading
the public and ought to be voted out of office.
Mr WIESE: I agree with the remarks of the previous speaker, but the real tragedy with
respect to the housing problem is that the Minister appears to be unwilling to face the fact
that there is a problem. While I do not profess to be an expert on the housing situation, I find
it very surprising that the proposed expenditure for the coming year for acquisition and
development of land is approximately $69 million. That amount is greater than the provision
for the construction and provision of houses, which amounts to approximately $65 million.
To put matters in perspective, a private person can expect to spend between one and a half to
two times the amount he spent to purchase a block of land on the construction of a house to
put on that land. However, Homeswest is spending more on purchasing the land than on
constructing houses. That indicates that something is wrong.

Mrs Beggs: Homeswest acquires broad acre holdings on a regular basis so it can plan for the
future, so in any one year it is quite possible that the land acquisition program costs a lot
more than the housing construction program. Homeswest has to be able to buy up broad
acres of land to enable it to commit itself to its program I0 or 15 years in advance.
Mr WIESE: I am prepared to accept the Minister's explanation, but it is at variance with the
facts before me. If Homeswest had been planning ahead and purchasing land, it would not be
in its present situation. I can only go on the figures before me. The same situation existed
last year. What the Minister says does not ring true. That is the way I see things from) my
l imited knowledge.
Mrs Beggs: It is very limited knowledge.
Mr WIESE: I thank the Minister very much for trying to expand that knowledge, but in
doing so she gave me inforniation that does not ring true with the evidence before me. so I
have to take it with a grain of salt. [ do not think the Minister is giving us the facts.
I turn now to the proposed expenditure on improvements, upgrading and additions with
respect to rental properties. In round figures, it is proposed to spend approximately
$15 million this financial year on those programs. I refer to what [ have seen throughout my
electorate of Narrogin and what will be the expanded electorate of Wagin which will rake in
Katanning and Broomnehill in addition to the present Narrogin electorate. Homeswest has
major problems in the area. I amt in contact with Homeswest regularly because it has many
problems and many problem tenants. It appears to me that Honieswest is pouring good
money after bad on an extremely regular basis when it tries to maintain its houses in these
towns. Narrogin. Wagin, Dumbleyung. Kattanning, Tambellup and Onowangerup are all
towns which present Homeswest with major problems in trying to keep up the standard of its
housing. Its houses are continually and regularly damaged almost to the point of being
destroyed in many cases. It is tragic that this is happening around the country. It is even
more tragic that the people who cause the damage are being put back into the houses to cause
damage yet again. That is a complete and utter waste of taxpayers' money.
I have been told that Honieswest purchased a house which it cannot get anybody to live in
because of the area in which it purchased the house. We are talking about a capital
expenditure on a house that will not be lived in. Even if Homeswest could get someone to
live in the house, within six months it would probably be damaged again. It is time that
l-omeswest addressed the problem because it is not right that it should spend its money in
this manner when there is a great demand for housing in areas in other towns or even in the
city. I do not begrudge the housing; I know it is needed. I do not know the answer, but I
believe that people who cause major damage to houses should be held more accountable for
that damage. They should have to clear any backlog of debt before they are allocated another
house.
I am told that Homeswest does not insure its houses on the external market; that is probably
because no company would take that insurance business. Itris a tragedy that the money being
used is likewise being wasted on repairing the damage that Homeswest know will be repeated
time and time again. I do not like the situation; I do not know what is the answer, but I
believe Homeswest should address this problem as a matter of urgency.
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Division 25 put and passed.
Division 26: Western Ausralian Government Railways Commission. $4 566 000 -
Mr COURT: Does the Albany foreshore development include the relocation of the railways
in chat area? I ask the Treasurer to provide details as to the timing and the genera layout of
the development. I ask the Treasurer to explain the timing and total cost of the suburban rail
electrification. To what stage will the $49 million allocated take the electrification? In the
Subiaco area the local council has expressed some concern on this program with regard to the
visual impact of the overhead wires, particularly in places where the rail is already built up
high. I am interested to know if there is an alternative to using overhead wires.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Albany foreshore development is the subject of quite extensive
modelling and plans, which [ am sure could be made available to the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, if he wishes. With regard to the electrification, I understand that it cannot
proceed without overhead wires. It is a major project, and if the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition would like a briefing, I am sure that could be arranged with the engineers.

Division 26 put and passed.

Divisions 27 and 28: Agriculture Protection Board, $894 00014; Building Mianagenment
Authority, $6 505 000 - put and passed.

IDiision 29: Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation, $446 0404 -

Mr COURT: Have the guidelines with respect to assistance for the on-farm water supply
schemes been changed this year?! I note that the proposed expenditure has increased this year
to almost $1.5 million. Have any changes been made to encourage the increased expenditure
in this area?

Mr Peter Dowding: I will supply that information to the member.

Division 29 put and passed.

Division 341: Technology and Industry Development Authority, $9 790 000 -

Mr MacI(INNON: I refer to the item Assistance to Industry - Orbital Engine Co. I ask the
Treasurer to provide an update of the current position of the Orbital Engine Co. What is the
position with the Federal Government and its response to the Sarich program? When is the
crunch day and how far away is the ultimate decision? Is it necessary for the State
Government to extend any further support to the Sarich enterprise to ensure that the project is
retained in Western Australia? I believe the Federal Governent's decision is probably
crucial as to whether this project will be retained in Western Australia.

Mr COURT: I also am very interested in the Government's proposals on the Orbital Engine
Co. The Government has made a number of announcements in recent times indicating that it
is keen to establish a manufacturing plant in this State. The Government has said it has
worked out an assistance package to that company; yet the indications seem to be that these
engines will be made in the United States. Recently I visited Detroit and spoke to
representatives from a number of companies in the motor industry, who assist somne of the
large manufacturers. I understand this engine has reached the stage at which the Ford Motor
Co has signed some form of agreement which involves its moving to the next stage of testing
a pilot run of engines. That run involves 500 engines which must be built in a plant which
resembles a production line. They cannot be custom built engines but must be built with
tooling so that the engine can be properly tested under real life conditions. That would be
difficult in Western Australia, which does not have a track record of engine manufacture.
The risk involved in providing the investment for the establishment of plant which could
build a pilot run of engines - the stage before moving into full production - is a big one. It is
the type of risk that would not be criticised when compared with the hundreds of millions of
dollars of taxpayers' money wasted by this Government in the many financial ventures in
which it has become involved. I will not delay the Commuittee by outlining where the
hundreds of millions of dollars have gone. I hope the Goverrnent understands that it is a
major step. The commritment to build a plant to produce the pilot run of engines is more than
that; it is the beginning of moving to a mass production run of engines. For the life of me, I
cannot see why we cannot do that sort of thing in this State when we are so far away from
markets. There are already a number of big companies manufacturing engines for export in
Australia and I do not see any reason why we cannot do that in this State.
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I would be interested if the Treasurer would give us an update of where the Government sees
this project heading. Many people have been sceptical about the work canriecd out by the
Orbital Engine Company, but I was convinced after speaking to people in the industry,
including'a people from Ford in Detroit, that they are well down the track towards starting to
use this technology. It is exciting that we have people in this State who can come up with
this type of research and development work and then move into production.
I turn to Technology Park development which again involves a large sum of money
approaching $4 million. We seem to be talking to mid air tonight. We are not getting
answers to questions but assurances that answers will come in wniting.
Mr Peter Dowding: I have said that the previous procedure has been that this Bill was dealt
with in a different way, usually taking a few minutes or an hour. If people have questions
they have had the papers for months or weeks, and they could have put those questions on
notice.
Mr Mac innon: We put themi on and were told to wait for the debate.
Mr Peter Dowding: That is not true. The point is that this is an opportunity for members
opposite to make commu~ents. If there are questions. I will make sure that they are replied to
and, if I can answer themn, I will.

Mr COURT: The point I make is I feel that I am not inhibited by the fact that I am not
getting answers and I make clear to the Government that we will keep asking questions
because we think they are important,

Mr Peter Dowding: The Opposition is entitled to answers, and it will get them.
Mr COURT: There is $4 million to be spent on the Technology Park development. I would
like to know how much money the Governmient has spent so far, whether it is a self-funding
operation and what this particular expenditure is for. I am told that the formner Deputy
Premier has a pretty plush office out in that complex. I do not quite know in what role.
Mr Macinnon: He had better make the most of it.
Mr COURT: I would like to think that Technology Park is a commercial proposition and for
that reason I would appreciate an explanation about what this mnoney is for and what is the
overallI profit and loss statement for Technology Park.
Mr PETER DOWDING. I must say In relation to the orbital engine that I do not think
anyone has done as much work trying to secure support for that project, both at a State and
Federal1 level and in a Governent sense, than has the Deputy Premier who has been in
constant communication with Mr Sarich and done a great deal of work lobbying the Federal
Governmnent to upgrade the level of its assistance. I ami sure he will continue to do that. I
think, quite frankly, that a lot of the questions about the future of that project need to be
answered by Mr Sarich.
Mr MacKinnon: What does the Treasurer mnean by that'?
Mr PETER DOWDI.NG: In relation to the future, a lot of that is his decision.
Mr MacKinnon: H-as he not said that the Federal Government's assistance package needs
upgrading?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Yes, he has, and the Deputy Premier has taken up that matter. No
doubt he will be able to supply the Leader of the Opposition with some information and Mr
Sarich may be able to supply him with other inform-ation. about the future of this project.
Mr Macinnon: Is the Treasurer confident he will succeed?
Mr PETER DOW DING: I am confident that this State will do everything it can to ensure the
project is given support.
Mr MacKinnon: What about the Federal Government? Is the Treasurer confident of its
support'?
Mr PETER DO\VDING: We have had differences with the Federal Government but at the
last report it was prepared to make an offer, but whether it was good enough we will have to
wait and see. As to the Technology and Industry Development Authority, and in particular
Technology Park, it has been ani important project and is operating as a commuercial venture
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which is intended to bring together a whole range of industries. I am sorry that the Leader of
the Opposition has taken a set against the chairman of the authority, because if anybody has
struggled to bring Western Australia into this area, it was the form-er Deputy Premier. [ think
he is regarded by people generally as having -

Mr Macinnon: As a bit of a joke.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition can denigrate him, but he was the
person who pushed the issue.

Mr MacKinnton: I am telling the Treasurer what people tell me.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He put this issue on the map and worked hard to make it work. He
has in his own way put an enormous amount of energy into it. Good luck to him, I think he
has served the community well. In any event, the information -
Mr Court: He ducked out at the right time.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He is younger than 1, too.

Mr Court: How old is he?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I think, 44. The way in which that Technology Park development
works in its recurrent expenditure is a matter within the Budget papers, but I will make sure
the member gets some inform-ation about it.

Mr MacKINNON: I have a brief comment relating to the Orbital Engine Company. It would
be an absolute tragedy for Australih if a project with the potential of this company was to be
lost to Australia because one Government or another was not big enough and bold enough to
come forward with the right package at the time. There is undoubtedly a huge opportunity
for Australia if it is prepared to support the right sorts of enterprises and to get into
manufacturing industry. We have a unique location and opportunity and, in this instance, a
unique intellectual property. I hope sincerely that the State Government does its part.

lamn not critical of the State Goverrnent at this stage because it has by and large done what it
can and should do from a State level, from my observations. However, at this stage the
Federal Government seems to be vacillating. I hope that it does; not concentrate on
Melbourne and Sydney action, which is normally its wont, and tries to remove the Sarich
company from Western Australia. That is what I think it will try to do and if it does that I
believe the project will be lost to Australia; it will not go to the east, it will go overseas.I
hope that the Commnonwealth Government sits down and assesses sensibly this package
looking to the future with a bit of vision and provides the right sort of support arid assistance
for a proposal that has an opportunity to blaze a new trail for manufacturing industry not just
in Western Australia but in Australia.

Mr COURT: I turn to the Advance Materials Engineering Park and the Defence Technology
Precinct which involved large expenditures of $2.9 million and $4.8 million respectively.
Are these expenditures for the actual development of the land and getting it to the stage of
subdivision proposal and putting in services for that land and, if so, could the Minister
explain how it is intended to put this development concept together and who will be
responsible for the sale of the land? Is it freehold land or leasehold land, and what are the
types of conditions that will be associated with that land?

A section in the Liberal Party's technology and industry policy which was prepared for the
previous election provided for a new type of industrial park to be established which was not
the type of exclusive technology park concept that we see at Curtin but rather one which was
able to attract a wider range of industries. There are restrictions on what can go into the
Curtin site because of its vicinity to residential areas. [ think part of that site is in the City of
Perth. There is a need for industrial parks to be more attractive and pleasant places in which
to work. In addition, there is a need to examine the older industrial areas in order to carry out
programs to make them a more pleasant environment. One of the Divisions that we have
previously debated mentioned the beautification of a part of Kwinana. If we look at areas
such as O'Connor, Welshpool and Kewdale, all we can see is a block of land, with a heap of
factory units on it, and the environment is not a good place in which to work. Osbome Park
is another example of which you, Mr Chairmnan, would be aware, but because the value of the
land is high, the standard is imrproving all the time. The development at Herdsman is the
A55351-11
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type of high class development that we want to see. That land at Herdsman was originally
promoted as an industrial park, but because it is of such high quality and in such a good
location, it has tended to be more of an office development than an industrial park
development. When we look at the surroundings of the new The We'st Australian printing
office, the TAB, and the like, we start to see services and industries being established in very
pleasant surroundings. A future Liberal- National Party Government would certainly want to
encourage not only the new industrial parks that we can see being developed here, but also
the existing ones. We would like to see certain incentives being put in place to make them a
more attractive working envirornent.

Before I came into Parliament I was involved for about eight years in manufacturing boats,
which we did in three industrial areas. I spent most of my working day in the type of fairly
unpleasant envirornent that I have just referred to. [ tended to take it for granted on a day to
day basis, and I needed a bit of a kick along to spend a bit more time in improving that
environment. So I have been guilty of not doing my bit to upgrade the facilities in those
industrial area, but it is the old story: Once the example is set in an area and there are
certain incentives put in place, it is possible to lift the whole image of that area.

I believe that the land referred to for the defence technology precinct is that land overlooking
the Jervoise Bay area, before one gets to Alcoa, but where is the advanced materials
engineering park?

Mr Peter Dowding: It is in the same area.

Mr COURT: So they are next door to each other?

Mr Peter Dowding: Near by.

Mr COURT; That land is prime land. I was able to see from the road that some of the blocks
which are being developed have magnificent views across Cockburn Sound, and they are
certainly adjacent to the defence build up that is taking place both at Stirling and tight in front
of it with the expansion of the ship building industries in that area. I would like to think that
a great deal of imagination will go into making these two new areas extremely attractive, and
that a high standard will be demanded of the people moving into those areas. I think we will
then see that land being used to its best advantage.

Mr Wiese: It is a pity they are down wind from the petrochemical plant.

Mr COURT: Well, they are down wind from a heavily industrialised area, and I suppose the
challenge will be to continually improve the environmental controls in that industrial area. It
was encouraging to see recently a sign in one of these parks, saying "Eaglettes'. They are the
people who are trying to get a new light aircraft off the ground. That sort of initiative and
challenge is what we want to see happening in this State, and if that is the type of industry
that can be encouraged for this sont of area, it will certainly have our support. I would
appreciate a better understanding of whether this money is for the actual development of the
land, and what are the standards that will be applied to that development.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Much of the information requested by the member is in the
supplementary papers, and the member will see answers there as to the purpose of the
expenditure, the size of the land, and the nature of the entitlements available. The
development will be to a very high standard, and it is because of the vision of this
Government that it has been able to do all these things in a way that has provided such
excellent facilities for the various industries to come together and to, by their presence
together, grow in size and activity.

Division 30 put and passed.

Division 3 1: Western Australian Art G allery, $2410 000 - put and passed.

Division 32:- Western Australian Development Corporation, 7 500 000 -

Mr MacKtNNON: This vote at this time really sumns up what we are all about at the current
time in the political history of Western Australia: A meeting of Parliament at 2.00 am in the
morning that will see this Government running away from the gaze of the Opposition at the
end of a week in which it has been very bloodied indeed. We will not be coming back to this
Chamber except perhaps to get messages from the Legislative Council and to have one more
day for closing ceremonies. This Government does not want to be accountable for its
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actions, and the actions that we will see this morning from the Premier and his Government
will put the total lie to those advertisements that we have seen in the newspapers this week.
Given all that, I would like to know if the Premier could explain to me, while we are talking
about the Western Australian Development Corporation, just how much money the WADC
had in Rothwells.

Mr Peter Dowding: This is a capital works allocation. You cannot start a general debate at
2.00 am in the morning, or at any other time, on the loan.

Mr MacKINNON: I am talking about the capital funds made available to the WADC to carry
out projects, If the WADC did not lose money on some of its investments - which it does -
then it would not be necessary for us to debate this allocation tonight. The Treasurer sits
there now, and he will obviously refuse to indicate to us just how much the WADC did have
in Rothwells. Did it have some money in there?

Mr Peter Dowding: This is a debate about the allocation of money for Capital Works.

Mr MacKJNNON: We have found a new revelation which will make the story run along
next week: The WADC and its exposure to Rorhwells. Why would the WADC have money
in Rothwells? Was it a good investment'? The SGIC thought it was, and that cost the
taxpayers well in excess of $88.8 million. The Treasurer could silence me in a moment.
Why can he not say there is no money in there? It would be simple, but the Treasurer
chooses not to say that. That begs the question: H-ow much is in there and how much has
been lost?

Of all the matters we have debated in this Budget tonight, this allocation for the restoration of
the Swan Brewery site is one of the worst, if not the worst. It is a scandal that this
Government is wasting $7.5 million - in due course $9.5 million - on top of that $1.5 million
for road works and sewerage - probably $14 million to $15 million for stage one. This is the
first stage of a project which should never have been proceeded with. This Goverrnent does
not know to this day how many car bays there will be - it will not come clean. That is an
example of the Government's commitment to accountability. It does not know how many car
bays there will be.

Mr Court: There will be between 200 and 500.
Mr Mac KINNON: Exactly! Between 200 and 500. How many will there be?

M~r Pearce: There will be 200 in stage one.

Mr MacKINNON: In stage one;, oh! And 500 in stage two?

Mr Pearce: There is no commitment to stage two.

Mr Court: You gave a commitment there would not be more than 200 bays. You said it
would be a ground level parking area. Now you are putting in a multi storey car park.

Mr MacKINNON: In answer to a question the other day it was between 200 and 500.
Clearly stage two is on the drawing board because there is not a snowball's chance in hell
that that site with 200 car parking bays has any chance of being commercially viable; not by
any stretch of the imagination. It will be a huge monument to the inefficiency and
incompetence of this Government; a monument which will gobble up taxpayers' funds
rapidly by the-year -unless the work has not advanced far enough by the time we become the
Govemment. If it has not, we will knock it over and save the taxpayers of this State a great
deal of money. We will restore to the people of Western Australia a real park for the future
which will not cost them an arm and a leg.
Mr Pearce: Will you quit if you don't knock it down?

Mr MacKIN71NON: No, because, as I have said, it depends on how far the project has
advanced. I do not know when the next election will be; it might be in three weeks, six
weeks or three months.

Mr Pearce: You don't know!

Mr MacKINNON: One thing I do know: I do not support that project; I never have and I
never will. Secondly, I know that this Government is running scared from the Parliament, as
we can see tonight; and thirdly, I do know that this Treasurer is trying to cover up the whole
question of WADC's involvement in Rorhwells, as can be seen from his non answers tonight.
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He can try to stonewall, as he did in the ocher Rothwells. affair, he can try to cover up, but the
same fate awaits him as befell the Minister for Agriculture in his ridiculous attempt to cover
up a situation where we knew all along what the answer really was.

Mr COURT: We have had some lengthy debates about this brewery development, and I
cannot believe the deception we have seen from the Government over this issue. People did
not want a large scale commuercial redevelopment on that site. The Government put up a
proposal for a large scale redevelopment with a multistorey car park, and the whole thing
would be whiz bang. After a strong protest from the community that the site was not suitable
for that type of commercial redevelopment the Governiment came up with one of its classic
confidence tricks. It sa-id, "We will put an Aboriginal art gallery in there. That will be
acceptable. Forget about the large scale commercial redevelopment." We cannot trust what
this Government says. I was going through some newspaper clippings in relation to this
matter today.

Mr Pearce: You are really obsessed about it.

Mr COURT: What I am obsessed about is the dishonesty of this Government.

Mr Pearce: You are a knocker and a whinger.

Mr COURT: If the Minister will listen to me for a minute I will tell him what he said. When
the Minister put up the proposal he said, "No longer will we do the large scale comnmercial
redevelopment with licensed premises and the like; we will put in an Aboriginal art gallery,
and the car park will just be a ground level car park taking some 200 cars." Most people in
the community believe what the Government says. In answer to questions last week, the
truth began to come out. We started to get an idea of the huge expense involved. The cost of
the building part of the project is one part of the exercise, but bit by bit we find more
expenses. For instance it will cost over a $1 million to have the sewerage and water upgraded
to get to the site.- That does not include the road works and the tunnel under the road.

Mr Pearce: You were in favour of realigning the road works.

Mr COURT: Putting the tunnel under the road to go to the little car park will involve turther
expense. But in answer to the question about how many car hays there would be, the
Minister said 200 to 500. He gave an assurance there would not be a multistorey car park on
that site.

Mr Pearce: I give it again; there will not be.

Mr COURT: How do we fit 500 cars in that little area?

Mr Pearce: There will not be 500; there will be 200 cars in thar area.

Mr COURT: The Minister said 200 to 500 cars. He has just said there will be 200 cars in
stage one.

Mr Pearce: There is no need to go further than stage one.

Mr COURT: Why did the Minister say there could be 500 car bays?

Mr Pearce: There were will be 200 car parks.

MrCOURT: We do not believe the Minister any more, because last week i this Chamber he
said there would be 200 to 500 car bays. He is not fooling anyone. H-e knows damned well
that site will not be a commercially viable site with only 200 car bays. The Minister knew all
along that he would put up a multistorey car park. In answer to the question he also said he
was excising, land for those car bays from Kings Park.

Mr Pearce: That is 30 square metres.

Mr COURT: A hundred square metres.

Mr Pearce: I think it is 30,
Mr COURT: The Minister said I100. I do not care if it is 10 square metres, the Minister said
no land would be excised from Kings Park.

Mr Pearce: That is for the realignment of the road; it is not for the brewery. You were in
favour of realigning the road; that is Liberal Party policy.
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Mr Peter Dowding: The realigning of the road is very important.

Mr COURT: The Minister must not try to change the subject and talk about the realignment
of the road. The point I want to make is that at the end of the day we will have the original
plan. We are getting a full scale commercial redevelopment on that site, it will have licensed
premises on it, and the car park will not be able to cope with it. Bays for 200 cars would
hardly cater for the staff they are going to put into the place, so where are the people going to
park? I will tell the Minister. In the first couple of weeks after it opens they will be parking
all around the verges of the parks around that area, just as they do at the casino. When one
goes past the casino on a Friday or Saturday night all the parkland there is covered in cars.

Mr Peter Dowding: If we adopted your philosophy nothing would happen anyway.

Mr COURT: Where are they going to park, besides on the verges? They will park in Kings
Park in the car parks provided there for the visitors to the park. As we have said a along, if
one goes to Kings Park on any Saturday or Sunday, no matter what the weather conditions,
that park is full of people enjoying Kings Park and the car parks are full. People go there to
have lunch, or picnics, or hire bikes - to do all the things they can do in a beautiful park like
Kings Park.
Mr Peter Dowding: Now they will be able to go to an art gallery as well.
Mr COURT: They will park their cars to go to the tavern this Goverrnent is building.
Mr Peter Dowding: They cart do all those things, plus go to a wonderful exhibition.
Mr Macinnon: And the tavern.
Mr COURT: All the concerns we had will come true. There will be a major traffic problem
there because the car park obviously will not be able to cater for the number of cars that
would go to such a large scale development. People will be drinking at the licensed premnises
to be built there, and there will be an overflow of cars on the verges near the preises or in
Kings Park using the very restricted parking facilities in that area. The Minister might think
he is pretty clever to be rushing it through, but he gave the game away when he said, in
answer to the question, that there would be 200 to 500 car bays there. Those 500 car bays
represent the miultistorey car park in the original proposal, and that is the last thing we want.
Only today an. architect wrote to ine saying that parts of that old brewery site are of
architectural significance and value; but I think that same architect would shudder to know
that instead of this Goverment protecting that it has gone to the stage of turning It into this
commercial redevelopment.
Dr Alexander: Did the architect say that as well, or is that your opinion'?

Mr COURT: I said I have written to the architect to explain about the car bays and the fact
that not only an art gallery is being put in there but also all the other things that were
proposed to be put into the commuercial redevelopment in the first place. The public are used
to the way this Government does the deals. Goverrnent members have been bragging about
how pleased they were at getting the Mosman Bay Tearooms, and how there are no problems
with that. They obviously do not read the local newspapers and see the concerns that have
been expressed about the noise and other problems with that site.
Dr Alexander: It is a very good place to take the kids.

Mr Macinnon: The tavern?
Dr Alexander: The Mosman Bay Tearooms.
Mr Pearce: Do you realise there is a licensed restaurant in Kings Park itself?
Mr Peter Dowding: There is going to be a new one.
Mr Clarko: You have taken it off the people who have had the lease on it for 20 years,
haven't you'?
Wr COURT: I have made my point. We have been campaigning against that commercial
redevelopment and a licensed premises in that location for some years. It is an unsuitable
site. I support developments such as the one which will take place at the foot of Barrack
Street - I think that is a suitable location for that type of development; but the development
proposed for the brewery site is definitely not suitable for that site.
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As for the Western Australian Development Corporation as a whole, the Premnier knows only
too well our position-on that. I believe our concerns about the operations of the WADC over
the last five or six years have been justified by what has taken place and the fact that the
whole concept has expanded into these WA Inc dealingrs which will end up being the
downfall of this Government. It is probably advantageous to us but unfortunately it is at a
very high price to the taxpayers of this State.

Mr WIESE: The National Party strongly opposes this development and the money intended
to be spent on it. A sum of $7.5 million is proposed to be spent this year the estimated total
cost is $9.5 million - and that is for stage one. I wonder if anybody knows yet exactly what
amount we will. be up for if and when stage two goes ahead. As the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition indicated to the Committee - and, I hope, to the public of Western Australia - that
amount of $7.5 million is probably about half of the expenditure of taxpayers' money which
will ultimately go into that development. It is an absolute disgrace that the money is being
spent in this way and that nothing at all is being done on that site. The National Party has
opposed the concept of any comnmercial development on that brewery site -

Dr Alexander: It is not a commercial development.

Mr WIESE: The tnember for Perth is probably right - it probably will not be. I think that is
the best statement he has made in this place all night.

The National Party opposes the development of that site in any shape or form, and especially
in the forni that is currently going ahead. Two tragedies are involved in it. The first is that
development is raking place there at all: and the second, whichi has not been mentioned yet
tonight, is that the Government is putting up a completely separate Aboriginal art gallery or
Aboriginal commemorative centre - call it what you will - to display the art, craft antI wares.
of the Aboriginal people. I have always believed that we should try to integrate the heritage
of our Aboriginal people into the present development that we have north of the river in the
Museum and Art Gallery complex. That is where this development should go. I do not
believe the separation of Aboriginal heritage frotn the heritage of the rest of Australia and the
rest of the world should occur, because mnuch of what is displayed in the Art Gallery
represents the heritage of the world, not just that of Western Australia or Australia. It is a
tragedy that we are again going clown the path of separate development for our Aboriginal
people rather than integrating their development and culture with that of the rest of Australia.

They are the problems I see with the development of the brewery site and that is whly the
National Party is absolutely opposed to the development and this proposed expenditure.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I amn very disappointed with the Opposition because we are talking
about a building which is nearly 100 years old, and there are almost no photographs of Perth
which do not show that budlding.

Mr Macinnor: You bowled over the only building listed for heritage - you bowled it
straight over without having the plans to know what you were doing.

iMr PETER DOWDING: That is one view, but let us look at the Perth Technical College site.
That site in St George's Terrace is not listed by the National Trust and yet there is a whole
tribe of people out there who think it ought to be saved. Quite frankly [ think that as the old
brewery site is gradually cleaned up, with its exterior being cleaned up and its roof taking
shape, we will see a thing of great beauty, heritage, and quite honestly [ think that all of us in
due course will be very proud of it. However members opposite can have a different view.
At the sane timne there is a realignment of the road and there will not be a huge facility for
cars which in any way is unsightly. The Minister has already indicated his views, which I
share, but it is a good examrple -

Mr Court: We don't want your views; we want your Governm-ent's policies.

Mr PETER DOWDING: That is my policy.

Ms Court: What about the 500 bay car park?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not want to see a 500 bay car park.

Mr Court interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Did I?
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Mr Court: No, your Minister.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not know.

Mr Macinnon: Another conflict.-

Mr PETER DOWDING. Maybe there is a conflict; maybe we will correct it. Members
opposite have to understand that this sort of facility will be wonderful for the community.
Members opposite will just have to suck it and see. I suggest they wait because it will be
very nice indeed.

Mr Wiese: Trust us?

Mr PETER DOWDILNG: No, not "trust us". Has the member for Narrogin lacked at the
pians to see how it is coming along? No, he has not even looked at the plans.

Mr Clarko: It is an ugly building.
Mr PETER DOWDING: That is the judgment of the member for Karrinyup. It is not a
judgment everyone shares. I think the building will be outstanding and beautiful, and it is
part of the history of Western Australia; it will be something of which we can all be proud.

In respect of the suggestion made by the member for Narrogin, that somehow or other we
ought not to have a facility that commemorates the role of traditional and contemporary
Aboriginal art -

Mr Wiese: I did not say that. I said that I did not believe it should be on that site; I believe it
should be integrated into the Museum or Art Gallery.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I have had discussions with the very able director of the Ant
Gallery, in whom I have enormous faith and for whom I have enormous regard, who is very
enthusiastic about the project. I think we will see in Western Australia - and members know
my interest in these matters - the building up of a series of exhibitions of Aboriginal art and
heritage which will not only be the envy ofT Australia but also of the world. This will be part
of that. I am niot saying that in a political way, but to all members opposite who have arty sort
of interest -

Mr Court: What happened to the bricks?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not know. In respect of this rnatter, it will be something of
which we can all be truly proud. I give members my personal commuitment that I will work
very hard - whatever I do over the next 10 years - to make sure that Western Australia
becomes the centre of excellence in this area and that this site will provide an opportunity for
us to take the high ground.

lDivision 32 put and passed.

D~ivisions 33 and 34: Western Australian Museumn, $1 237 000; Advances to
Independent Schools, $25 000) 0011 - put and passed.

Division 33: Advances ito Sundry Bodies, $7 383 0th8) -

Mr MacKJNTNON: Under this Division comes the listing of the Authority for Intellectually
Handicapped People. I want to ask some questions of the Treasurer.

Mr Peter Dowding: Where?
Mr MacKINNON: Page 38 - Authority for Intellectually Handicapped People.

Mr Peter Dowding: We are dealing with page 45, which is advances to sundry bodies. The
Chairman has already called Division 35.
Mr MacKINNON: In that case I shall not make the cormments I was going to make. I will
make them through the Suendayv Times, which I am sure will cause even more embarrassment
for the Government.

Division 35 put and passed.

Division 36: Loan Flotation Expenses, $100 004) - put and passed.

Schedules I and 2 put and passed.
Clauses I to 4 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
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Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading

BVi read a third rime, on motion by Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

LOAN BILL

Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr Gallop) in the Chair; Mr Peter Dowding
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Power to borrow money ror public purposes -

Mr COURT: The clause states -

It shall be lawful for the Governor, from time to rime, to borrow sums of money,
including borrowings from the Western Australian Treasury Corporation, not
exceeding ini the aggregate the sum of one hundred and eighty mfllion dollars as may
be required for public purposes.

If between now and 30 June the Government finds it has a shortagre of funds - that is, the
$180 million is not enough - will the Government return to Parliament to seek approval for
further loan funds?! Is that how the systemn works?

Mr PETER DOWDING: The amnount of borrowings is an estimate of the requirements to
take the State through to the end of December 1989 for works to be funded for the Genera]
Loan and Capital Works Fund. The first six months of the following financial year are
included to allow works in progress to continue in the first six months of the new financial
year pending the passage of a similar piece of legislation next year. That is Treasury's
estimnate of the period to the end of December 1989.
Mr Court: If that is not enough, will the Government need to come back to Parliament?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Yes. The important thing to remember is that we cannot make a
charge against the fund unless it has been the subject of an appropriation.

Mr COURT: I thank the Treasurer for the explanation. I believe this is an appropriate time
to ask the Leader of the House if his intention is to proceed with the Bills rentaining on the
Notice Paper, such as workers' compensation, mining legislation and so on? Or is the
intention to finish the House tonight, and the remaining B Ills will not be debated?
Mr PEARCE: Some of the major Bills need to be ironed out before we can proceed with
them. When we finish with the Loan Bill, my intention is to move that the House adjourn to
a date to be fixed by Mr Speaker. That does not mean that we will not be coming back.
Certainly we wili come back for at least a day's sitting. T here is a fair chance that we will
come back in advance of that if the problemns with some of the Bills can be sorted out. That
may depend on a few things such as how legislation passes through the upper House.

Mr COURT; Mr Chairman, I know that I am stretching your tolerance but I believe that the
Government has been desperate to get our of this Parliament this year.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Thomas): Order! That comment bears no relationship
whatsoever to the clause. I ask the member to desist.

Mr COURT: The Government has had a pretty rugged year and will be glad to leave this
place.
Clause put and passed.

Cla uses 41 and 5 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.
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Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

SELECT CON)MITTEES - INQUIRIES
Reproducive Technology Working Party's Report

Resolved, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), that -

(1) This House authorises the Select Committee inquiring into the Reproductive
Technology Working Party's Report appointed during this present session to
continue its inquiries, without further authority being required than this
resolution, for the balance of the present session.

(2) The Commuittee is empowered to present to the Clerk of the Assembly, prior to
the prorogation of the present session, its report, or an interim report, together
with minutes of proceedings, transcripts of evidence, and written submissions
received by the Commnittee.

(3) Any report. mninutes or transcript of evidence received by the Clerk prior to the
prorogation of the present Session shall be deemed to be laid upon the Table
of the House and shall be treated for all purposes as a proceeding of the House
and the Clerk shall take such steps as are necessary and appropriate to pub!lish
those documents.

ADJURNIIKT {1 TlEH101SF - SPECIAL
M R PEARCE (Annadale - Leader of the House) 12.35 amj: I move -

That the House at its rising adjourn until a date and time to be fixed by Mr Speaker.

MRH iNacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) 12.36 amlj: This motion is a
demonstration of a Government in disarray. a Govermunent wanting to run away trom
Parliament - the most imnportant committee of accountability in this State. Many questions
are still unanswered, many Bills remain on the Notice Paper which this Government, I
thought, had a priority to get through. One Bdi which I was ready to debate this evening is
the Taxation (Reciprocal Powers) Bill, a non controversial Bill, designed to stop tax cheats.I
guess the Treasurer is very knowledgable about those people, and that is probably why he
does not wish to pursue the Bill.

As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said a moment ago, the Governmient has had a pretty
tough year in Parliament. The last few weeks have been the Toughest that the Goverrnent
has ever had, and for very good reason. The Government has continued to stonewall and to
hide the facts. If Parliament were To go on for one or two weeks longer, very likely the whole
pack of cards would comne tumbling down around the Government's ears. That will happen.
irrespective of whether Parliament sits. I draw attention to the wimpish nature of the
Government which is running away from its responsibilities, and from facing up to its
responsibility to account to the people of this State for its actions.

NIH IPETER D)OWDIN(; (Maylands - Premnier) [2.37 aml: I support the motion. Even at
2.30 am, it is hard to be more fanciful than the Leader of the Opposition. One of the things
that has characterised the Labor Party in Government has been its unity, strength of purpose,
and the way in which members have dealt with each other. In good times and had times,
there has been a great sense of camaraderie and good feeling on this side of the House. I
have been attending Caucus meetings since 1980 and, while we never talk about what goes
on in the party rooms, I can say that there has never been a party room atmosphere ats good.
solid, supportive, and as caring as at this time.

Mr Court: You have treated your members like mushrooms, that is why. They still do not
know the extent of the shambles you are in.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Speaker, not only is the relationship between the members on
this side of the House a very good, solid relationship, not only do we have a strong sense of
friendship, but also we have not had the sort of back biting, leaking, and internal criticisms
that flood out of the Liberal Party room.

Mr Bradshaw: That is not true.

Mr PETER DOWING: Of course it is true. I finld that out every other week.

Mr Macinnon: The Government is leaking like an open sewer.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not think that is true.

Mr Macinnon: Where do you think I get my information from?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: When a Government has to make hard decisions, when a
Goverrnent is working extremely hard to create for the community of Western Australia a
place where the quality of life in this State continues to be better than it ever was under the
Liberal Party or is in other parts of Australia - then of course we have very hard working
people. Sometimes we make mistakes, but we genuinely try to get on with the job of caring
about the community.

Mr Macinnon: Was Rorhwells a mistake?

Mr PETER DOWDING: The decision to support Rothwells 12 months ago was dealt with in
a statement to this House. I can tell the House that it was a hard decision to say no more the
way we said it recently.

Mr Macinnon: You are only about $500 million down the track. The company was broke.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition should not be silly. That is not true.
Let us look at the Opposition. Half of its members are not here.

Mr Court: It is the first time we have seen you in here at this time of the morning.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I am honoured to be here; I would give it a miss if I could. The
people of Western Australia know that the Leader of the Opposition does not have the guts to
make hard decisions because he is not up to it. He is known throughout Western Australia as
the bloke who is really not up to it. We will be happy to confront the people of Western
Australia - l am sorry, front the people of Western Australia -

Mr Bradshaw; "Confront' was the right word.

Mr PETER DOWDING: No, front them when the election is called. I amn confident we will
be returned to the Treasury benches with this excellent team of Ministers anti backbenchers.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition)[2.42 ami: It is interesting that
the Premier is trying to rally his troops by saying that caucus has never been in better shape.
It has never been in more disarray. The problem is that the back bench does not fully
understand the seriousness of the situation that the front bench has put it in. The tnember for
Geraldton, the Minister for Local Government, has tried to jump ship by saying that he is
personally not responsible for the decisions.

Mr Parker: That is not what he said at all.

Mr COURT: That is exactly what he said. In the last year we have seen so much deceit and
attempts at cover ups by this Government. We all remember the first question asked this year
about the $5 000 cheque. The Government tried to tough that one out for a couple of months
and eventually the truth came out. Eventually, the financial mismanagement of this State will
come out when this Government is thrown out of office. Next year we will hear all of the
facts. If members read The West Australian this morning they will see a fuirther revelation
about WA Inc. It is getting worse.

Mr Parker: What a lot of nonsense.

Mr COURT: It is not nonsense. We have been debating this $6 million for the last couple of
days. We all know about that $6 million which the Minister for Agriculture rang up the
R & I Bank about. The Government has told us that its Ministers never do that sort of tiling.
I would like to know now about the pressure that was put on the R & I Bank to fund the
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casino and the pressure that was put on the R & I Bank to provide funds for the new tower in
St George's Terrace. All of those questions will be asked now.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: I seek your guidance, Mr Speaker. [ know latitude is given on debates of this
nature, but I am not sure whether we can have a general debate on the motion that the House
adjourn until a date to be fixed.

Mr Clarko: Standing Orders do not prevent it.

Mr PEARCE: They do not allow it, either. The Standin g Orders include a provision that
members have to speak to the motion. Although some latitude is normally granted, I am
concerned that we are about to debate the Budget all over again.

The SPEAKER: We will not be debating the Budget aDl over again because it is very early in
the morning. However, [ think a couple of people want to say a few things and provided they
are fairly short I think they should be allowed to say those things. Then let us go home or do
whatever we need to do next.

Debate Resumed
Mr COURT: I oppose the motion that the House adjourn. I think it is important that I get my
point across. I do not want the House to adjourn because we should be dealing with many
more matters in this House so that taxpayers know what is going on. I want to refer to this
$6 mill ion,

The SPEAKER: Order! That is a misuse of the flexibility that I want to allow the member. I
will come to a dea with the member. If he runts the system, I will sit him down. In the
meantime, I will allow him to continue.

Mr COURT: I have no intention of rotting the system. I want to use this debate to raise one
point in connection with that $6 million that we debated yesterday. We were given
assurances that that money went from Western Collieries Ltd to Rothwells Ltd in an
overnight transaction and back again the next dlay. We have been told that the money did not
go back the next dlay. We have found out that a cheque was sent back in an attempt to get the
money hack the next clay remembering that the head of CSR said today that Mr Lloyd and
M~r Hilton were not authorised to take that money from Western Collieries and put it into
Rothwells. We have now been told that Rothwells was unable to meet the cheque and it was
in the following week that the money camie back to Western Collieries after the provisional
liquidator was called in.

Mr Parker: So what'?

Mr COURT: The Governmrent has dropped the R & IBank into one of the most
embarrassing situations that it has ever been in.

Mr Parker: It did not have anything to do with us.

Mr COURT: A Governent Minister rang the R & [ Bank asking it to help out.

Mr Parker: HeI said he did no' do that.

Mr COURT: This is the technicality: Was it Western Collieries or was it Rodiwells? Mr
Gamaut made it very clear that they were one and the same. The point I wish to make, even
though we debated this today, is that the Government did not tell us there was a further
complication relating to that $6 million. It decided to tough it out as long as it could.
Fortunately, we live in a democracy and whether we bring out the facts in this House or in the
media, the people of this State will see an Opposition that is prepared to do its homnework to
make sure that the Government is accountable for taxpayers' money. It has been a pretty
tough five or six years trying to make the Governent accountable. The Governmentl's
actions in this regard have been scandalous because it has allowed financial mismanagement
and incompetence to get us to the stage we have reached today. Even while the House was
sitting yesterday, the Governent was still not prepared to tell us the whole story. The
financial plight of this State is very serious. Many financial institutions in this State up until
five years ago - the State Government Insurance Commission, the State Superannuation
Board and the R & I Bank - were seen as respectable and conservative institutions. What has
this Government done to themn? [I has politicised those institutions, and it is an absolute
disgrace.
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Mr Parker: You lost $24 million with Halls Head which went down the drain when you were
in Government.
Mr COURT: We have witnessed this Government lose hundreds of millions of dollars of
taxpayers' funds which should have been spent on schools, hospitals and the Police Force.
We are completing a sad and sorry era in the history of this State.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: If members opposite want to talk about the State Superannuation Board, [ will
talk about Mr Brush and the Anchorage deal.
Mr Parker: It has nothing on Halls Head.
Mr COURT: Rubbish! There was no impropriety with the previous Liberal-National
Government. This Government has ruined the financial reputation of this State. It was
interesting at a mining club lunch today, when the subject of the financial reputation of this
State was raised, that the Deputy Premier did not bother to defend his Government's
management of the economy. H-e did not, because it is indefensible. No-one can defend the
way in which this Government has vandalised the financial institutions of this State.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Something happens to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition at the early hours
of the morning. He seems to believe he can rave on and shout when any motion is before the
Chair. Mr Speaker, the motion before the Chair is that the House adjourn at its rising until a
date to be fixed by Mr Speaker. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition appears to be giving
his version of the history of Western Australia. Although the Government has been
remarkably accommodating to the Opposition in termis of its various rantings and ravings,
there comes a point when one feels that the dignity of this House is best served by members
addressing the motion before the Chair.
The SPEAKER: It is necessary for the member on his feet to link the comments he is making
to whether the House should adjourn.

Debate Resumed
Mr COURT: I accept that, Mr Speaker, and I was about to wind up my comments, but the
interjections started.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! There will be no more interjections.
Mr COURT: The reason I oppose the adjournment is that we have witnessed over the last
five years - it has come to a head in the last year - the most gross financial mismanagement
and incompetence seen in the history of this State. Certainly, the electors on polling dlay -
whenever the Premier decides to fix an election date - will make it very clear what they think
of hundreds of millions of dollars of their hard-earned money being washed down the
gurgier.
MVR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [2.54 am]: I share the opinion of my colleague in opposing this
motion.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members to give the member on his feet an opportunity to
commence his remarks.
Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, I can handle this mob. [ believe the House should not adjourn.
Mr Pearce: The motion is not an adjournment motion.
Mr CLARKO: It is to adjourn. with qualification. I am opposed to the House adjourning.
The Opposition has on the Notice Paper many motions which should have been dealt with.
Even this Government, in the past, has given members the opportunity to deal with private
members' business listed on the Notice Paper- The opportunity has not been given to the
Opposition to deal with those mailers. While this Government has been in office it has
adopted many practices: One was to adopt the three minute speech introduced by Mr Arthur
Tonkcin. I remember when I was shadow Minister for Education members of the Government
tried to dissuade me from speaking on the Education Division of the Budget after midnight.
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This Government has done many things which the Opposition has not had time to debate in
this House. In the period this Government has been in office it has completely changed the
community's impression about many formerly noble organisations. When I first came into
this Parliament no member would say a single thing which reflected on the integrity of the
State Government Insurance Office. Today, the State Government Insurance Commission's
reputation is in tatters. When I first came to this Parliament the R & I Bank would not have
found itself in a position in which its reputation was in tatters.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, I am sorry to do this but I raise this point seriously: We seem to
be setting a precedent which I have not stmack in the time I have been it this place; that is, the
view that the motion before the House - that the House at its rising adjourn until a date to be
fixed by Mr Speaker - should be the subject of a general debate. The member for Karrinyup
has ignored the ruling which you, Mr Speaker, made when the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was speaking and to which you showed some traditional tolerance. It seems to
me that the Opposition is planning to have a number of speakers and to treat this as a general
debate.
Mr Court: How do you know that?
Mr PEARCE: I have seen the Deputy Leader of the Opposition asking Opposition members
to speak. Normally on a motion of this kind the person in the Chair has allowed little
tolerance with regard to the remarks that members wanted to briefly make for procedural
purposes. What we are debating is a procedural motion. In liy experience a precedent has
not been set whereby a motion of this kind can be treated as if it were a general debate.
Mr Court: You are tiredanuu worn out.
Mr PEARCE: I am not tired and worn out. The Hansard staff and other staff in this House
may be feeling a little tired and they may be in less of a mood to take the silly little stunts of
the Opposition than is the Government. The extent to which this kind of motion can be
turned into a general debate should be made clear.
The SPEAKER: It would be my intention, if there were to be a series of speakers in respect
of this motion, to stick very closely to the motion which is before the Chair and to rule
constantly on points of' order in respect of repetition. l am not convinced that that is the tactic
that is being adopted. The member on his feet is the third Person on his feet and I hope that if
there are to be other speeches they will be as brief as this one will be in order that we can deal
with some important business.

Debate Resumned
Mr CLARKO: In many respects the Leader of the House has been a good Leader of the
House. One of the things he has instituted is the practice of providing a schedule of the dates
on which Parliament will sit. I commend him for that. However, in the most recent schedule
it was stated, if I remember correctly, that we would complete this session on 8 or 9
December. Is that incorrect'?
Mr Pearce: That is only on the basis of there being enough business to fill up the time.

Mr CLARKO: Hours of business on the Notice Paper have been cut off.
The SPEAKER: Order! I advise members of some facts that might help in this debate. The
fact that the House is retiring now until a time to be called by Mr Speaker, does not in any
way indicate that we will not be coming back to handle all or part of the Notice Paper. I was
sure that members would understand that, but it may be that the time of three o'clock in the
morning is putting blinkers on people and perhaps they do not realise that is a possibility.
Mr CLARKO: Thanik you, Mr Speaker. The situation could be different, Sir, in the light of
what you have just said if the Govermnent were to make a commitment to the Opposition that
these mailers would be dealt with. As you will recall from your time as a backbencher, in the
15 years we have been here Governments have always given such a reasonable commitment
and given us time to debate matters that relate to private members. Over the last couple of
weeks I have thought that this Government was in a state of absolute panic. It has dealt with
legislation in the House in a most unusual and especially erratic way.
Many matters are of concern to me and the citizens of Westemn Australia. I gave examples of
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what happened to the R & I Bank and the SGIO. The State Superannuation Board is yet
another of the State bodies which, prior to this Governent's comning into office, had an
untarnished reputation. Today, it has a tarnished reputation. Every day we see that the
Government is on the back foot. The Premier, when trying to defend his Minister who had
tried to mislead the House, today shouted and screamed. In any other Parliament in the
western world, the Minister would have had to resign. The papers are making that very clear.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CLARKO: We believe that this is a gagging of members of the Opposition and that the
Government is doing it because it is in a total state of disarray. The Government is in its
death throes. It can be seen in the practice it is now adopting. It is my understanding that in
the Westminster Parliament the traditional adjournment motion is one on which members can
speak on any subject whatsoever. The Legislative Council used to complete its business
every night in that manner. The situation is that if a member relates his remarks to the
motion - as I am; I am relating my points to the fact that I am opposed to this adjournment
and my colleagues are opposed to it - he can speak on any matter. We say that there is a lot
more business to be dealt with and that we have had no promises that it will be dealt with.
A couple of years ago we were given the impression that we would come back for another
day and that did not happen. On another occasion we came back to sit for one more day, but
the constraints were such that we (lid not get the opportunity to deal properly with matters.
Prior to the 1986 election, we also had an unseemly departure from the practice of the House
and business was not dealt with. I put it to the House very deliberately that the Government
is once again illustrating that it will use any tactic or technique it can in order to prevent this
place being the proper forum for debate on the very important issue that is before the people
of Western Australia. This Government has destroyed its fundamental institutions by its own
peculiar tactics and devices, including getting its Ministers to ring bankers and put pressure
on them.
Mr Peter Dowding: Rubbish!
Mr CLARKO: The newspapers say it and I believe it, as well. The newspapers constantly
put the Government on the front page in a very negative light. The Government should not
allow that to divert it from its primary task which is to see that we have a fair and reasonable
parliamentary procedure. I have on the Notice Paper the matter relating to corruption. It has
been there since September and we will not have an opportunity to deal with it. It is a very
important matter. It includes, among other things, reference to the councillors of Perth City
Council. These people are being smeared. The issue is not to be cleared up. If the
Government has its way, the matter will never be cleared up. The Government can have its
Mant report and its pecuniary interests report - neither of them resolved the matter. I said at
the time that they would not. I called for a Royal Commission. It was supported by the Press
of Western Australia and other responsible people in our community. The Government
rejected the call. I called for it again in this motion. I will not have an opportunity to discuss
this matter; nor will my colleagues have an opportunity to discuss the many matters that they
wish to deal with.

This is the only time I have ever spoken on the adjournment motion. I speak on it now
because I believe we are going through a very rare set of circumstances. I have never seen a
Government so scared of debate. It has been beaten in debate on a daily basis and that is why
it is trying to strangle the Parliament. It does it no good and it will do it no good. It will be
defeated at the polls.
The SPEAKER: Order! Before giving the call, [ indicate that on several occasions during
that speech - perhaps I should have (lone it more loudly - I mentioned to the member for
Karrinyup that he was becoming repetitious. I cautioned members earlier that I would take
that course. [ feel that it is a difficult motion to be debated without becoming repetitious if a
large number of members speak to it. I will not preclude members from speaking on it, but I
caution them that it will be difficult and that I will call them to order on every occasion on
which I think they are being repetitious. Members would have to be fairly clever for me not
to be calling them to order every couple of seconds.
MR CRANE (Moore) [3.07 aml: I assure you, Mr Speaker, I will not be repetitious. That
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is the very reason for my standing here because, as you know, I am retiring from Parliamnent,
at least I thought I was. I have two items on the Notice Paper which have been there for
many months.

Mr Pearce interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CRANE: The Leader of the House should hang on a moment. I am putting the matter
and I am putting it honestly and sincerely. I would like an assurance. You gave me one a
moment ago, Mr Speaker, and I appreciated it. I am quite genuine in what I am saying. I am
not trying to keep the House up. I will be quite honest; I have been asleep for a little while
and [ think we all ought to be, but I want the opportunity to deal with the motions that I have
on the Notice Paper. Quite genuinely I ask the Leader of the House to give me the assurance
that we are not going to close Parliament and that I do not have to stand again to come back
to this place to put those two points of view because, by hell, I am just as likely to. It would
not worry me if I were not endorsed; that would be the least of my worries. I am quite
genuine in asking the Leader of the House to give me an assurance that this is not the end of
my career in Parliament.

Government members interjected.
Mr CRANE: For God's sake, shut up, you stupid bloody idiots. I am trying to say
something.

The SPEAKER: Order!

A Government member: Sensitive!

Mr CRANE: One more bloody brain and you would be a halfwit.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CRANE: I am sorry, Mr Speaker, I apologise for that outburst, but they do draw mIe. I
have tried to be a gentleman in this place for I5 years and I have to put up with the stupid,
raucous interjections from people here who think they have heads on their shoulders for the
express purpose of keeping their bloody ears apart.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Government members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CRANE: For God's sake, wake up to yourself, you are not even runny.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CRANE: I am quite genuine, Mr Speaker. I hope that the Leader of the House will be
able to answer my genuine query. I hope these are not the last words I utter in this place.

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [3.10 am): I place on the record the National Party's
opposition to this motion, simply because no date has been set for the resumption of
Parliament. If the Leader of the House gave the assurance the Parliament would sit again - as
he indicated it might - the National Party would support the motion. It is interesting to note
that just last week the Governument introduced a number of Bills which went through the
second reading, and that legislation which has not been completed remains on the Notice
Paper. In that context, and in a number of other contexts, a great many questions remain
unanswered, It is also an historical adjournment of the House because the Budget debate was
gagged a fortnight ago; I understand that is a precedent.

Several members interjected.

Mr HOUSE: The Budget debate is a very important debate and if any member of the House
wishes to say something to the contrary, I am sure the House would be willing to listen to
him. As we approach the next election, whenever that will be, the people of the State will
remember that the Budget debate was gagged. The candidates for the National Party are
happy to face the electors, and the sooner the better. The moment the Government sets an
election date, we shall be ready.

MR THIOMPSON (Kalamunda) [3.12 am]: The Leader of the House seems a little

5953



confused with respect to the question currently before the House. By way of interjection he
indicated that what we axe doing is a matter of procedure; in point of fact, there is a stark
difference between the motion we are now debating and the motion traditionally moved for
the adjournment of the House. There is no provision for the House to debate a motion to
adjourn the House; the motion before the House is that the House shall adjourn to a date to be
set by you, Mr Speaker. That motion is normally moved at the conclusion of the session to
facilitate the calling together of the Parliament if there is a need for it to be called together
before ultimate prorogation and proceeding to an election.

The Government has made no commitment that we shall be coming back to this place. [ put
it to the Government very seriously that it should give that commitment. It could well be the
last time that a number of members will sit in this House, many of whom have made
wonderful contributions to this Parliament, and they will be denied the opportunity of making
a valedictory speech. I used to enjoy the speeches made by the member for Balcatta, but in
recent times he has not made many speeches because he has contemplated moving on. The
same applies to the member for Collie.

Also, if this is the last occasion on which this Parliament will meet, we shall not have the
opportunity to pay Bruce Okely. the Clerk of this H-ouse, the tributes he deserves before
leaving, because he will be on leave before the Parliament next meets. Members will nor
have an opponlunity of expressing their appreciation for all he has done. We shall also be
denied the opportunity to commend the staff of this House for the work they have done
throughout the year.
M~r Peter Dowding: Let us commend them now.

Mr THOMPSON: Shall we have the valedictory speeches and those things now? Is it the
intention that Parliament will meet again or do the Premier and the adm-inistrators know that
we are Moving out for the last time?

My Pearce; The position Is quite clear - the normnal expectation is that when the Legislative
Council deals with somne of the legislation sent to it, this House will meet again to consider
any messages.

Mr Macinnoni: I bet.

Mr Pearce: The experience pointed to previously occurred because there were no messages
from the Legislative Council anid there was no purpose in comning back.
Mr THOMPSON: There is no reason for the House to comne back to receive mnessages. The
only ime members would be required to come back would be to deal with any amnendments
from the Legislative Council. There is no constitutional requirement or requirement tied up
in the Standing Orders of this Parliament for members to come back and receive messages
fromn the Legislative Council. It is very Ilkely that we are winding up the parliamentary
sess ion for this year.

Mir Pearce: If that is what you think, give your valedictory speech.

Mr THOMPSON: I will not give a valedictory speech, but I want to hear the valedictory
speeches of members such as the member for Balcatta. However, the Government will deny
those people the opportunity.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (26)

Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Grill Mr Read Mrs Watkins
M41 Bertramar Mrs- Henderson Mr Ripper Dr Watson
Mr Burkett Mr Gordon Hill Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mri Hodge Mr PJ1 Srniili Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Marlborough Mr Taylor
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Parker Mr Thomnas
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Noes ( 17)

Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Watt

Mr Wiese
Mr Williams (Teller)

Pairs

Ayes

Mr Tom Jones
Mr Canf
Dr Lawrence
Mr Evans
Mr Bridge

Question thus passed.
House adjour-ned at 3.2 2 am (Friday)

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarto
Mr Cowrt
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden

Mr Greig
Mr House
Mr Lewis
Mr Macinnon
Mr Mensaros
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ABATIT0IRS - -LAMBS
Carcase Cost - ProducerlDisrributor Price Schedule

1729. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) What, expressed in dollars per carcase, is the average differential between the
producer price schedule and the distributor price schedule for lamb?

(2) What is the estimated cost on a carcase basis to the Western Australian Meat
Marketing Corporation for -

(a) cold storage;

(b) marketing and promotion;

(c) administrative costs; and

(d) subsidy for export carcasses?!

Mr GRILL replied:
As this information will take some time to collate, I will advise the member in
writing in due course.

AGRICULTUTRE -PESTICIDES

Property Damages -Owner-s' Claims

1817. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) How many property owners have submitted claims to the Government for

losses and/or damages to properties as a result of land affected by pesticides'?
(2) Would he indicate whether claims originated as a result of pesticide residues

from the SEC, Department of Agriculture or other Goverrnent bodies?

(3) What is the total cast of claims?

(4) How many have been agreed to, and at what cost?
(5) How many are pending?

Mr GRILL replied:
As this information will take sonic time to collate. I will advise the member in
writing in due course.

STATE FINANCE - BORROWINGS, NEW
Borrowings, Global - Departments and Agencies

1889. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:
(1) Is he aware that under the terms of the State Grants (General Revenue) Act

1988 enacted by the Commonwealth Government, section 7(1 )(a) states "that
the State will not allow the sum of its new borrowings and the new borrowings
of the State's instrumentalities to exceed the global borrowing limit for the
State"'?

(2) What is the present level of new borrowings by the State and its
instrumentalities, both in total and the borrowings by individual departments
and instrumentalities?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Global new money borrowings aver the current financial year to 16 November

by Stare and Stare authorities are -
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Western Australia:

Global New Money Borrowings by State and State Authorities

Authority Global New Money
Borrowings

I Jul 88 to 16 Nov 88

Curtin University of Technology 280 000
Geraldton Port Authority 400 000
Government Employees Housing Authority 5 000 000
Kalgoorlie College 100 000
Library Board of Western Australia 123 000
Metropolitan Market Trust 12 088 169
South West Development Authority 1 500 000
Western Australian Government Railways
Commission 13000000

Western Australian Tourism Commission 210 000
Zoological Gardens Board 200 000
State Energy Commission of Western

Australia 162 262 760
Total Global New Money Borrowings 195 163 929

FARRELL,.MR DARCY - EMPLOYMENT
Government Departmens anti Agencies

1909. Mr HASSELL to the Premier

(I) Has Mr Darcy Farrell been employed on contract or otherwise by the
Government or any of its agencies?

(2) If so, what arrangement has been made and what is its term?

(3) When did Mr Farrell cease to be employed by the Government in 1987?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(04-3)
This information will rake rime to collate and check. I will provide
information as soon as all inquiries are complete.

PORTS AND H-ARBOURS - JETTIES.
"Deathtrap Jetties" - Newspaper Article

1936. Mr WATT to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has he seen a report in the Sunda ' Times of 13 November 1988 under the
heading "Deathtrap Jetties - but nobody cares"'?

(2) If so, is he aware of the letters written by Sir George Bedbrook to the Swan
River Management Authority and the Waterways Commission?

(3) What action has he taken to reduce or remove the dangers on Perth jetties?

(4) If hie considers that responsibility for the jetties lies with local councils, what
action has he taken to seek their cooperation in rectifying the present
situation?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
Yes.

(3) The Department of Marine and Harbours has been asked to place appropriate
warning signs at those public jetty locations where a potential diving accident
could occur.

(4) The Department of Marine and Harbours will write to those local goverrnment
authorities which have public jetties under their direct control, advising them
of the potential for diving accidents and appropriate preventative measures.
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HEALTH - RADIOLOGICAL COUNCIL
Ternm - Expirv Date

1955. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Health:

(I) Did the term of the Radiological Council that was appointed in 1985 expire on
6 May 1988?

(2) Has a new membership been appointed?

(3) Who are the current -

(a) members; and

(b) deputies

of the Radiological Council?

(4) (a) Was the new membership of the council published in the Government
Gazette; and

(b) if yes, when?

(5) How many times has the council mnet since 6 May 1988?
(6) Is the Radiological Council able to carry out its functions, including the

investigation and prosecution of alleged offences, before the gazental of its
membership?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1)(2
Yes.

(3) (a) OriJC. McNulty,
Dr K.A. Brownlie,
Dr J.l4. Turner.
Associate Professor P. Jennings.
Mrn. Henderson.
Associate Professor R.H. O'Connor,
Dr R.A. Fox; and

(b) Dr P. Psaila-Savona,
Dr J.J. Glancy,
Dr A.A. Van dier Schaaf,
Mr J. Hunter.
Dr N. Costa.

(4) On 8 July 1988 the names of the six members appointed at that time were
published in the Govertnent Gazerte. Under the Act the council is
required to have a membership of not less than six and not more than
eight.

(5) Three times - I I May. 26 July and 5 October 1988.

(6) Yes, however the opinion of counsel would be required in respect of section
L6 of the Radiation Safety Act 1975 and section 5 of the Interpretation
Act.

ROADS - GERALDTON-MT MAGNET
Cy' clone Herbie Damages - Repairs Completion

1958. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:

Can he advise when the required repair work to the washed-out shoulders on
the Geraldton-Mt Magnet road consequent to the cyclone Herbie-caused
damage of 21 May 1988 was cotmpleted, and the reason for the delay?

Mr PEARCE replied:

On 5 July 1988. Urgent works on other roads in the region required to be
undertaken prior to the Oeraldton-Mt Magnet road.
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STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - SPEDLEY
SECURITIES LTD

Deposits - Edwvards, Mr Kevin
1959. Mr HIASSELL to the Premier:

(1) Further to question 1907 of 1988, were the SGIC deposits in Spedleys
arranged by Kevin Edwards?

(2) When was the first deposit made?

(3) When was the last deposit madec?

(4) In relation to part (4) of question 1907, were any undertakings given by
Spedleys to make -any deposit with Rotihwells?

(5) Were deposits made with Rothwells as part of the total transaction(s)?
(6) When do the Spedley deposits mature?
(7) What is the answer to question 7(b) in relation to non current deposits?

(8) In relation to question 1907(9), were any undertakings given by Spedleys on
arty occasion, or was there any understanding that Spedleys would deposit
funds with Rothwells?

(9) In relation to question 1906 of 1988 and his answer thereto. the specific
inquiry is what is the total exposure of the State to the potential losses in
Rothwells' collapse, covering all transactions direct and indirect by
Governent and all its agents, for deposits with or assistance to Rothwells?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(I) No.
(2),(3),(6).(7)

I do not consider it appropriate to provide details of individual transactions
carried out in the normnal course of business as these are commnercially
sensitive.

(4),(5 ).(8)
See answer to part (4) of quest ion 1907.

(9) The State's exposure to Rothwells has been publicly explained.
WESTERN COLLIERIES LTD - STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

$15 Million Pa-yment Settlement - Spa/fIcys Securitiies Lid Deposit
1961. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) In connection with the $15 million payment fromn the SEC to Western
Collieries, and the settlement of the dispute in relation to those funds, did the
SGIC or any other Government agency or instmumentality or department lend
money to or deposit money with Spedleys?

(2) Did any of them underwrite bills of exchange or endorse bills of exchange in
connection with that settlement'?

(3) Was any arrangement made for the deposit of funds by the Government or any
of its instrumentalities with another merchant bank, or the endorsement or
underwriting of bills?

(4) As he has referred in his public Comments to the settlement to a dispute
involving the SEC, the liquidator of Rothwells and Western Collieries, is it
now acknowledged that the $15 mill ion deposit of the SEC cheque payable to
Western Collieries with Spedleys by Tony Lloyd was on the basis that
Spedleys would make a deposit with Rothwells?

(5) If he says no to (3), what were the circumstances which involved the
liquidator of Rothwells in the dispute?

(6) Was the $15 million or an equivalent amount at any time paid to, or in the
possession of, directly or indirectly, Mr L.R. Connell?
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Mr PARKER replied:

The $15 million advance coal purchase arrangement was reversed for reasons
set out in my Press release of [8 November 1988. 1 am advised that
clarification was required of legal issues arising out of questions as to the
beneficial ownership of Western Collieries Ltd, between the provisional
liquidator of Rorhwells and CSR Lid. as mortgagees of Western Collieries
Ltd. I am not aware of any involvement by Mr L.R. Connell or of
Government agencies other than SECWA in this matter.

[See paper No 625.1
(5) The provisional liquidator is involved as a representative of the beneficial

owner of Western Collieries Ltd.

POLICE - BURKE, MR BRIAN
Computer File - Removal

1963. Mr LIG1-4TFOOT to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is it a fact that the police file on the former Premier, Mr Brian Burke, has been
removed from the computer and that the computer screen directs inquiries to
the duty officer'?

(2) Why was Mr Burke's file removed?

(3) What other individuals have had their files removed?

(4) Can any citizen ask to have his/her file removed from the Police Department's
computer'?

(5) If no to0(4), why'?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicabl e.

(3) Persons who have been taken into custody and subsequently found not guilty
of an offence may request the destruction of their fingerprints and other
identifying particulars, in which case infotriation recorded on the police
computer relating to that court appearance is removed.

(4) Yes, as in (3).
(5) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS - OFFICES
Mandurak - Building Intentio)ns

1970. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for The South West:
(I) Does the Government intend to build Government offices at Mandurab?

(2) If so, when?

(3) Which Government services will be located at these new offices?

(4) What is the estimated cost of the new offices?

Mr GRILL replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Construction to comimence early in 1989.
(3) Department for Community Services,

Department of Corrective Services,
District Education Office,
H-omeswest,
Peel Inlet Management Authority.
South West Development Authority,
Water Authority of Western Australia.
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(4) $2.8 million.
CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT - DEPARTMENT

Nature Reserve Definition - Wildlife Conservation Act 1950
1982. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

Does the Department of Conservation and Land Management consider that the
definition of a nature reserve in the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950 extends to
and covers marine parks and marine nature reserves?

Mr HODGE replied:
No. The definition of a nature reserve in the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950
was deleted by the Acts Amendment (Conservation and Land Management)
Act 1984. The definition of a nature reserve is included in the Conservation
and Land Management Act 1984 and pertains to land reserved under the Land
Act 1933. For the purposes of declaring a nature reserve the Land Act does
not extend below or beyond the low water mark. Consequently the
Conservation and Land Management Act includes the power to reserve waters
as a marine nature reserve or marine park. Both reserves can also include land
reserved under the Land Act such as the narrow littoral strip of land included
in the Ningaloo Marine Park.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINNG - DEPARTMENT
Workshop Attendance - 14, 15 November 1988

1983. Mr CASH to the Minister for Employment andraining:

(1) Did a number of his departmental officers attend a workshop or course away
from the ir office on Monday 14 and Tuesday 15 November 1988?

(2) If yes, will he provide details of the course and further advise what
arrangements were made to ensure that the office was tnanned (luring this
period?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(I) Staff from the division of industrial training within the Department of
Employment and Training attended a training seminar on those dates.

(2) The office was staffed during this period. The course was of two days
duration and dlesigned to introduce the concept of total quality control to the
management and administration of industrial training in Western Australia.

TRANSPORT - COASTAL WATCH
State-Federal Discussions - Service Initiation

1984. Mir CASH to the Minister for Transport:
Given his recent discussions in Canberra with his Federal colleagues in which
he said he would discuss the setting up of a seabome coast watch for Western
Australia, will he advise what steps have been taken to initiate this service'?

Mr PEARCE replied:

I have had discussions with other State Transport Ministers and appropriate
Federal Ministers on the issue of improving the Commonwealth Government's
coastal surveillance of our northern waters. The proposal involves reviewing
the way in which the Commonwealth and State authorities work together in an
endeavour to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the service. It does
not involve the State itself initiating a coast watch service.

FISHING - BOATS
Kalbarri - Access Problems

1985. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is he aware of the ongoing problem of access by fishing boats to the river
mouth at Kalbarri and that the fleet of approximately 25 permanent vessels
stationed at Kalbarri is expected to grow to at least 100 during the white rock
lobster season'?
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(2) What action does the Government propose to alleviate this dangerous situation
relating to access by fishing boats to the river mouth at Kalbarri?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) I am aware of the ongoing problems of access by fishing boats through the
mouth of the Murchison River at Kalbarri and that the fishing fleet increases
substantially during the white rock lobster season.

(2) In 1984. 1985, 1987 and 1988 the Department of Marine and Harbours
arranged and funded minor maintenance dredging works at Kalbarri. This
work assists in providing a navigable channel at the ocean entrance and
provides informnation that will be used to assess the feasibility of permnanent
im-provements.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT - LPG PLANT
Kwinana - Calorific Value Chrange

1986. Mr CASH to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(I) By what amaount has the calorific value changed since the recent
commissioning of the Kwinana LPG plant?

(2) IHas the SEC adjusted the tariff for natural gas supplied to domestic users to
rake into account the reduced calorific value which has occurred since the
recent commissioning of the Kwinana LPG plant'?

(3) If so, will he advise the percentage reduction in the tariff charged'?

Mr PARKER replied:

(I) The change in calorific value on the outlet of the LPG is From 40.0 to 38.3
Mi/cubic metre.

(2) Customer accounts are chartned on the basis of the daily heating values
recorded and input to the account data base.

(3) Not applicable.
TRANSPORT - BUSES

School - Mandurah-Pinjar)-a
1987. Mr CASH to the Minister for Education:

Why are the school buses carrying children from Mandlurah to Pinjarra not
pen-nitted to allow the students to join the bus in central Mandurah rather than
have the children fromn the bus about four kilonwrres east of Mandurah on
Stakehill Road?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The question is unclear. However, in general ten-ns Pinjarra Senior F-igh
School's catchmnent area coniences on the eastern boundary of the
Serpentine River. Students who reside to the west of this point are in the
catchmnent area of Mandurah schools and are provided with separate bus
services.

EDUCATION -FUYNDING, STATE
Isolated Children's Assistance Scheme - Proposed C/ranges

1989. Mr CASH to the Miniister for Education:

(1) Is she aware of any plans to deal with for Or against the current level of State
funding - particularly respecting the isolated children's assistance scheme:,
Keariey College. Bindoon; or the agricultural colleges?

(2) If yes. will she provide particulars of the proposed changes'?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1 )-(2)

Following the announcement of changes by the Commonwealth to the
assistance for isolated children schemne, in relation to students at agricultural
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schools, a submission was sent to the Commuonweath Minister for
Employment, Education and Training seeking a review of the decision. When
the Commonwealth Minister responds to the submission and a follow-up
request of 10 November. the Government will review the current level of State
assistance to Keaney College, agricultural schools and the State boarding
allowance for agricultural students.

POLICE - OFFICERS
Workers' Compensation

1990. Mr CASH to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(I) Why are police officers not covered by workers' compensation'?

(2) Does he intend to introduce a Bill to have police officers covered by workers'
compensation and, if not, why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(I) Police officers are covered by special provisions in the police regulations tn
regard to sick leave and medical expenses for work related injuries or
illnesses. They are covered by the Workers' Compensation and Assistance
Act in the case of death on or resulting from duty.

(2) Consideration is presently being given to an appropriate means of
compensating police officers who suffer disabilities in the course of their
occupation.

HOUSING - HOMESWEST
Willa gee - Rent Increase Letters

1995. Mr CASH to the Minister for Housing:
(I) With reference to letters recently distributed by the member for Melville in

relation to Homneswest rent increases in Willagee. was the cost and distribution
of these letters paid for by the Western Australian taxpayers as outlined in a
letter from her dated 21 November 1988 and addressed to the Liberal
candidate for Melville, Mr Doug Shave'?

(2) If yes -
(a) how many letters were distributed:
(b) what was the cost of producing the letters;

(c) what was the cost of distributing the letters;

(d) did she approve this expenditure; and
(e) from which Budget allocation item will the expenditure be taken?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) No. However, considerable departmental resources have had to be diverted to
counsel concerned tenants- This includes the time of senior management, and
personal calls being made by officers to the homes of tenants who have been
alarmed and misled by the inaccurate infonmation disseminated by Mr Shave.

(2) Not applicable.
WASTE DISPOSAL - SCM CHEMICALS LTD

Capel Shire - Proposals
1996. Mr WATT to the Minister for Environment:

(1) Is he aware of a proposal by SCM Chemicals to dump waste products in the
Capel Shire adjacent to the Bunbury City Council boundary?

(2) Is the approval of the EPA required for waste to be dumped in the area?

(3) If so. has the necessary approval been given?
Mr HODGE replied;
(L)-(2)

Yes.
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(3) The matter has not yet been considered by the EPA.
AUSTRALIA POST -POST OFFICES

Federal Rationalisation Policy - Carnanon Downgrading
1999. Mr MASLEN to the Premier:

(1) Is it not a fact that the Federal Government policy for post office
rationalisation will result in the Carnarvon Post Office being relocated to
smaller premises and downgraded?

(2) Will he intervene with the Federal Government with the objective of retention
of the existing Camarvon faciiy and level of services?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1)-(2)
This matter is a Commonwealth responsibility and the member should direct
his question to the appropriate Federal Minister. However, the State
Governmrent has a sound record in encouraging decentralisation in Western
Australia and is fully committed to the maintenance of adequate services for
all regional centres. The Government fully recognises the importance of
Carnarvon as the focal point of the Gascoyne region, and I will personally
ensure that this matter is raised in the strongest possible terms with the Federal
Minister for Communications to ensure that the present Carnarvon Post Office
is retained and the level of services to the Gascoyne community is not
diminished.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING - BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION
Compulsory Apprenticeship Scheme - Coopers & Lvybrand

RecommniCidaions

2007. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Employment and Training:

(1) Is the Government going to introduce a compulsory apprenticeship/training
scheme applicable to the building and construction industry'?

(2) Has Coopers Lybrand furnished a report to Govemnment recommending such a
scheme'?

(3) Has a compulsory levy of $200 per dwelling been recommended to be
charged?

(4) Has the levy of $200 per dwelling been accepted, and will it be charged
additional to the Housing Industry Association's training foundation voluntary
scheme whereby a levy of $50 per dwelling is currently being paid?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) The Government is considering a report recommending the introduction of a
training levy. The report by Coopers and Lybrand was conmmissioned on
behalf of a tripartite committee which raised this matter, comprising -

Master Builders' Association;
Housing Industry Association;
Australian Federation of Construction Contractors:
The Construction, Mining and Energy Workers' Union;
Confederation of Western Australian Industry (Inc);
The Trades and Labor Council;
Homeswest;
Building Management Authority; and
Department of Employment and Training.

(2) See (1)above.

(3)-(4)
No.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

GOVERNMENT ADVERTISING - PREMIER
Burt, Sir Francis

384. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:

(I) Is the Premier aware that in the advertisement in this morning's The West
Australian on page 45 which includes his photograph and signature these
words are included -

I have taken action to:
Set up the Commission on Accountability headed by Sir
Francis Burt, former Chief Justice of Western Australia?

(2) Is he also aware that, in the Government Gazette of 18 November 1988, it was
advised by the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet that Sir Francis Burt
would be acting Governor at this time between 21 and 25 November?

(3) Did the Premier seek the acting Governor's advice to include his name to a
paid political advertisement'?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1)-(3)

1 was not aware that Sir Francis Burt was acting as Governor although the
documents clearly reported it. The advertisement inserted in the newspaper
was inserted before it was cleared with ine. I first saw the advertisement after
it was too late for it to be altered.

Mr Macinnon: It had your signature on it.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I know it had my signature on it.
Mr Macinnon: Did you actually sign it'?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Just a second. I saw the advertisement on a number of

occasions during its preparation and the words that were going into it. I did
not see the completed advertisement until after it had been inserted. I
recognised at that time when I finally saw it that there was a reference to Sir
Francis Burt. In my view it should not have been in the advertisement and I
instructed it to be removed. I notified the people responsible.

Mr Macinnon: Did you seek his permission?
Mr PETER DOWDING: No. I notified the people concerned that his name should

not have appeared and I accept responsibility-

Mr Clarko interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PETER DOWDING: Just a moment. I recognised that his name should not have

been in the advertisement and I accept responsibility for it. But as I said, I had
not seen it.

Mr Clarko: Did you still sign it?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Does the Opposition want the answer or not?

Mr Clarko: But you signed something.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: I did not sign the advertisement in its finished form -

Mr Macinnon: Did you sign it?
The SPEAKER: Order! I believe the Leader of the Opposition is deliberately

ignoring my requests for order. I do not like these sorts of interjections during
question time. He knows that I am lenient about them during general debates,
but during question time when the Opposition is prone to criticise me for the
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number of answers it is given. it should at least cooperate by not interjecting
so much. When [ call for order I do it for a reason and I would appreciate the
cooperation of members.

Mr PETER DOWDIING: The name was included at a time when I had not seen the
advertisement. As soon as I saw it [ took steps to have it deleted.

ELECTIONS - STATE
"Go Liberal with a Raundh' Lady" Sticker - Use

385. Mrs WATKINS to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

Will the Liberal Party be allowed to use its "Go Liberal with a Raunchy Lady"
sticker at polling booths during the Stare election?

Mr PEARCE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of that question because it has enabled me
to do some research on the matter. It will be permissible for the Liberal Party
to use its "Go Liberal with a Raunchy Lady" slogan at polling booths during
the next State election. Nothing in the Electoral Act precludes that. As a
political slogan, it is a lot better than some of the others that the party has had.
I remember the slogan "Let's Leap into the 80s" led by a bloke called Court
which I understand is being dusted off for the 1990s.

Mr Peter Dowding: Or beyond.
Mr PEARCE: Yes. I understand that a further plan which is being hatched by the

Liberal Party may run into greater difficulties with the Electoral Act. That is
the proposal to have topless girls based on this slogan handing out how-to-
vote cards. That may fall within the undue influence provisions of the
Electoral Act under which candidates for election are not allowed to unduly
influence electors. However, I guess that would be a rather subjective
judgment based on the nature of the how-to-vote card topless lady who was
doing it at the time.
The serious aspect of this whole matter which I think needs to be underlined is
that the Liberal Party is seeking to run for election under a family policy. It
presents itself as being aghast at the kinds of things which go on in some of
our hotels, but has made secret deals with the Australian Hotels Association.

Mr Clarko: Rubbish? Produce the evidence.
Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the Opposition said yesterday that he had given no such

commnitment with regard to these mailers. I saw the very equivocal statements
in relation to this from the raunchy lady in the Daily' News this evening. My
infontion is that the member for Mt Lawley, acting in concert with a Liberal
candidate for Melville, has given quite unequivocal assurances, not only to the
raunchy lady and to other people in that area, but also to the Australian Hotels
Association, that this matter will be reviewed after the election and that a
substantial donation has been made to the Liberal Party from the Australian
Hotels Association and presumably from these other bodies in consequence. I
used the word "bodies" by mistake but advisedly.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: The Minister was asked a question that was technically in order but

his answer has long since strayed from the question into matters of general
policy and comment. Under the Standing Orders, comments on those matters
are permitted to be made only by the Premier. I ask you. Mr Speaker, to bring
the answer to a rapid conclusion.

The SPEAKER: It seemed to me - I was listening very closely to the answer - that the
Minister was very deliberately referring to matters which come under his
portfolio.

Questions ith/out Notice Resumted

Mr PEARCE: I think it is despicable that a party that pretends to support family
values is involved in these secret deals. Fortunately for the Liberal Party -
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Withdrawal of Remark
Mr CASH: As soon as the hyenas on the other side of the House have settled down. I

wilt ask you, Mr Speaker, to direct the Minister to withdraw his comments in
which he has accused me of having entered into some agreement, firstly with
the candidate for Melville and, secondly, with the organisation known as
"Raunchy Ladies', that the Liberal Party intends to change its policy in any
way -

Mr Pearce: It has been suggested that you have been seen with the raunchy ladies.
Mr CASH: I could say that I saw the Minister at a brothel, but I would not bother to

(10 that. I ask you, Mr Speaker, to invite the Minister to withdraw the lies lie is
fabricating.

The SPEAKER: I must admit that over the years, certainly in recent times, I have
heard more hurtful things said in this place which have not been withdrawn
and members have nor requested that they be withdrawn. I am of the view
that if something were unparliamentary I would have no hesitation in asking
that it be withdrawn. I cannot see how the statements that have been made,
notwithstanding that they are hurtful. are unparliamentary.

Mr CASH: Mr Speaker, on the same point of order [d(o rake offence -

The SPEAKER: Order! That point of order has now been completed. I have said on
a number of occasions that I will not entertain members canvassing my
rulings. I made a ruling about it and that is that.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr PEARCE: Fortunately for the Liberal Party, hypocrisy is not an offence under the

Electoral Act. It is quite appropriate that a secret deal of this kind should be
made by the Liberal Party -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: - with its see-through leader and froutbench of political trollops.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - PREMIER
Bills of Exchange H-olders - Aplprouch

386. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:
(I) Does the Premier recall an approach from certain people holding bills of

exchange drawn on a company associated with Rothwells Ltd, which bills
amounting to $17 million are said to be unlawfully in circulation?

(2) What action has been taken by the Premier as a result of that approach'?

(3) Specifically, did the Premier institute, or is there under way -

(a) an investigation by the police:
(b) an investigation by the National Companies and Securities

Commission;

(c) an investigation by the Corporate Affairs Department; or
(d) an investigation by the National Crime Authority?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

May I have a copy of the question?
Mr Hassell: Do you want to get the technicalities right?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Give me a go - I am not Albert Einstein. The answer is as

follows -
(I) No.
(2) Not applicable.
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(3) 1 do not understand how the member for Cottesloc can ask me that question in
this public place. I am not going to say anything about investigations that are,
or may be, or could conceivably be under way. Quite clearly, whatever is
going on and should properly be going on may well be jeopardised by a
question of that sort.

An Opposition member: Nonsense.

Mr PETER DOWDINGI: Of course it could. Cannot members opposite understand
it? If I am asked whether someone is being investigated by an authority are
members opposite saying to me that my answer may not give someone a
warning or the ability to perhaps destroy information? Of course members
opposite cannot expect me, as Premier, to make a comment like that. I think it
shows that the Opposition has lost either its marbles or its judgment. Perhaps
there are sonic people in the community whom it wants to protect. I cannot
answer the third part of the question and the member for Cotresloe should
know better.

TAXES AND CHARGES - McCARREY, MR LES
State Increase Claims

387. Mr CUNNINGHAM to the Premier:

(I) Is the Premier aware of statements by Mr Les McCarrey that Western
Austral ians are paying more taxes under the present Government?

(2) Does he have any evidence to refute this claim?

My PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) Just as I have great respect for public servants who serve the community, I
also extend that respect to public servants who have left the Public Service and
who have sewved the community. However, I find it very difficult when a
former Under Treasurer of this State aligns himself with a Liberal Party
organisation and purports to release information which is not only critical of
this Government, but also, frankly, is not true.

(2) In 1983 the State Governmtent rates and charges comprised 10.9 per cent of
disposable household income. This year, 1988, they represent only 8.3 per
cent of household disposable income. These figures refute those publicised by
Mr McCarrey who was Under Treasurer in 1983. In fact, they represent a
decline of about 25 per cent of the tax burden facing the average Western
Australian household. This result is in stark contrast to the record of those
who now sit opposite.

Mr McCarrey appears to be confused between revenue collections as a result
of increased economic activities and the rate at which taxes have been
imposed by the Government. Electors have to make a choice and they will
have to make some determination about veracity and honesty - what they have
to reflect on is the Greiner Government which came into office promising the
same things as this Opposition has been promising. The Greiner Government
ramped taxes so dramatically that they impacted on the CPI in the first weeks
it was in office. I make it absolutely clear that no Labor Government has
increased electricity charges by 27 per cent like the members opposite did
when they came into office after the 1980 election.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - McLEERY, MR JOHN
Mesothelioma Compensation - Government Action

388. Mr MENS AROS to the Premier:
I am asking this question on behalf of a constituent who only has days to live
and who is suffering from mesotheiioma, having worked as an engineer in
Wittenoomn for the then Public Works Department.

Will the Premier prevail on the State Government Insurance Commission
and/or its legal representative, the Crown Solicitor, to immediately take some
action towards paying compensation to Mr John McLeery before he dies'?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
Unfortunately, the member for Floreat gave me notice of the question onrly at
about 5.20 pm today. My staff have tried to raise someone for a response but
have been unable to do so. In any event, the member has put the question on
the Notice Paper. I will1 do whatever I can to ensure that the maint is
expedited as quickly as possible.
I point out to the House that the Government does take very seriously the
tragedy of those people who are suffering from asbestos related disea: :s.
Over the last five years the Government has done a great deal to facilittae
support and assistance for them. Not ontly has the Government expedited their
access to standard compensation procedures - it was very important and it was
welcome - but also the Government produced statutory amendments to ensure
they were not caught by the Statute of Limitations.
It has also provided extensive access to Government information to the
Asbestos Diseases Society Inc and its lawyers so that any litigation and
question of negligence could be clearly established. I do not know the correct
figure, but the Government has provided in excess of $1 million in legal aid
support to ensure that everything is done to assist these people to gain some
compensation at conrunon law. We will continue as best we can to give them
some assistance. In relation to this case, if the member will contact me
tomorrow, mid morning, I will try to have a substantive answer for him.

SITINGS OF THE HOUSE - FRIDAY, 25 NOVEMBER 1988
389. Mr RIPPER to the Leader of the House:

Will the Leader of the House advise whether the House will be sitting
tomorrow.

Mr PEARCE replied:
Tomorrow is a rather special day: it is the second anniversary of the
assumption of the leadership of the Liberal Party by the current incumbent,
and the political assassination of his colleague who sits two places from him
on the front bench. It is almost a year since the former Leader of the
Opposition stopped sulking and rejoined the front bench. It is also a day of
great political quote and perhaps the political quote of the decade in Western
Australia was made by the former Leader of the Opposition of the subsequent
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, Mr Laurance. Mr Hassell said that he did
not think Mr Laurance knew the meaning of the word loyalty, much less the
substance of it. Many people thought Mr Laurance was very typical of
members of the Liberal Party with regard to that and other things.
It is also the daily "anniversary' of Peter Shack announcing his charge for the
leadership of the Federal Liberal Party. A year before the election Mr Shack
announced that he would be challenging for the leadership of the Liberal Party
shouldl the Opposition fail to win Government.

Point of Order
Mr MacKINNON: The Leader of the House was asked a direct question; I have put

up with these Dorothy Dix questions for some weeks but this one takes the
cake. The Minister should have replied yes or no to that direct question, and
we are no closer to an answer one minute into his reply. H-e has talked about a
whole range of irrelevant matters.

The SPEAKER: That is a point of view and not a point of order.
Questions without Notice Resusmed

Mr PEARCE: Despite the special nature of tomorrow, I see no reason why the House
should sit.
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POLICE - MUIRHEAD INQUIRY
Commissioner-Lewvisl Wv'iI/ - Concern

390. Mr CASH to the Premier:
Several members interjected.
Mr Burkett: How much did you get out of -
The SPEAKER: Order! Order?

Withdtrawal of Remark
M/r HASSELL: This is the second time in question time that the member for

Scarborough has raised that disgusting implication against a person who no
longer sits in this House, a fornier Premier of this State. It was only during the
debate in the early pant of today that you. Mr Speaker, warned the House
about members raising totally unsubstantiated allegations of an improper kind
against people.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Irrespective of what is said, when a point of order is taken

the House should remain silent.

Mr HASSELL: When dealing with a substantive motion this momning, in accordance
with your direction as to the raising of these issues, you, Mr Speaker, warned
the House about raising these kinds of scurrilous imputations without
producing evidence. I ask you to require the member for Scarborough to
withdraw his remark.

The SPEAKER: Will you indicate what it was. I genuinely did not hear what the
member for Scarborough said.

Mr HASSELL: I amn loathe to repeat what lie said. It is a serious matter and,
therefore, I repeat it to that extent. Twice the member for Scarborough has
ditrected a comment to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in the following
forin: How much did your (lad get out of the Korean deal'?

Mr Peter Dowding: He said "Cherrita".

Mr HASSELL: The first time he said "the Korean deal". I believe it should be
withdrawn.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Since you, Mr Speaker, had difficulty hearing the member
for Scarborough's interjection, may I assist by saying that I distinctly heard
him ask how much the Deputy Leader of the Opposition got from a company
called Cherrita. I understand the sensitivity of the member for Cotteslee, but
no reference was made to Korea in the interjection.

Mr Hassell: There was, and the member for Scarborough knows that.
Mr COURT: In accordance with Standing Order No 132 1 ask that the member for

Scarborough withdraw the comments repeated by the Premier because they
impute improper motives to me that are totally incorrect. I ask that they be
withdrawn.

The SPEAKER: A decision on this matter one way or the other rests on whether or
not the member asked, "How much did you get out of Cherrita" or,
alternatively, commuented about a Korean deal. I amt not prepared to rule on
what the member for Scarborough said because members on both sides of the
House heard different things. If the member for Scarborough asked, "How
much did you get out of Cherrita?", that would not be ruled unparliamentai-3
and would not require a wvithdrawal. If he asked the alternative question -I
leave it to the honour of the member to determine which is true - it is
necessary for him to withdraw.

Mr BURKETIT: [ withdraw the first question.
Questions without Notice Resumed
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Mr CASH:[ [ask -
(1) Is the Premier aware of widespread concern among police, prison officers and

legal counsel over the conduct of chat part of the Muirhead inquiry being
undertaken by Commtissioner Lewis Wyvill?

(2) Is the Premier aware that Commissioner Wyvill has been conducting
proceedings in a pre-emptory fashion, has been offensive to counsel
attempting conscientiously to represent parties before the inquiry, and appears
at least on the surface to have already reached some conclusions?

(3) Has the Government made representations to have Commissioner Wyvill
removed from the Muirhead inquiry and, if not, will he so do?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

It is a disgraceful question because in paragraph (2) it seeks to move from a
question as to the attitudes of certain people to an assumption by the member
for Mt Lawley. I do not chink the member for Mt Lawley should use this
House in order to cast any aspersions on a Royal Commissioner or the person
of the Royal Commission. I absolutely reject the tactic of the member for Mt
Lawley in doing so. I am reinforced in the view that it was a scandalous and
outrageous question because the member for Contesloe, who has some legal
training, was clearly given the question to ask but declined to do so. and gave
it to the member for Mt Lawley. The copy of the question which I have been
handed shows that this question was intended to be directed to the Premier
from the member for Cottesloe. It was clearly distributed by the staff of the
Leader of the Opposition and I do not blame the member for Cottesloe for
declining to ask it.

Mr HasselL I am happy to ask the question if you will -

Mr PETER DOWDING: So the tmember for Cottesloe says now, but the last time he
and the member for Mt Lawley got together the top of the sheet of paper was
ripped off. Today the Opposition forgot to rip the top off.

Mr Court: You are absolutely pathetic. You asked for a copy of the question which
was provided as a courtesy.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The boy wonder, the beneficiary of whatever family tmusts
we are allowed to mention or not mention in this House, wants to get into me.
I have never heard an Opposition heap such personal abuse on people
performing public functions, even to the extent of someone who is operating
as a Royal Comnmissioner.

Mr Court: If the Premier wants to start talking about families, we will have a go at
his.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is quite clear that members opposite will stop at nothing
to denigrate the names of people in public office. Let me, however, get to an
answer I want to give about this very serious matter. I am very concerned at
the way in which the Muirhead Royal Commission is proceeding and I have
expressed that concemn.

Mr Cash: Soam I -very much so!

Mr PETER DOWDING: Wel, then, we have at least a very small number of things
in common. My concern is that it seems to me the Muirhead Royal
Commission is now getting into a situation where it is trying the Coroner's
finding.

Mr Hassell: That was inevitable.

Msr PETER DOWDING: That is not true, given the quality of our Coroner in Western
Australia.

Mr H-assell: The Premier had to jump when Canberra told him to.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Given the quality of the support that the Coroner in
A65351- Id
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Western Australia has had in respect of each of the matters which could form
the basis of an inquiry under the Muiihead Royal Commission, in my view it
is an absolute waste of public money to have those coronial inquiries retried.
It would be far better for the Royal Commnission to do what it was set up to do,
which was to review these matters and make recommendations to try to put an
end to a tragedy. I regret to say that the commuission seems to have got off the
track. It has become a feast for lawyers.

Mr Cash: It is nothing more than a witch hunt at this stage, and the Premier knows it.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not know why the member for Mt Lawley is attacking
me;!I am trying to agree with him.

Mr Cash: The Premier could put an end to this if he got on ta Canberra and talked
some sense into them.

Mr PETER DOWDING: That is typical of the Opposition. I regard this matter as
having become a fews for lawyers. I do not think that it has been productive.
I do not think it is getting to the nitty gritty of the problem and I have made
my view clear to the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Affairs as recently as this
week.

Mr Hassell: Can I ask the Premier a question about it.

The SPEAKER: Order! I prefer that the member does not.

Mr Hassell: Is it not -

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is not serving the interests of the community of Western
Australia to have this sort of personal attack on the commissioner. However, I
have voiced my concern to the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and
have indicated a desire that the matter be reviewed as soon as practicable.
When [ hear from him, I hope that we will be able to get on with the business
of finding out how we can resolve The problem rather than simply going
Through a whole range of things and retrying matters that were properly dealt
with by the Coroner.
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