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THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the Chair
at 10.45 a.m., and read prayers.

PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS

Tabling: Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER: Honourable members, I am
rather concerned at the statement appearing in
this morning's copy of The West Australian under
the heading, "By-law lapse in Parliament". The
first paragraph of the statement reads:
"Regulations of the Explosives and Dangerous
Goods Act and the Road Safety Act have lapsed
because of an administrative oversight at Parlia-
ment House".

I have made inquiries concerning this matter
and have been assured that the officers of Parlia-
menit House who handle such documents have no
knowledge of these particular documents arriving
at Parliament House. I want to make it perfectly
clear that the parliamentary staff handling papers
for tabling are well aware of their importance and
treat all such documents with utmost care and
urgency.

As to why, or how, some papers may be tabled
in the Legislative Council but not in the Assembly,
I have no explanation but am assured by the Clerk
that all papers received for tabling by appropriate
officers have been tabled in the normal matner.

In addition, I would point out that the Votes
and Proceedings contain a list of papers tabled on
each sitting day and that normal departmental
routine ensures that separate acknowledgment is
returned to the department from which papers for
tabling have originated.

It might be appropriate for the department con-
cerned to note the Votes and Proceedings and
those routine replies applying to the Legislative
Assembly.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS: SWANHOURNE
HOSPITAL SITE

Preservation: Petition

MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [10.50 a.m.]: I
have a petition which reads as follows-

To: The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.

We, the undersigned:
(a) respectfully draw the attention of the

House to the historic buildings compris-
ing Swanbourne Hospital,

(b) deeply regret the decision of the Govern-
ment on the future of the Hospital,
which will see the majority of the build-
ings demolished,

(c) point out the eminent suitability of the
buildings and the surrounding land as a
headquarters for community groups, and
to house a technology museum, a confer-
ence centre and a nature reserve, and

(d) call for the Swanbourne Hospital
complex to be preserved, thereby en-
abling a science centre unique to
Australia to be established, as well as
preserving a part of Western Australia's
heritage.

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

The petition bears 18 signatures and conforms to
the Standing Orders of the House, and I have
certified accordingly.

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

(See petition No. 86.)

ENERGY: FUEL

Import Parity Pricing Policy: Standing Orders
Suspension

MR COWAN (Merredin) [10.51 am.]: I move,
without notice-

That so much of standing orders be sus-
pended as would enable the following motion
to be moved forthwith-

In view of the urgency of the need to
reduce costs, particularly in the primary
industries this House urges the Federal
Government to immediately abandon its
world parity pricing policy for pet-
roleum.

Further, as the proposed introduction
of unleaded fuel will be accompanied by
increased costs to consumers the sale of
this product be delayed indefinitely.

My reason for seeking to move the suspension of
Standing Orders is that the matter is urgent. Some
reference has been made to this matter being
taken before a tax summit but there is no doubt
that action following that tax summit would not
be implemented until August or September.

1211



1212 [ASSEMBLY]

The reason that we must deal with this matter
now and this House must bring the matter to the
attention of the Federal Government before the
tax summit takes place is very simple. In the pri-
mary industries, particularly agriculture, the
major fuel costs will be borne within the next two
months and, therefore, action must be taken
immediately to reduce that cost.

Therefore, I move for the suspension of Stand-
ing Orders in order to debate this issue.

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) 110,52 a.m.]: I would like to indicate, on
behalf of the Govrnment-as I indicated yester-
day-that we are still of the opinion this matter
should be debated by the Parliament. The Oppo-
sition decided yesterday not to support our motion,
therefore it was defeated. We would be quite
pleased to debate this issue as a matter of great
importance, so the Government supports this mo-
tion.

MR KASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [ 10.53 a.m.]: I ask the Minister whether
he received notice of this intention.

Mr Tonkin: It was discussed with me yesterday.
Mr HASSELL: So this was in fact an arrange-

ment?
Mr Brian Burke: Not at all. The National Party

indicated yesterday it might move to suspend
standing orders. It indicated it might do it yester-
day.

Mr Tonkin: It is not an arrangement. Do not
come here telling lies on Thursday morning as on
other days? You have asked me a question and I
have Riven you a truthful answer.

Mr HASSELL: I asked the Minister a question
and I am listening to his reply. I have not said
anything about it. The fact of the matter is that
the Government had discussions about this possi-
bility yesterday. Is that correct?

Mr Tonkin: I said that yesterday it was possible
this motion could be moved, but we did not know
whether it would be moved yesterday or today, We
certainly did not say what we were doing about it.
That is not the point. Do we want to debate this
issue or not?

Mr HASSELL: I am on my feet and I will get
to that point when I am good and ready. Let me
Say to the Minister, as we said yesterday, that we
have no objection to debating the issue. We
observed yesterday there was clearly some ar-
rangement or understanding between the National
Party and the Government.

Mr Tonkin: That is untrue. The National Party
did not know of our intention.

Mr HASSELL: I am glad to have the Minis-
ter's confirmation of that if that is the case. The
Minister certainly did not give us any indication of
that yesterday. Let me point out that the National
Party has given us no notification today.

Mr Tonkin: You don't talk to them.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: Members seem to bc very sensi-

tive about this issue. The Government's complaint
in the last couple of weeks about these sorts of
motions being brought on without notice now seem
to be complaints of political convenience purely
and solely depending on the issue and whether the
Government wants to have a debate. However, I
have ascertained the facts I want; namely, that the
Government has had notice.

I want to indicate that although we were yester-
day unwilling to debate the issue, we are happy to
go along with this motion. We think it is certainly
a significantly better motion than the one
proposed yesterday. It gets much closer to the
issue which is to be considered.

I think seriously that where one is dealing with
a substantive issue of this nature-not a censure
motion arising out of something the Government
has done, but where the Government simply does
not want to be put in the hot seat-it is only
reasonable that everyone should have notice.
There is a very clear distinction between the situ-
ation we had a couple of weeks ago where the
Government sought to gag the Opposition, and the
position where we want to debate a substantive
issue of policy. I indicate that we will not oppose
the passage of this motion.

The SPEAKER: To be carried this motion re-
quires an absolute majority. If when I put the
question I hear a dissentient voice I shall cause the
House to be divided.

Question put.
The SPEAKER: I have counted the House; and,

there being no dissentient voice, I declare the
question carried.

Question thus passed.

Motion
MR COWAN (Merredin) [10.58 a.m.J: I

move-
In view of the urgency of the need to re-

duce costs, particularly in the primary indus-
tries this House urges the Federal Govern-
menit to immediately abandon its world parity
pricing policy for petroleum.

Further, as the proposed introduction of
unleaded fuel will be accompanied by

I
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increased costs to consumers the sale of this
product be delayed indefinitely.

I do not want to deal at any great length with
some of the comments made by the Leader of the
Opposition. It strikes me as extremely petty that
he should start questioning whether there was a
deal or some discussion about this issue. If I were
the Leader of the Opposition I would be concen-
trating on the motion itself rather than on
ascertaining whether there had been any dis-
cussion between the National Party and the
Government and whether he feels a little piqued
inasmuch as there has been no discussion between
the National Party and the Opposition.

I suggest to him that if he wants some dis-
cussion he can initiate it himself-something he
has been most reluctant to do in the past, despite
the fact that we are on the same side of the House.

The motion is in two parts; the first relates to
world parity pricing which, I regret to say, was
introduced by a coalition Government. The reason
given at the time was that it was introduced to
induce members of the Australian public to prac-
tice the conservation of fuel. Of course, as every-
body knows, the real truth of the matter was that
the Federal Government saw it as a windfall tax.
It knew that this country had the potential to
produce a minimum of 70 per cent of its pet-
roleuim product and, indeed, it has been estimated
that that figure could go as high as 90 per cent as
far as domestic production is concerned.

The Government knew that the cost of pro-
duction was around $14 per barrel, yet the
benchmark for Saudi Arabian light crude was, at
the time, about $25 a barrel. This means that the
Government, in imposing this tax, was receiving a
vast sum of money for old oil. With respect to new
oil, that money was being channelled into the oil
companies themselves, which were producing in
Australian territory.

Added to that, the parity price is expressed in
American dollars. As everybody knows, the
Australian dollar has fallen dramatically against
the American dollar and that, too, has
exacerbated the situation in relation to the cost of
petroleum products on the retail market.

My major concern is for the people 1 represent,
and that means people in the country. It is a well-
known fact that country people consume, on a per
capita basis, far more petroleum than do their city
counterparts. I am not talking here only of
farmers but of all country people who have to bear
the major burden of this parity pricing policy.

Those in the farming industry-particularly the
cereal producers of this State, who by far and
away comprise the major element in agriculture in

Western Australia-will, over the next two or
three months, be required to purchase all the pet-
roleum products they require for the 1985 crop-
ping programme, if they have not already started
to do so. That is the real need for urgency. We
cannot wait for a "talk fest" in July to deal with
this issue. The matter has to be brought to the
attention of the Federal Government now in the
expectation that some action will be taken within
the next two weeks. In that way the farming com-
munity in particular, and members of the rural
public in general, will be able to take advantage of
any abandonment of this policy.

In relation to the final matter outlined in this
motion-that is, the introduction of unleaded
fuel-there have been several reports of the cost to
consumers of the introduction of this product. Es-
timates have been made which indicate the east
will be at least 2c a litre on all petrol grades. I see
no reason that we should have to bear this cost,
especially in view of the fact that the price of
petrol is increasing at an alarming rate in any
event.

I am sure a number of other members wish to
deal with this issue. I feel I have covered it
sufficiently. I am quite sure the Opposition
spokesman on consumer affairs will be able to give
far greater detail ont these matters than I have
been able to give. Nevertheless, the substance of
the motion is extremely important and needs to be
dealt with immediately. I hope it receives the ap-
proval of the House.

MR PARKER (Fremantle.--Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [11.05 a.m.J: The Government
shares a considerable degree of the concern which
has been expressed on these matters by the mem-
ber for Merredin and the National Party. It par-
ticularly recognises the issues which have been
stated by the National Party so far as the prob-
lems of people in the rural Sector are concerned.

I might say that it is not only the primary pro-
ducers mentioned by the member for Merredin
who are particularly disadvantaged by rapid rises
in oil prices, although there is no question that
they fall into one of the groups of people which are
particularly affected; other primary producers, in-
cluding those in the minerals sector, are similarly
affected, as are the people who live and work in
thobse-in many cases-.very remote towns.

The other two major groups which are princi-
pally affected are the State instrumentalities, such
as my own instrumentality, the State Energy
Commission, and Westrail. They experience con-
siderable cost imposts as a result of the way in
which the import parity pricing policy-not the
world parity pricing policy--operates at the mo-
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ment, and because of the decline in the value of
the Australian dollar relative to the value of the
United States dollar.

However, the import parity pricing policy
straddles a number of different issues. It is not
true to say, as the member for Merredin said, that
the policy was introduced principally as a conser-
vation measure, although that was one of the
reasons for its introduction. The principal reason
was to encourage exploration for oil in Australia.

I remind the member for Merredin that it was
not just a coalition Government which introduced
this policy-although, he was right in saying that
was the case-but, in particular, it was Doug
Anthony, the Leader of what is now the National
Party, who was the strongest advocate for the pol-
icy and who pushed very hard for its introduction
at a time when it would have been at some elec-
toral cost both to the Federal Government of the
day and the National Party in particular.

Doug Anthony pressed the issue, not j .ust as a
conservation measure after the first oil shock in
1973, but also, and principally, in order to encour-
age exploration for oil in Australia.

The value of an import parity pricing policy,
whether this one or another one, is something to
which I shall turn in a moment. However, it is of
inestimable value to explorers for oil to know that,
if they find it, they will get the world price, or
something which approximates it, and that is
something which encourages exploration for oil
within Australia.

Indeed, one of the aspects Mr Anthony was
keen to encourage-and I think he was right in
this-was the growth in oil exploration in this
country during the period within which we had the
opportunity to move towards that parity price.
Prior to that the position was that the 70 per cent
self-sufficiency to which the member for Merredin
referred was-and it still is-almost entirely
accounted for by the production from Bass Strait
and from Esso-BHP's involvement in the pro-
duction from those fields.

It is certainly the case that the Bass Strait fields
have a very limited life. I have never heard any-
one, other than the member for Merredin, say that
Australia could be 90 per cent self-sufficient in
this area on the basis of currently producing fields.
I do not know whether there is any truth in that,
nor do I know the source of the member for
Merredin's information.

The truth is that Australia is entirely self-suf-
ficient at the moment in terms of light crude, but
there is no possibility of it going above 70 per cent
self-sufficiency because the remaining 30 per cent
of requirements is in the heavier f ractions of the

petroleum spectrum; that is, the areas in which we
do not produce any oil at all. We do not produce
any heavy oil, bitumenised types of oil, or oil
capable of being made into diesel fuel and the like.
Those products, or the crude for them, are all
imported.

Irrespective of the international parity pricing
policy, given the level of prices nationally and the
value of the Australian dollar relative to the
United States dollar, price increases would occur
as a result of the fact that those products are
imported. This occurs in the same way as we see
the prices of imported cars increase; the value of
the United States dollar has increased as against
the value of the Australian dollar, thus the cost of
cars has increased proportionally. For those
reasons, there is no possibility of increasing the
production of domestic oil above 70 per cent
nationally.

What is happening, as the member for Narrogin
indicated, is that our self-sufficiency in oil is de-
clining, and fairly rapidly at that. Members might
think the value of the Australian dollar is bad at
the moment, but apart from what it is doing to
petroleum prices, the value of the dollar is a mar-
vellous thing for the agricultural and mineral sec-
tors because it is saving them from a very much
worse situation then they might otherwise be
facing. I note that all primary industry organis-
ations around Australia have very strongly
supported the Federal Government's policy on the
exchange rate for our dollar.

But putting that to one side, there is no doubt
that without considerable additional discoveries,
which in turn involves very considerable explo-
ration, we are going to experience a very rapidly
declining self-sufficiency; indeed we are already
experiencing that. In turn that will have an even
worse impact on our ability to have a strong dol-
lar, because if there is to be a decline in our self-
sufficiency, we will have to import a greater pro-
portion of petroleum products into the country.

Mr Clarko: We have a lot of Jeremiahs when
people talk about the future of oil. What was said
in the mid-1970s has proved to be wrong.

Mr PARKER: I suggest that the member for
Karrinyup might like to have a chat with the
member for Narrogin.

Mr Clarko: I worked in the oil industry for eight
or nine years and I understand that the world
reserve of oil has always been about 30 years.

Mr PARKER: We are not talking about the
world reserve of oil but about Australia's reserve
of oil, about our self-sufficiency.

Mr Clarko: It was said 10 years ago that we
would now be importing much more than we are
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importing. Our position now is better than it was
10 years ago.

Mr PARKER: That is not the case.
Mr Clarko: The figure is nearly 80 per cent. It

was 70 per cent then.
Mr PARKER: It is around 70 per cent cur-

rently. Again I suggest that the member might
like to talk with one of his colleagues who under-
stands the industry. The member apparently does
not believe me.

Australia has one major producing oil field, and
that is Bass Strait. The Bass Strait oil field
produces the vast bulk of our oil; indeed it
produces all but a very small proportion of
Australia's oil, the 70 per cent which goes into our
refineries. But that figure is declining and proj .ec-
tions show that it is declining rapidly and will
continue to do so as we approach the year 2000.
The figures produced by the Australian Petroleum
Exploration Association and the figures produced
by the refineries and the big companies involved,
including our own BHP, all show that that is the
case.

There have been some new discoveries in
Australia and they have been occasioned in part
by the exploration which has taken place as a
result of international parity pricing. I would be
very surprised were the Opposition to want to
move away from some form of international parity
pricing. Whether the current mechanism is the
correct one is another question to which I will
return in a moment.

The Barrow Island oil field, which is Western
Australia's major producing oil field, has most of
its oil classified as old oil. As a result of that the
vast proportion of the revenue from that field, like
the vast amount of the revenue from Bass Strait
currently, goes into the Federal Government's cof-
fers by way of taxation.

It is important to understand that one of the
results of the import parity pricing policy has been
that both producers-Esso-BHP and West
Australian Petroleum Pty. Ltd-have taken the
opportunity to expand production, drill wells, and
expand the reservoir of oil which is currently re-
coverable. In the case of Bass Strait and Barrow
Island there is, as the member for Merredin
mentioned, some argument about whether some of
the fields currently being credited with being new
oil should have been credited as old oil. But that is
an argument about whether the revenue from
those fields should be going to either Esso-BHP or
the Federal Government. That is the only point of
interest for consumers.

It is certainly the case that Esso-BHP, as a
result of the current taxation regime and the

import parity pricing policy, have decided to drill
other areas and have considerably expanded the
life of the Bass Strait field. This has happened to
the extent that we will be able, as the member for
Karrinyup suggested, to have a better reserve
possibility and more assurance of the possibility
that Australia can preserve a substantial pro-
portion of its self-sufficiency. This is dependent on
those producers getting a price for oil which is
reflected in international prices and which is
reflected in the return on their investment.

I have seen in great detail the figures that
WAPET can point to to show Barrow Island re-
serves and costs. I have not seen in the same detail
the relevant figures for Bass Strait. However, in
the case of Barrow Island and WAPET there is no
question that the new welts which are extending
the life of that field and providing more oil for
Western Australia would not have been viable had
old prices-or, indeed, anything less than current
prices-been received.

This very much depends on how many millions
of barrels they can get out of the ground, and that
depends on the economics of production. This re-
lates to the known existing reservoir. What is not
known and what is a changeable factor is the
amount of oil recoverable and the amount of oil
recoverable is dependent on the return from the
investment and whether it is worth making that
investment.

Virtually the same situation applies with the
Bass Strait partners, because they have drilled
additional wells as a result of a greater return and
the parity pricing policy. That is with the existing
known oil fields.

We then look for new potential for oil fields and
at the prospects which have been discovered and
the tremendous exploration here, in South
Australia, Queensland, New South Wales, and the
Northern Territory. Exploration programmes
have been commenced very largely as a result of
the parity pricing policy. Fields being developed
are fields which could not be developed economi-
cally were it not for some form of ability to get
this sort of international parity pricing.

There are two reasons for this: Firstly, the re-
turns, and secondly, the incentive for world ex-
plorers. We are talking about huge amounts of
funds necessary for investment to drill for wells;
we are talking about a limited number of
companies which have those funds. Those
companies, including BH-P, are international
companies which look to see where they will get a
return on their investments and where they will be
able to recover the costs and get a sufficient return
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to enable them to decide on their drilling pro-
gramnmes.

I have been in New York and visited the Exon
and Texaco companies and seen all the various
things they take into account when making a de-
cision, things like the prospectivity, the return on
investment and the taxation regimes.

It is certainly true to say that the major oil
companies would not continue to invest the very
substantial sums of money that they are investing
in Australia for oil exploration were it not for the
incentive provided by parity pricing on oil.
Australian companies are also involved in explo-
ration, but it is very much the case to say that
Australian companies, with the possible exception
of BHP, do not have the capital that is necessary
to go into this area. Of course, the case of BHP is
a classic one where it has complete opportunity to
explore elsewhere than in Australia. In fact, BHP
is investing quite substantially in oil properties
outside of Australia, particularly in the United
States.

Let us consider a company like CSR, which one
would think is a very strong company. It is, com-
paratively speaking, a very strong Australian
company, but it has been very substantially
brought down-not completely, I am pleased to
say, but brought down from where it otherwise
could have been-by its investment in the Delhi
Co., which put a tremendous drain on its re-
sources. That point illustrates that even one of the
largest Australian companies, CSR, finds it
almost impossible to fund a major oil exploration
programme and is having to quit a number of its
other properties, including its pastoral properties,
in order to achieve that funding.

All of those matters need to be taken into ac-
count when one is assessing a world parity pricing
policy and it needs to be recognised. Certainly,
speaking in my capacity as Minister, we believe
that such a policy-whether it is this precise pol-
icy is another issue-is very important.

A range of factors are involved in the current
trend of oil prices. The first is t he value of the
Australian dollar and, as I indicated to the House
a few minutes ago, there is no question but that
the value of the Australian dollar will have an
impact on certain areas of oil pricing anyway, no
matter what the import parity pricing policy is,
because all of the heavier fractions of crude oil
need to be imported, so inevitably whatever we do
in regard to our own parity pricing policy will
result in an impact-particularly in the areas of
diesel, fuel oil and so on-on the price of petrol
products-I suppose it is always technically poss-
ible for the Government to artificially bolster up

the value of the dollar, but it is certainly
universally accepted by the primary sector that
that should not happen.

The second aspect of it is whether the parity
pricing policy is in fact operating in a way which is
commensurate with the best interests of both our
oil industry and our consumers, whether in the
primary sector or other sectors of the economy.
There is an avenue whereby we can look at the
current policy and say, "We don't believe it is
working properly". However, we believe there are
other ways of addressing the situation to make
sure that the oil exploration sector and the existing
oil companies are able to explore and to develop
existing known reserves to their maximum
potential to ensure thai we do have our own
oil-because if we do not have our own oil we will
not be able to decide for or against an import
parity pricing policy. We will have an import par-
ity pricing situation because we will not have any
control over it; we will have to purchase all our oil
from overseas. On the one hand, we must continue
the stimulus to that industry and, on the other
hand, we must recognise that there may be reasons
for changing that policy.

For example, yesterday the Minister for
Transport was asked by the member for East
Melville-certainly a member of the Oppo-
sition-into what areas we could move. He and 1,
and the Minister for Consumer Affairs have had
extensive discussions on this matter and I in turn
have had quite considerable discussions with the
Federal Minister for Resources and Energy on the
matter. The Government believes the system can
be adjusted in a range of ways. Some of these
ways have been embraced, or even suggested, in
the first instance by some of the companies
involved. For example, Russell Finimore, who is
the head of BHP Petroleum, has suggested a num-
ber of ways in which the Federal Government
could maintain the principle of Australian parity
with world crude oil prices, but at the same time
adjust the operation of that principle in such a
way as to not have such an adverse impact on the
consumer.

Because of this fact that more of the oil
produced is new oil, in fact, a rapidly declining
proportion of the price that we all pay at the pump
is now going to the Federal Government as more
and more of it is going to these producers.

Ways in which I believe these matters could be
addressed involve, firstly, looking at what we re-
gard as the oil parity price, what we see as the
market price by which we judge oil parity con-
siderations. For example, the current Oil Market
Price for the purpose of a number of things, in-
cluding some internal issues within the SEC, is the
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Saudi Arabian light crude price ex Ras Tenura in
Saudi Arabia. It is currently set at $US2S. When
that rate was initially set, the Australian dollar
was valued at S1. 17, $1.20, or something like that,
and is now valued at 70c. That has meant that
whereas the price of oil was set at $US34 which it
was for a while, back in 1979-80, in Australian
dollar terms it was considerably less than that and
certainly considerably less than the current
Australian dollar price which is about $40 or $41,
based on that $US28 oil market price in Saudi
Arabia. The OMP, it has been argued, quite
strongly-and I think there is considerable val-
idity to this argument-is no longer a legitimate
basis for determining the world parity price. Per-
haps one should look towards, for example, the
spot price at Rotterdam or the Japanese import
price average, or a whole range of possibilities.
There is a way in which one can nett back, for
example, from the refined products which are sold
internationally by Saudi Arabia and the other
Middle East countries. One can work out at what
price those countries are putting their own crude
into their refining processes, crude which is less
than $US28. It is more like $U524 or $US2S. In
fact, when the banks look at any petroleum project
they take as a reference point now the price of oil
at $US25. My understanding of the matter is that
that is a far more accurate reflection of the cur-
rent price for oil internationally than is $US2S.

We believe that there are ways in which one can
say, "Well, we believe in a parity pricing policy",
but effectively the Federal Government and our
own producers, so far as new oil is involved, are
getting much more than they would be getting
under a true parity pricing policy because they are
using an artificial market which very few people
now actually receive, and it should be adjusted.

That itself would have a major impact on the
price that our producers receive and the price that
we have to pay as consumers, whether ordinary
consumers with our cars or the people whom the
member for Merredin and the Government, and I
am sure all of us, are interested in protecting.

The second question that should be asked is
whether a strict relationship between the value of
the Australian dollar and the value of the US
dollar is the appropriate way of assessing the man-
ner in which we should translate the international
parity price, and what it should be translated into
in terms of Australian dollars. Currently the
Australian dollar has sunk quite considerably
against the value of the US dollar. As I said be-
fore, if we were, for example, to recognise that oil
is an international commodity, that our dollar is
an international commodity, and that the US dol-
lar is an international commodity and say that in

fact we should determine the parity price on the
basis of a sort of artificially created currency, an
official currency, a Euro currency or world cur-
rency-it is possible to construct the price quite
easily. In fact, for all sorts of purposes prices are
constructed and used with such indices. There is a
whole range of ways by which one could do it.

Then we could say that rather than strictly
reflecting the changes in value between our cur-
rency and that of the United States, it should
reflect the changes in value between our currency
and a basket of other currencies, because it is true
to say that whereas our dollar has fallen very
substantially against the US dollar, it has not
fallen so substantially, and in some cases not at
all, against other currencies. For example, over the
last 12 months the Australian dollar has in fact
appreciated against the pound sterling. If one goes
to Britain now one can purchase a lot more with
one's Australian dollar-not a lot more than one
could purchase a couple of months ago, but cer-
tainly more than one could have purchased a year
ago. That is possibly another way which would
also impact upon the way in which the Australian
price could be reduced.

The third way in which the Australian price
could be reduced would be to look at the other
taxation imposts on the price of petrol, apart from
import parity pricing, to the extent that it is a
taxation impost and is not passed through to the
producers.

For example, there is the Commonwealth
Government levy for the bicentennial roads pro-
gramme. It levies about 2c a litre to fund the
programme. Given that the Commonwealth is get-
ting a windfall gain as the result of the value of
the Australian dollar, it may be said that it could
be possible for the Commonwealth to say that
instead of funding our bicentennial roads pro-
gramme out of that levy it should be funded out of
the windfall gain. That will keep in place the im-
portant general policy of parity pricing and at the
same time take around 2c off the cost of fuel. That
would be one way of doing it.

The States universally have some form of tax-
ation on petroleum products to fund road pro-
grammes, and so on. Again it might be possible to
say that-the member for Merredin would know
the States do not get any benefit out of the import
parity pricing policy; indeed, it only costs us
money through the instrumentalities we have
under our control-the States do have to raise
revenue for roads, etc., using an impost on the cost
of petrol.

The Commonwealth is in effect getting a
substantial windfall gain as a result of the parity

(39)
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price policy; therefore it might be possible for the
States to be rebated an amount of money which
means that they can drop their imposts on petrol
in return for some rebate of funds from the Com-
monwealth, which in turn would have an impact
on the price of petrol.

The Commonwealth has already devoted a
portion of its North-West Shelf gas revenue to the
State in terms of its arrangement with the State
Energy Commission which has been announced.
There are all those sorts of things. The Common-
wealth is getting more offshore revenue, not only
from the North-West Shelfr gas, it is also receiving
the 10 per cent royalty from Bass Strait. Of course
that has also substantially increased and is
another area in which the Commonwealth could
make a rebate.

There is a range of ways in which the Common-
wealth, while maintaining the incentive for explo-
ration and the incentive to expand the utilisation
of existing reservoirs of oil and gas, can still help
reduce the price to us. A final point which the
Minister for Transport alluded to last night is the
possibility of saying what our import parity price
should be-the price an exporter of Australian
crude or refined products would get for that
produce. In fact Esso-BHP are now exporters of
Australian oil, because we have an over capacity.
We cannot use the amount of light crude that is
produced, because of the distribution of the need
for petroleum products in our country, while, we
are importing the heavier fractions. What we arc
now doing is exporting light, which cannot be used
in Australia, which in turn helps to balance the
trade situation with the heavier crudes we do need
to import.

The producers, Esso-BHP, who are now ex-
porters of quite substantial light crude, get a cer-
tain amount of money for that which I am told is
considerably less than the import parity price
which they get for the product they sell in
Australia. It is probably closer to the world spot
price, given that they are selling spot in places like
Hawaii. Something like that would be another
industry which could be used and still maintain a
parity pricing, but reduce the cost to consumers.

All those things I have suggested are far more
important and substantial, as well as better ways
of handling this situation, than the way the mem-
ber for Merredin has suggested without of course
in any sense denigrating the concern that he has
put forward on the part of the consumers he rep-
resents and I am sure many of us represent.

The Government view is that these things do
require much more sophisticated approaches than
that which has been suggested. We believe we

should have on-going discussions; and I can assure
the House we are holding these on-going dis-
cussions with the Commonwealth Government
and will continue to do so. We are not solely
addressing this matter in terms of the taxation
summit-as I have indicated, some matters arc
non-taxation issues, some are issues which are
more policy, quite apart from taxation, because it
is not only the Commonwealth getting funds from
this import parity pricing. Some are taxation
issues; the petroleum type taxes I refer to certainly
are.

Amendment to Motion
I second the motion and move an amendment-

Delete all words after the word "House"
with a view to inserting the following-

"notes and endorses the Government's
decisions to request the Federal Govern-
ment to examine the possibility of a pet-
rol price reduction at the next taxation
summit as a part of its overall taxation
reform".

The total motion would then read-
In view of the urgency of the need to re-

duce costs, particularly in the primary indus-
tries, this House notes and .endorses the
Government's decision to request the Federal
Government to examine the possibility of pet-
rol price reduction at the next tax Summit as
a part of its next taxation review.

MR HODGE: I second the amendment.
MR H-ASSELL (Cottesloe- Leader of the Op-

position) [11.36 am.]: I wish to speak very
strongly against the proposed amendment. I am
sure the mover of the motion will too, because it
really is a completely inadequate response to a
galloping, racing problem. The Government came
in yesterday with motion which was not debated.
What the Government is trying to do is shift to the
Commonwealth the responsibility for considering
this issue in July, which is when the taxation sum-
mit will be held.

It is no answer to the present situation. It is no
answer to the rapidly rising price, not only of
petrol but also of fuel.

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you support the comments
made by one of your members yesterday that pet-
rol prices will rise to 60c a litre by the time the
summit is held?

Mr HASSELL: I think that is entirely possible.
I note that the member for Helena is suggesting,
by his interjection, that it is not. I suggest it is
entirely possible that by the time the tax summit is
held-
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Mr Gordon Hill: It is highly probable.

Mr HASSELL: Highly probable then, if the
member does not wish to call it highly possible. I
take the member's technical point on the use of
the language. No-one would seriously suggest that
we have seen a stabilisation of the Australian dol-
lar yet. Who knows where that will finish up?
Many people believe that it will be down to 50c
before long. That is a real prospect.

Let us get to the heart of the matter. The
Government, with its motion yesterday and with
this amendment today, is trying to get a problem
off its back, because the problem is too sticky to
handle. This Government came to office two years
ago with a dedication to reducing prices. The
Government called together this Parliament es-
pecially to pass an Act to control fuel prices. Not
only have fuel prices been increasing ever since,
without any remission at all-

Mr Parker: That is not true. They came down.

Mr HASSELL: They came down for a month
or two in a totally artificial way and caused prob-
lems in Norseman, Esperance, and many other
places. Is the Minister seriously suggesting that
that misplaced experiment was ever likely to have
succeeded in any significant or long term way?

It was a completely misplaced, ineffective
experiment which did not do any good but did a
lot of harm, and the Minister is underlining the
fact that it did.

We have a parity pricing policy which was
introduced in circumstances entirely different
from those which prevail today. It is now
operating in a changed climate and it needs to be
examined. It was the right policy then and it has
been accepted by successive Governments. Let us
not forget that we are in the second term of the
Hawke Labor Government, which also has ac-
cepted this policy.

This State Government ought to be trying to get
the Commonwealth Government to re-examine
the policy in a realistic way as a matter of ur-
gency.

Mr Parker: That is what I said.

Mr HASSELL: Not at the taxation summit in
July. By July another crop will have been planted.

Mr Parker: Didn't you listen to my speech?

Mr HASSELL: One could listen to the Minis-
ter's speech but it would do no good because he
did not go to the issue of urgency, and the Govern-
ment is trying to shovel it off until July.

Mr Parker: We are taking steps with the Com-
monwealth right now and have been for some time
for a review of the basis on which it operates.

International parity pricing is still a good policy,
but we are trying to get the basis reviewed.

Mr HASSELL: But not by this motion.

Mr Parker: The motion is irrelevant to what we
are trying to do.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister moved the
amendment and now he says it is irrelevant. It is
no wonder I am firmly opposed to it when he says
it is irrelevant.

We have an opportunity in this debate today to
express our concern as a Parliament about a situ-
ation over which we do not have total control
because it is partly in the Commonwealth arena.
We have in particular an opportunity to realise
that within two months the farmers of this State
who Provide about half of the vital export income
of this State will be planting their crops, and that
is their period of great fuel consumption. At the
same time a great increase in prices is occurring.
There are some rebates of course, but do they go
far enough in this context? Is there enough protec-
tion for our basic industries? It is right that we
should debate this motion and express a point of
view.

However, I am not one who believes in instant
solutions brought up in a motion which has not
been fully considered. In fairness to the member
for Merredin I point out that while he brought this
up as a matter of urgency he was not able to
present a fully researched case. No doubt he has
not had the time or the resources to present all the
evidence which could be presented.

I have to question a motion which suggests that
the Government should abandon its world parity
pricing policy. I think that policy has been too
well-enshrined for too long and accepted by too
many Ministers and Governments, when one looks
at the total context, for us to advocate its aban-
donment immediately as an instant solution. I do
not think the motion is right in that respect. We
also have to consider financial responsibility, and I
think the Minister referred to this as well. The
Commonwealth, for good or bad-and many
people think it is bad-has come to rely on the
massive revenues generated by the policy. As a
responsible party we cannot on the one hand advo-
cate control of Commonwealth expenditure and
deficit which is affecting us all and affecting in-
flation, and on the other hand at the drop of a
problem-and this is a real problem-say that a
policy should be abandoned which would add
massively to the deficit problem. I do not believe
that we as a Parliament should advocate the in-
stant abandonment of fuel parity pricing. Nor do I
think we should simply try to hand it over to the
Commonwealth and put it back in the way that

1219



1220 [ASSEMBLY]

this amendment does. I do not believe the Minis-
ter, bad he had more time, would have proposed
the amendment in that form.

Mr Parker: I round out only about 10 minutes
ago; I would have preferred a much more reasoned
motion which referred to the things I talked about
in my speech.

Mr HASSELL: Perhaps the Minister will now
understand why we rejected the suspension of
Standing Orders yesterday and why we were dis-
appointed that we had no notice today.

This issue is important and the Parliament
ought to be putting on record something of real
substance. I have had a go at drafting an amend-
ment in consultation with my colleagues which
draws together some issues I think we should con-
sider. I do not suggest my amendment is perfect
but it raises some important matters. I want to
explain the amendment which I will move when I
have an opportunity.

I believe we should take out the words
"abandon its world parity pricing policy", and
substitute the words "review its". That did not
seem strong enough on its own so we added the
words "and the effects of abandoning the policy".
We would then go on to say this-

The review should include the preparation
as a matter of urgency-

That is a critical part. To continue-

-of an economic impact statement to evalu-
ate the impact of the policy in present cir-
cumstances on-

(]) all primary industry;

(2) small business and manufacturing
industry; and

(3) the cost of living and production,
particularly in remote areas;

and further calls on the Federal and State
Governments to rebate the whole of the Fed-
eral and State excise and taxes for fuel used
offroad for primary rural production.

I see that as a specific proposal which involves this
State in a responsibility to face up to the problem.
The problem is that we are moving into the pro-
duction phase of another annual crop; that will
begin as soon as the opening rains come. There are
issues there for the State to consider. The motion
would then read as follows-

In view of the urgency of the need to re-
duce costs, particularly in primary industries,
this House urges the Federal Government to
immediately review its world parity pricing
policy for petroleum-

Mr Burkett: Brought in by the Liberal Govern-
ment.

Mr HASSELL: That is a foolish interjection,
and if the member for Scarborough had listened to
the Minister only about three or four minutes ago
he would have heard him say there was no politi-
cal contention in relation to that issue, because as
I pointed out to the Minister, and as he accepted.
the parity pricing policy introduced by the Fraser
Government has now survived into the second
term of the Hawke Government.

Mr Burkett: The Liberal Party's shares are up
and Yours are down, grumpy.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Scarborough
is trying to create an issue of a political nature
where none exists, and when the Government in
Canberra which he supports-I do not know
which wing he supports-is as responsible today
for the policy as any Government before. The pol-
icy has been supported not only by the present
Government, but by successive Ministers. That is
why we have tried to improve the wording of this
further amendment.

I will continue reading the amendment. Perhaps
the member will allow me to do that without inter-
jection because I want members to hear the whole
amended motion, based on the motion moved by
the member for Merredin.

The amended motion will read-
In view of the urgency of the need to re-

duce costs, particularly in primary industries,
this House urges the Federal Government to
immediately review its world parity pricing
policy for petroleum products and the effects
of abandoning the policy.

The review should include the preparation
as a matter of urgency of an economic impact
statement to evaluate the impact of the policy
in present circumstances on-

(]) all primary industry;
(2) small business and manufacturing

industry; and
(3) the cost of living and production,

particularly in remote areas;
and further calls on the Federal and
State Governments to rebate the whole
of the Federal and State excise and taxes
for fuel used offroad for primary rural
production; further, as the proposed in-
troduction of unleaded fuel will be ac-
companied by increased costs to con-
sumers, the sale of this product be
delayed indefinitely.

By foreshadowing that kind of amendment, we are
seeking to have recognised the need for urgency in
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this matter. That urgency is virtually on a daily
basis. It really is not responsible for the State
Government, faced with this wildfire of petroleum
product cost increases, to try to shift the burden
onto the Federal Government and then to forget it.
This matter needs to be dealt with now and it
needs to be dealt with sensibly. We are trying to
suggest that it is not responsible in a realistic
sense, looking at the whole situation, to advocate
abandonment of the parity pricing system. I do not
really think we should go that far at this stage
because there are too many implications for Com-
monwealth revenue, for our international trade,
for the value of the dollar, and for the conser-
vation of our fuel. Alt of those issues are too im-
portant to be simply brushed aside in an abandon-
ment of a policy position.

We also need to say to the Commonwealth that
it has an obligation to do something urgently and
we need to say that the Commonwealth needs to
examine the impact of its policies. While it is
examining the impact of its policies in the changed
circumstances which now exist, it should give
some relief, as should the State Government, to
the people who are about to plant the new season's
crops. It should give that relief by being prepared
to rebate, completely and not partially as at
present, the fuel costs of the primary farm pro-
ducer. At the same time, the member for
Merredin's motion has stated that the increased
costs of unleaded fuel can be avoided by putting
that aside for the time being. We believe that is a
responsible approach which recognises the various
strands which have to be considered and allows for
the matter to be dealt with in a responsible way by
this Parliament.

We therefore seek to have the amendment
adopted. We hope that the Government will not
persist with the strand that it established yester-
day of trying to hand the whole problem over to
the Commonwealth. We really see that as being
inadequate.

Mr Speaker, can I move my further amendment
now?

The SPEAKER: You can move it, but I want to
examine it because I think it will cause the debate
to become a bit messy. However, unless it is before
the Chair, I cannot determine that.

Point of Order
Mr PARKER: The purpose of this point of or-

der is to assist all of us. Although I would not
accept the amendment which has been
foreshadowed or, as I have indicated earlier, the
motion moved by the member for Merredin, I feel
I have a solution to the problem. I acknowledge
that neither the motion nor the proposed amend-

ment are terribly adequate because this is a much
more serious matter. While the matter may be
urgent it is not so urgent that it cannot wait until
Tuesday to be debated. I think there is general
agreement on the sorts of concerns we have about
this matter and I feel it should be adjourned to
allow us to come up with a motion which would
reflect the true feelings of the House. That will
mean that we will not deal with this matter on the
run and thereby deny our strongest voice on the
matter. I suggest that the matter be adjourned to
allow that to take place.

The SPEAKER: That is not really a point of
order. However, I know the Minister is trying to
assist the Chair. If the Leader of the Opposition
moves his amendment, as indicated in his speech, I
would have to consider that amendment. That
may delay the House for several minutes. If the
House wants to test the suggestion made by the
Minister for Minerals and Energy, that is all right.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Mr HASSELL: I am inclined to agree with the

suggestion made by the Minister for Minerals and
Energy. I do not know whether the member for
Merredin is prepared to agree, but it would be
right if he did. It may be that if the Parliament
genuinely and with complete unanimity were able
to present a case to the Commonwealth, our argu-
ment would be strengthened. I wilt therefore
simply foreshadow the amendment which I read
earlier in my speech.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Gordon
Hill,

ACTS AMENDMENT (LOTTERIES) BILL
Report

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

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

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

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 20 March.
MR TUBBY (Greenough) [12.00 p.m.]: Last

night before the debate was adjourned I was
speaking about the problems being experienced in
the rural industries and the number of farming
properties that are for sale in My area. I stressed
on this House that the situation is urgent and that
it is alarming.
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The following article was reported in The
Ocraldian Guardian on 22 February-

FARMING properties in the Mid-West
area are being forced onto the market at a
record rate.

Further on it states-

The economic hardship within the farming
community is escalating even after what was
heralded as a bumper harvest season.

It continues as follows-

"The increase in properties on the market
started from the beginning of last year-after
the 83-84 harvest, which wasn't very flash,"
he said. "And there was a marked increase in
November last year, even with the good har-
vest."

The article continues-

.. the value of land-which peaked in
November, 198 1-was now down by around
25 per cent in heavy soil areas . -.. In light
land and light rainfall areas . .. property
values are down about 40 per cent.

It is a very serious situation. It is very interesting
that I should have made those comments regard-
ing the rural industry last night because in this
week's Farmers Weekly the major headline reads,
"WA producer bodies unite in farm costs protest".

The Primary Industry Association and the Pas-
toralists and Graziers Association of WA have
been endeavouring, over a number of years, to get
together, but it appears that a crisis is the quickest
way of getting them together. I am pleased to see
that these two bodies will be united in their ap-
proach to the problems in the rural industry. The
article reads as follows-

Western Australian primary producers will
show their dissatisfaction with the situation of
agriculture at a special meeting with the Min-
ister for Primary Industry, Mr Kerin, in
Perth on Wednesday April 3.

The meeting was called jointly by the Pri-
mary Indusiry Association and the Pastoral-
ists and Graziers. Association of WA.

In a joint statement the organisations'
presidents, Mr Winston Crane and Mr Max
Cameron, said the meeting was designed to
impress on the Federal Government the
strong views of farmers on the disadvantaged
position of agriculture.

Factors such as tariffs, interest rates, fuel
excises, governmental regulations and wage
increases were gradually stifling agriculture
and sapping its enormous potential.

According to the industry leaders, the
mood of WA farmers was volatile and it was
imperative that Mr Kerin was made aware at
first hand of the immense problems of pri-
mary producers.

Invitations to attend had also been sent to
the Premier, Mr Burke, the WA Minister for
Agriculture, Mr Evans, Senator Walsh, Mr
IK. Beazley and Mr J. Dawkins.

While the matters of concern would be dis-
cussed at the next meeting between the
National Farmers' Federation and the Feder-
al Government on April 10, producers were
impatient at the failure of governments to
give firm commitments to reform.

I indicated to this House last night that farmers
were becoming militant. In this respect, an article
in today's The Wes( Australian was headed,
"Frmr plan protest meeting", and it reads as
follows-

WA farmers are planning one of their
biggest shows of strength yet in protest at
rising costs.

Between 750 and 1 500 farmers are
expected to meet on the lawns of Parliament
House early next month.

The Primary Industry Association and the
Pastoralists and Graziers' Association will
join forces at the meeting, in a move which
they hope could have some effect before the
start of the coming cropping season.

Angry mood

In 1973, about 6 000 WA farmers met in
angry mood at Subiaco Oval to complain
about the lack of government action on their
problems.

It is coincidental that in 1973 we had both a
Federal Labor Government and a State Labor
Government, which is the same as we have today;
the existing problems clearly reflect the lack of
interest in the rural industry by Labor Govern-
ments. The article continues-

PIA general president Winston Crane said
yesterday that high costs were preventing
agriculture from realising its potential and
making a full contribution to the Australian
economy.

As well, costs made it difficult for farmers
to survive.

That is what the argument is about today-it is a
case of survival. I can see a stormy period brewing
for the State and Federal Governments when the
farmers start taking the direct action into which
they have been forced.

1222



[Thursday, 21 March 1985]122

The Government can assist the rural industry
immediately at little cost and it would be of great
benefit to the farmers. For example, the Govern-
ment could assist in the control of vermin and
noxious weeds. Noxious weeds are spreading very
quickly throughout the agricultural areas and, as a
result, the quality of the pastures is being
reduced. I refer particularly to Echiumn
planragincurn-Patterson's curse or Salvation
Jane, depending on whether one wishes to express
its virtues or its deterimental qualities. I know that
in South Australia and in the areas which are
severely affected by drought it is called Salvation
Jane because it is of some benefit, but in Western
Australia it is a disastrous noxious weed which is
spreading throughout the agricultural area.

Management programmes and herbicides have
not proved effective in the control of Patterson's
curse and the programmes are extremely costly. In
1983-84 the State Government spent $58 860 in
labour alone to control Patterson's curse. That
Figure does not take into account the cost to
farmers who did their own spraying, or the cost of
herbicides and equipment used by the Government
and the farmers. Collectively, it is a massive cost
to both Government and farmers.

With repeated applications of the herbicide 2,4-
D all legumes are removed from the soil and this
in turn reduces the value of pastures. It also
seriously depletes the nitrogen level in the soil. In
order to maintain a high standard of cereal crops
it is important that there be a sufficient level of
nitrogen in the soil. To replace the nitrogen that
has been depleted because of the effects of the
herbicides used to destroy this noxious weed is
very cost indeed."

Over the years I have witnessed the spread of
Patterson's curse from a few, isolated patches to
thousands of hectares throughout the northern
wheatbelt, and I am sure that the same problem
exists in other agricultural areas.

I have been informed, and I think it is widely
known, that there is an economical means of satis-
factorily controlling Patterson's curse; that is by
biological control. I request the Government to
give urgent consideration to its introduction in
order to help rid this State of Patterson's curse
which, with all its other problems, has a devastat-
ing effect on the visual appearance of the country-
side.

Mr Davies: What was the form of the biological
control?

Mr TUBBY: It is an insect.
Mr Old: It is an insect, but its use was prevented

by an injunction issued by South Australian apiar-
ists.

Mr TUBBY: The Government should give
serious consideration to implementing this sort of
control. The visual effect of Patterson's curse on
the countryside is quite phenomenal.

In large areas of the Northampton Shire, and
also around Northam, the whole countryside be-
comes a sickly looking purple colour when the
plant is flowering. I Find it difficult to look at the
flowering plant because it looks so sickly. This is
another area where farmers could be assisted to
reduce their costs which would be of tremendous
advantage in the production of crops and pastures
at little cost to the Government. The only
objection to biological control of this plant comes
from the beekeepers who gain some benefit from
the flowering plant. I ask the Minister to weigh up
the benefits to the beekeepers and compare them
with the long-term impact on the stock grazing
and grain production industries. I believe the bal-
ance would come out strongly in favour of the use
of biological control.

A further matter to which I refer relates to a
petition I presented to this House last Christmas
on behalf of concerned citizens in the Three
Springs, Morawa, Perenjori and Carnamah
Shires. The petition referred to a very important
road connecting the towns of Morawa. and
Carnamah. The road is approximately 66 kilo-
metres in length; 50 kilometres. of the road is
sealed and this covers the sections in the Shires of
Morawa and Carnamah. That leaves 16 kilo-
metres which is the boundary road on the south-
west corner of the Perenjori Shire. The road tra-
verses extremely heavy land in many sections and
it is very dangerous in wintertime because much of
the area is affected by salt. A school bus also
travels on this road. It is a matter of great concern
but the Perenjori Shire has not given a high pri-
ority to sealing this section because the traffic
using the road-although the road is in the
Perenjori Shire-is of benefit only to towns not
located in the shire.

Following the presentation of this petition I
received strong representations from the shires
concerned asking me to approach the Minister for
Transport requesting a special allocation of funds
to upgrade that section of the road. Unfortunately
the reply I received from the then Acting Minis-
ter, Mr Dowding, was not very satisfactory. He
referred to an alternative route which is available.
It is 14 kilometres longer, but gives a direct route
between the two towns via Three Springs. I ad-
vised the shirts of the Minister's -reply and I quote
from the letter written by the Carnamah Shire
Council in response-

The Acting Minister for Transport in his
reply of February 18th to Mr Tubby's letter,
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said that there was little justification for
sealing the road for through traffic because
there was an alternative sealed route, albeit
14 kilometres longer. He makes light of this
extra distance. He wrote that ". .. through
traffic should be prepared to travel the extra
distance for the advantage of a bitumen
road'. By this simple statement he has
overlooked the cost disincentives of the extra
distance and not recognized the wishes of the
people concerned.

One businessman who uses the road regularly be-
tween Morawa and Carnamah calculated that if
he were to use the alternative route via Three
Springs the extra cost each year of fuel alone
would amount to $1 065. So much for economic
sense! In view of discussions in this House yester-
day and today on the subject of fuel prices, this
increase could be boosted even higher. That is an
example of the effect it will have on one farmer.
Many business people interconnect and service
areas between Morawa and Carnamab and, there-
fore, the use of the alternative route has a con-
siderable financial impact on a large number of
people. In fact, recent traffic counts on the
southern end of the route indicate that the use of
the road is sufficiently high to support
biturninisation.

In fact, a considerably larger number of people
would use the road if the route were passable all
through the year. In winter sections of the road
become waterlogged, have potholes and are very
slippery; as a result motorists use alternative
routes during this period. This serious situation
has existed for I5 to 20 years. The Shires of
Morawa and Carnamah have realised how import-
ant this road is and sealed their sections many
years ago. The situation has now virtually reached
a deadlock; it looks as though nothing will be done
and the needs of these people will once again be
ignored.

I hope the Minister for Transport will recon-
sider the situation which is very urgent. The
Perenjori Shire Council has openly said that under
no circumstances will it give priority to that road
because the money involved should be spent in
other areas of the shire which bring business to the
town of Perenjori.

I mention now the air-conditioning of schools in
my electorate. Although a number of schools in
my electorate which are east of a line stretching
from Mullewa to Moora have been subsidised for
the installation of air-conditioning, there is one
exeception. It is interesting to note that the line
stretching between the two points has a peculiar
dogleg in it which excludes the primary school at
Tardun. This mission school was established and

has operated as a primary school since 1948. The
buildings provided are the old demountable type
normally used in emergency situations. They are
usually dumped on the school sites until arrange-
ments can be made to provide permanent build-
ings. This school has functioned under these con-
ditions over many years and the mission staff,
under Father Christoff, have provided excellent
boarding facilities for the children who come from
the Murchison and goldfields areas. I have visited
the school and observed the wonderful atmosphere
that the brothers have created for the unfortunate
children who come from widely scattered stations
and reserves throughout the area.

The Education Department has let the school
down badly in the provision of educational facili-
ties for the children. They have considerable prob-
lems with regard to water supplies for the school
and the mission has extended itself to the limit to
provide facilities. However, it is operating as a
farming concern and it is financially affected in
the same way as the rest of the rural community.
Therefore, it cannot find more funds to provide
the facilities which would normally be provided by
the Education Department.

Mr Pearce: Whose school is it? I am confused
by the correspondence I have received. I under-
stand the Education Department has taken re-
sponsibility for what was previously established as
a mission school and it has continued with the
facilities originally provided by the mission when
the school was set up as a private mission school.

Mr TUBBY: Prior to 1948 it was set up as a
private school but since then it has been accepted
as an Education Department school. It is operated
as a normal primary school and the Education
Department Provides teachers and other facilities.
A number of reasons have been given for not con-
sidering supplying air-conditioning to the school. I
think it is important to read those reasons and the
reply sent by Father Christoff. I quote-

(1) The Power supply to the school is insuf-
ficient. One section would have to be
upgraded at the cost of $8 000.

(2) A system for which there would be
enough power available, namely an evap-
orative cooling system, cannot be used
because the school has no efficient, inde-
pendent water supply.

I have just mentioned that is another problem as
far as the school is concerned-the water supply
for its immediate needs, without the need for air-
conditioning.

The letter continues-
(3) Ducted air conditioning would be very

expensive, namely $40 000.
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(4) The school is outside the air conditioning
line which runs from Mullewa to Moora,
with a dog leg to exclude Tardun.

Another aspect of concern is the school buildings,
which are of a temporary nature. They are
dlemountables. Because of the length of time this
school has been operating with over 60 students, it
should be put on a permanent basis.

The reply given by Father Christoff continues-
(1) To spend $8 000 for correcting a maj or

defect at a school is quite justifiable. The
price itself could be debated. To my
knowledge the local electrician has not
been approached in the matter.

(2) Not to provide a separate water supply
for the school has been another neglect
by the Department about which frequent
complaints have been made for years.

I have made representations for a number of years
because of the lack of water supply. The letter
continues-

(3) The price quoted could be disputed. If it
is correct, it would still be comparable to
the installation price of air conditioning
at other schools.

(4) A straight line from Mullewa to Moora
places Tardlun well inside the air con-
ditioning zone. The deviation from the
straight line is an arbitrary decision
against Tardun. There is no justification
on the basis of need. Tardun is a notori -
ously hot spot, showing temperatures at
least as high as Morawa, which has been
air conditioned.

I can verify this. East of Tardun is shocking for its
heat; it is one of the hottest spots in that area.

The letter continues-
(5) It is precisely the light construction of

the school buildings which makes air
conditioning so imperative. All the
Mission buildings are constructed in
brick and tile, making an effective tem-
perature control possible. The box-like
classrooms are like ovens when it gets
hot.

Also: The school itself is by no means
a temporary thing. It has been in oper-
ation (first as private school) since 1948,
has a Fairly constant enrolment of over
60 pupils and enjoys the full support of
the Aboriginal community in the
Murchison area. It is there to stay for a
long time.

In view of the large amount of funds made avail-
able, both by the State and the Federal Govern-

ments, to assist Aboriginal communities, consider-
ation should be given to the upgrading of facilities
at this school and air-conditioning provided, be-
cause these children are being afforded a wonder-
ful opportunity to have an excellent education,
both from the religious side and from the point of
view of general education. A wonderful family
atmosphere has been created in this school. I
would like to see the Government give urgent con-
sideration to upgrading all facilities at this school.
I hope provision will be made in the forthcoming
Budget tS see these improvements carried out.

MR SPRIGGS (Darling Range) [ 12.24 p.m.]: I
take this opportunity to speak on the Supply Bill
with a certain amount of sadness, because we do
not have the opportunity of denying Supply to this
Government. I would love an election.

Several members interjected.
Mr SPRIGGS: Just remember that the Morgan

poll was taken a month ago, not last week!
I was delighted yesterday with the Govern-

ment's decision to withdraw from the diabolical
plan to nationalise the flower industry of this
State. It has been a tremendously traumatic time
for the nursery and cut flower industry of our
State. It was brought about by a corrupt Govern-
ment which was prepared in a stealthy and sneaky
way to nationalise the industry.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr GORDON HILL: About 2 / years ago I

was suspended from the Parliament for using so-
called intemperate language by using the word
"corrupt". I was asked to withdraw it. I ask that
you request the member for Darling Range to
withdraw it.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is quite right that
the words "corrupt Government" have been ruled
unparliamentary on a number of occasions, and I
therefore rule the member for Darling Range
should withdraw the words.

Mr SPRIGGS: With respect for the Chair, I
withdraw the words.

Debate Resumed.
Mr SPRIGGS: The fight which the people of

this State put up was one which could be (ought
only by a united group of people who despise
socialism; private enterprise people who want to be
their own masters, not dictated to by a Govern-
ment in a socialistic State. Of course the Govern-
ment has a role to play in the industry, but it is not
a competitive role.

The Department of Agriculture built up an ad-
visory service in the horticultural section, a service
which was necessary. What this Government has
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done has been to reduce that advisory service. In
1975 there were two members of the floricultural
section whose time was devoted to promoting that
section and creating a very profitable business
which enabled people in that business to receive
information and gradually to progress and make it
a very sound business.

But what did this Government do? It endeav-
oured to create chaos by removing from that de-
partment one of those two members. Let me say
that those members have both left the department.
One went into private enterprise, and good luck to
him. His own funds are involved.

That person was replaced. Then, last September
the Government of this State decided to take away
from the floricultural section of the department
the research officer doing that job for the industry.

What did they do with him? They put him into
the Department of Premier and Cabinet as an
adviser on the commercial area of the industry.
Here we had a chap whose qualifications were
clearly in the field of plant propagation and dis-
ease control, but the Government decided that he
was the greatest thing since sliced bread as far as
becoming a commercial adviser to the flower in-
dustry of this State was concerned.

In their very clever way they removed whatever
advantage the floral industry had to obtain infor-
mation through a legitimate Government depart-
ment. If ever the Minister for Small Business had
a golden opportunity to show that the Government
was committed to promoting small business-
which the nursery and cut flower business is-this
was it.

Approximately Five years ago the floral industry
was operating in a very small way. A total of 70
per cent of the flowers sold in our florists' shops
were imported either from the Eastern States or
overseas. The people involved in the floral indus-
try-those who were under attack from this
Government when it attempted to nationalise that
industry-reversed that situation so that today.
instead of importing 70 per cent of the flowers sold
here, they are exporting flowers to the Eastern
States and other markets throughout the world.
That is a great achievement.

However, what did this Government try to do?
In a very amateurish way, it attempted to slide in
on the act. The flower producer and nursery oper-
ators in this State are the equal of any in the world
today. They have put up their own money to de-
velop their businesses which they operate them-
selves. These are not top-heavy businesses run by
15 staff. These people run their businesses success-
fully, although they do not make enormous profits.

It was intended that WA Floral Enterprises
Ltd. have 15 bosses-never mind the Indians: all
of those people were to be chiefs! Phillip Watkins
was a most efficient officer in the Department of
Agriculture but he was sucked in by this Govern-
ment. He was seconded to the Department of
Premier and Cabinet and the Government sucked
him into this glorious scheme to nationalise the
industry. As a result, his future career has been
put in doubt.

I ask members: What will this ruthless Govern-
ment do? It will say, "Phillip Watkins did not
succeed in his attempts to nationalise the industry,
so we will wipe our hands of him".

Mr Court: He will go to the Tourism Com-
mission!

Mr SPRIGGS: Of course, he might go to the
Tourism Commission!

Plenty of people in this industry have the exper-
tise to expand it rapidly. This industry does not
need a Government competitor using public
money for which it will not account to taxpayers
on the basis that it is a corporate body. This
Government stands condemned for its underhand
actions which can only cause disruption to an in-
dustry which, in the last four years, has achieved
much. Not only have those in the industry
reversed the position in which 70 per cent of the
flowers sold in this State were imported, but also it
has developed a market, which, in the words of
Phillip Watkins, has increased at the rate of
$350 000 to $400 000 a year.

Let us look at the Government's takeover bid
under the guise of small business, in this instance
using the Exim Corporation. In a very sneaky way,
this Government created Exim, an organisation
designed to do only one thing-I am not allowed
to use the word "corrupt"-that is, to enable the
Government to camouflage the way in which it
spends the money in the public purse. Under the
guise that private investment was involved in that
enterprise, any information about its dealings was
deemed to be private and confidential.

I attended the meeting which was held at River-
side Lodge last Friday. 1, along with the other
citizens who were there, was not only appalled at
the Government's attempts to nationalise the in-
dustry, but also at what was happening generally
in this State.

When that grand manipulator of money, Mr
Gale, was asked questions, he stated he was unable
to answer them on the basis that the information
was private and confidential, bearing in mind that
public money to the tune of $700 000 was invested
in that project, and also that allegedly $300 000
was coming from a private source.
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I draw the attention of members to the impli-
cations of that situation. In this case we are deal-
ing with only $I million. However, members
should consider the implications of the other-I
am not allowed to say 11corrupt"-exercises in
which ihe Government may become involved.
Such ventures could result in the investment of
millions of dollars of State taxpayers' funds and,
because a small amount of private investment is
involved, these ventures become private businesses
and no public scrutiny is allowed. Thus it is im-
possible to gain information about their activities.

The meeting to which I referred at Riverside
Lodge proved to the people of this Slate that, by
establishing the Exim Corporation, this Gjovern-
ment-or any Government either corrupt or
not-has an instrument which can be used to hide
the purposes to which public money is put.

Nothing could be sneakier or more deceitful
than using such a method to dispose of taxpayers'
money.

Mr Court: Was the Minister for Small Business
at that meeting?

Mr SPRIGGS: Not only was the Minister for
Small Business conspicuous by his absence, but
also the Premier did not front up.

Mr Brian Burke: I attend more functions and
speech-making occasions than you have ever seen.

Mr SPRIGGS: The Chairman of Exim Corpor-
ation was not there either. Those lambs were sent
to the slaughter and, because they were
slaughtered, they have paid the penalty.

I ask members: What will happen now to Phillip
Watkins? What will happen to Mr Gale? What
will happen to Mr Waldeck and the $300 000 he is
supposed to have contributed to this ill-fated
scheme?

Several members interjected.
Mr SPRIGGS: The Minister for Health has

enough trouble with the doctors, so he should not
worry about the floral industry. He is busy
destroying the medical system and the health of
this State and he should not worry about anything
else.

The Minister for Health answered one of my
Press releases in the local paper. He said I was
using that medium to carry out a political exer-
cise. The Minister does not realise I work in the
field of politics! I happen to be a member of this
Parliament.

In that Press release I said that the Kalamunda
District Community Hospital would be the next
hospital on the Hawke- Burke hit list.

Mr Brian Burke: Why do you drag politics into
everything?

Mr SPRIGGS: It is dreadful, is it not? I do it
all the time!

Mr Brian Burke: Can you not be objective?

Mr SPRIGGS: What I said was perfectly true.
The Minister for Health, who is interjecting on
me, is the Minister who wants to destroy the medi-
cal system of this State, and he is doing a good
job! However, the position in respect of the
Bentley Hospital went bad and, therefore, he de-
cided to ease off in respect of the Kalamunda
hospital and the Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial
Hospital. The Minister for Health wrote to the
paper and said that the member for Darling
Range was only using politics.

Of course, the Federal election was around the
corner when the Minister said that I was bringing
politics into it. But I was telling the truth. He did
not say that 1 was telling lies, just that I was using
politics. He went on to say that the Government
had no intention of appointing sessional doctors at
the Kalamunda hospital-at that time. He went
on to add the words "at this time". The Minister
tried to allay the "fears" the member for Darling
Range had poured into the minds of senior citizens
of the district by saying, "The Government has no
intention of putting in sessional doctors at this
time".

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Point of Order

Mr MacKINNON: Mr Deputy Speaker, it
highly disorderly for the Minister for Education
be interjecting out of his seat, and I draw that
your attention.

is
to
to

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Had the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition been listening, he would
have heard me call the Minister to order.

Debate Resumed

Mr MacKinnon: It did not stop him, with re-
spect.

Withdrawal of Remarks

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Would the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition like to repeat what he
said.

Mr MacKINNON: It did not stop him, with
respect

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not think there
is a great deal of respect in that remark, so I ask
you to withdraw and apologise.

Mr MacKINNON: I withdraw and apologise.

Mr Coyne: Get on your knees!
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I expect the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre to withdraw and apolo-
gise.

Mr COYNE: My apologies.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: And withdraw your

remark.
Mr COYNE: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr SPRIGGS: I apologise to my colleagues for

getting them into trouble by wanting to defend
me, although I do not really need their support.

Do members opposite know what this flower in
my lapel represents? It is there as a reminder that
the industry it represents has survived the social-
istic movement of the Government. I have said
before that the Government is trying to nationalise
industries by stealth. Let me issue a warning to
other industries that this Government is talking
about attacking.

Mr Brian Burke: Will you come in next week
with a leg of pork in your lapel?

Mr SPRIGGS: When one looks at the Premier
one wonders whether he is a leg of pork!

Let us consider what was said by the Chairman
of the Exim Corporation, the organisation which is
to be able to use public money without public
scrutiny, The chairman said yesterday that it was
a commercial decision to pull out because Exim
did not have the support of the industry.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have been
listening fairly carefully to what the member has
said. I do not want to stifle debate from the Chair,
however, the member has been here long enough
to know that Standing Order No. 125 demands
that subjects which have already been debated in
this place are not to be debated again. That Stand-
ing Order is not, in my opinion, there to preclude
you from debating Exim, but it is there to preclude
you from debating the subject matter debated last
night.

Mr SPRIGGS: With respect, what I am goi ng
to read out does not relate purely to the floricul-
tural industry.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It should not in any
way relate to the subject matter of last night's
debate.

Mr SPRIGGS: I will cross over the extravagant
remarks made by Mr Hogan on the subject I can-
not duscuss.

Mr Brian Burke: You say Hogan, we say
Horgan.

Mr SPRIGGS: I am not interested in knowing
him. Members opposite can know him; I do not

want to. So his name is Horgan. After all, Mr
Treasurer, there are 22 schoolteachers on the
Government side, so the Treasurer's English
should be correct; if it were not he would be
corrected by them. The Government does not have
a worker sitting on its side. It has 22 school-
teachers and 14 shop stewards, but not one
worker!

Mr Brian Burke: What have you got against
teachers?

Mr SPRIGGS: Nothing. I have two children
who are schoolteachers. Mr Horgan said Exim
would continue to develop export industries in new
areas such as chilled pork, chicken and eggs and
would press for the deregulation of airfreights,
which would benefit that subject about which I am
not allowed to talk.

While I accept the advice from the Government
that the chairman's name is Mr Horgan, I can tell
the Government that I am not impressed with him
or with his investments in the area about which I
cannot talk. I believe any Government or any or-
ganisation which decides to go into an industry or
to invest in some industry should at least do its
homework. The Treasurer would have to agree
that there was no homework done into the floricul-
tural industry and the effect on that industry of
WA Floral Enterprises. The Government's home-
work into that subject was something appalling.

Let me go back now to comment on the millions
of dollars Exim was to make through its
enterprises that was going to export carnations to
Malaysia. Let us talk about those exports to
Malaysia and about Malaysia's interests in the
horticultural and floricultural industries. People in
Malaysia in those industries in the Cameron
Highlands grow carnations and chrysanthemums
which are equal to any grown elsewhere in the
world. The carnations they grow are sold through-
out the world for I 5c a stem, which is roughly 7c a
stem less than we can produce them here without
making a profit. Yet this unmentionable subject I
am mentioning was estimated to find a tremen-
dous market in Malaysia. I do not know how WA
Floral Enterprises was going to compete in that
market, nor does any other commercial business-
man in the industry.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I really do not want
to stifle debate, but I think the member is
deliberately impinging on the debate of last night,
and I ask that he does not continue to do so. There
are many ways of discussing this matter and mak-
ing one's speech without deliberately going against
the ruling I have made.

Mr SPRIGGS: I will endeavour to do so. It is
very difficult during debate on the Supply Bill for
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me to not put the case relating to the action that
this Government, if it were a real Government,
would take in relation to an industry in which I am
interested. With all due respect, Mr Deputy
Speaker, when I speak of the flower industry I
openly admit I have a vested interest in it. With
your indulgence, Mr Deputy Speaker, all I wish to
do is to impress upon the Government the way in
which it can help the industry in which I am
involved. If that is out of bounds to me, it seems
unreasonable in the Supply debate-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In respect of the
request the member has just made to me, I point
out it is not unreasonable for him to raise matters
in respect of the flower industry. At this stage,
without checking the record, I am not sure which
party in this House raised the matter for debate
last night. The matters which the member is try-
ing to debate now are matters which should cor-
rectly, no matter which party raised them, have
been addressed to them. The member had that
opportunity last night and if he did not take it-I
was not present all night so I do not know if he did
so or not-it is rather unfortunate; but he cannot
have another stab at it now.

Mr SPRIGGS: With respect to the Chair, I will
attempt to avoid mentioning a subject that is, of
course, very important to me and to the State.

I reiterate my remarks about Exim Corporation
and the reasons that I believe this Government has
introduced it as an implement for using public
money without public scrutiny, and this was
illustrated to me at a meeting that I attended a
week or so ago. Clearly, it is a frightening experi-
ence to find that public money, the taxpayer's
money-members' money and my money-could
be spent by a certain organisation and that that
organisation could use the cloak of private money
in it to not answer any questions about the public
money invested in an industry or programme. To
me, that was the first sign that if this Govern-
ment-heaven forbid that it should happen; it will
not-were ever returned to office, we would be
faced with an economy which would be taxed
substantially, probably to the tune of millions of
dollars, and that money would never be available
for public scrutiny.

-For what would the Government use the
money? Members know it is possible that the
Government might donate the money to its own
political party. There is no way, because of its
corporate body status, that we could find out what
it was doing. Since I have been here no matter has
ever arisen in this Parliament which is as danger-
ous as is the Exim Corporation or its parent body,
WA Government Holdings. It is the most danger-
ous instrument that has ever been brought into the

Parliament. I doubt whether anything as bad has
arisen in any other Parliament in the world. It is
an instrument that will allow complete corruption
in the use of public funds.

I would fear for this State if this Government
were ever re-elected because, by stealth, it would
use money so that there is no public scrutiny, no
public check-up, and it would use money ruth-
lessly as it attempted to do last week to undermine
this State and create a Communist State. The
Minister for Health should not laugh about Com-
munist States. "The Minister for big giggles"! He
wants to socialise medicine. He wants to turn it
around. I ask him whether he went to a private or
a public hospital-

Mr Hodge: A public hospital.
Mr SPRIGGS: He would not get into one.

Where did the Premier go? Did he go to a public
hospital?

Mr Tonkin: I went to a public hospital.
Mr SPRIGGS: The Leader of the House went

to a public hospital, did he? I would have thought
he would go to a private hospital.

The word "Communist" is probably too wide,
but this Government has been seen to have a tend-
ency to want to nationaise-

Mr Hodge: You have a pink flower in your
lapel.

Mr SPRIGGS: I have a pink flower in my lapel,
which I am proud to wear because it symbolises an
industry that escaped being nationalised. The car-
nations were presented to us. We were asked to
wear them. These people suffered a lot of anxiety
during the last three weeks, seeing the Govern-
ment trying to destroy their industry. They were
so relieved that they presented each member on
this side of the House with a carnation, and our
members are proud to wear the carnations because
that industry escaped nationalisation.

Mr Deputy Speaker, I accept your ruling, but
because of it I am unable to discuss those things
which the Government should be doing to assist
the flower growing industry of this State.

Mr Deputy Speaker, with your permission, I
would like to table this note. I hope the Premier
will take some notice of it and that he will get on
with the job of doing what this pamphlet suggests
the Government should be doing.

Mr Deputy Speaker, do I have your permission
to table the note?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No. Private mem-
bers do not have a right to table papers. The
member can certainly read it out, as long as it is
not too lengthy.
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Mr SPRIGGS: These are the positive proposals
which were discussed at the meeting to put for-
ward to the Government to assist the industry-

Getting air freight for exports.
Marketing surveys.
Research programmes.
A better extension service.
Trade displays.
Co-ordination of existing Government De-
pa rtmen ts.

In speaking on the Supply debate, my only regret
is that we do not have the facility by way of
numbers to refuse Supply.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.15 p.m.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [2.15 p.m.]: I would like to use
the Supply debate to indicate to the Premier that
in his efforts today to lampoon the member for
Darling Range he overlooked one fact: The mem-
ber for Darling Range almost single-handedly,
with the people of the industry, secured a major
victory yesterday for the floricultural industry and
private enterprise in Western Australia. The
Premier can do all the lampooning he wishes but
we remind him that the member for Darling
Range and every member on this side of the
House will get behind every other industry the
Government or Exim. may wish to take on in the
future. All the lampooning of the Premier and the
parrot from Armadale will have little effect on our
work in that area.

I now turn to the main substance of my speech.
I wish to refer to the Tourism Commission and the
Price Waterhouse report. The first evidence we
had of the action which was to be taken under that
report was in early December last year. At that
time five senior officers of the Tourism Com-
mission were axed from that department. The
Premier can say they were offered redundancy
packages or whatever, but the plain, cold, hard
facts of the matter are that those senior officers
were moved sideways, out of the commission. That
move was certainly not at their request. They were
handed, on a platter, a very sour Christmas
present indeed.

No public explanation was given about that de-
cision. The people concerned were given no infor-
mation as to why they were removed from their
positions. As a consequence of that action several
Opposition members and 1 asked for the report to
be made public, but our requests were denied.

A conference was held at the Tourism Com-
mission and staff were brought from around
Australia to explain to them the changes that were
being made. However, to my knowledge, no mem-
ber of the staff ever saw a copy of that report.

They were told about the changes that were to be
made, but they were not told the basis upon which
those changes were to be made.

The latest upset in this particularly sordid saga
was the shabby treatment handed out to Mr Len
Kitchen, the es-Chairman of the Tourism Com-
mission, who is now to be the Chief Protocol
Officer for the Government. I will explain later
why I think the treatment handed out to Mr
Hitchen was shabby. Even today a public
statement has not been made about this matter.
Information has been leaked to the Press only
because of the persistent pressure the Opposition
has applied to the Government and comments
made by the member for Gascoyne earlier this
week. Why should the report be made public?

I wish to refer to the front page of today's
edition of The West Australian which indicates
one reason that the report should be made public.
The lead sentence of that report states-

The WA Tourism Commission projected
an image of mediocrity and even non-per-
formance, according to the controversial
Price Waterhouse report leaked to The West
Australian last night.

Can members imagine the sort of impact that
statement and the innuendo that has surrounded
this matter since the five senior officers have been
moved out have had on the people in the com-
mission? Can members imagine the impact it has
had on the morale of the people in the com-
mission? I am sure the people there today and for
many months now have been looking over their
shoulders wondering who would be next. After all,
if the chief executive officer of the commission is
to go, they have good reason to ask whether their
jobs are secure.

If the Government is dinkum about tourism and
about restoring morale in a very important depart-
ment, it should say immediately that all of those
people who work in the commission can look at the
report and make a judgment. This Government
seems to play with people's lives without a care or
concern for in the future.

The commission should seek a staff input. The
Government professes to believe in worker partici-
pation and decision-ma king, but clearly it seems
the Government does not.

The second reason 1 beclieve the report should be
made public is the basis of the claims made in the
paper. Let us assume the Press report is right. Let
us read the second and third parts of the
statement.

Mr Brian Burke: You should assume it because
you leaked it to the paper.
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Mr MacK INNON: No I did not.
Mr Brian Burke: The Opposition did.
Mr MacKINNON: Did we? How does the

Premier know that to be the case?
Mr Brian Burke: I understand that to be the

case. Do you deny it?
Mr MacKINNON:, I deny that I leaked it to

the paper, and I do not know who did.
The newspaper report goes on as follows-

The report says that commission lacks
innovation and creativity, has been poorly
managed and has not contributed to the
State's tourism industry.

Who is saying that? Who has the authority to say
that the commission lacks innovation and
creativity? I believe the report should be made
public to ensure that both the public and the de-
partmental officers concerned can see upon what
basis that claim has been made. The report goes
on as follows-

As chairman, the responsibility rested
firmly with the chairman, then Mr Len
Hitchen, the report said ...

That again seems to be a very bland claim. Let us
look at the history of Mr Hitchen's involvement.
He was deputy chairman of the former Tourism
Department. In January last year he was
appointed after Australia-wide advertising by this
Government while the Premier was Minister for
Tourism. I believe there were about 60 applicants
for the job and Mr Hitchen was appointed as
initial chairman and chief executive of the Tour-
ism Commission. This Government selected him,
not the Opposition or the Commission. The news-
paper report goes on as follows-

The report said that the chairman and
commissioners had determined in mid-1984
that a study was required to gauge the
WATC's efficiency.

So Mr Hitchen together with the commissioners
decided that they needed to have an assessment of
the commission's efficiency. That was six months
into the life of this new body. Less than six months
later out comes the report, and one month or so
later out goes Mr Hitchen. Do you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, think that is fair? What chance did Mr
'Hitchien or the cominmis-sioners for that matter have
to get the old department or the new commission
onto an efficient and workable basis? How could
they make decisions knowing that this report was
being completed9 They were probably awaiting it
before making most of their major decisions.

It seems very strange to me if that were the
case, but I will come to that in a moment and show
how it is probably not so strange when we see

lurking behind it none other than Mr Brett
Goodridge who was appointed by the Premier in-
itially as his adviser and who is the person who has
gained most from this change. It seems to me Mr
Hitchen has been treated very poorly, and for no
other reason than to ensure that his credibility is
maintained, the report should be made public
immediately so that a senior public servant who
has dedicated most of his working life to the State
of Western Australia has a chance to clear his
name from all this innuendo. It will give him a
chance to hold his head high as he should be able
to do for the service he has rendered to Western
Australia, and not be treated in a shabby and
shameful way as the Premier has done.

The third reason the report should be made
public is that it questions the commission's useful-
ness The newspaper report today says-

In a covering letter, the director of Price
Waterhouse and Associates, Mr R. P. Webb,
questioned the commission's usefulness.

Why does the Government not want to make that
point public? Surely in the interests of the com-
munity and of encouraging sensible debate and
open government it would be useful to have that
letter. Let us see what Mr Webb of - Price
Waterhouse said about the commission's useful-
ness. If that is the case, has the right decision been
made in sacking Mr Hitchen? Maybe-and I am
not saying it is the answer-some of the fault
should be shared by the commissioners. If that is
the case let the blame fall squarely where it should
lie. We do not know that. All those reports I have
read are not the report itself. We do not have the
ability to look at the $120 000 worth of advice the
Government has been given, hours of work were
put into preparing it, and we should have access to
that information.

Mr Brian Burke: Are you saying you have not
seen the report?

Mr MacKINNON: I have not seen the report.
Even if I had seen a copy of the report it would be
no thanks to the Government. The Government
commissioned the report, and it is the Govern-
ment's responsibility to make it public, not that of
the Opposition. The Government should be mak-
ing sure the report is being made available for
public scrutiny and that ample-copies of the report
are available.

A further reason that the report should he made
public is that it indicates that the commission it-
self should become much more involved in the
tourist industry in Western Australia and more
involved in directing the operations of tourist bu-
reaus, regional travel and associations, and the
like.
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The report apparently indicates there should be
much more direct involvement in the operations of
the tourist industry in Western Australia and if
that is to be the case, I am sure the people of
Western Australia would be interested to know
why. I am sure the people involved and concerned
about the operations of Exim would like to know
exactly what the Tourism Commission is planning.

The Leader of the Opposition asked a question
last night indicating the Tourism Commission was
seeking to take a direct equity participation role in
ventures in this State and that it is because of the
Price Waterhouse report that is taking such a
position. If there is to be a significant change in
the direction of the Tourism Commission, the pub-
lie are entitled to know about it. After all, those
are not my words which were put at the head of
the advertisements recently and paid for by the
taxpayers of Western Australia. They were the
words of the Premier who said, "lt is your money
and you are entitled to know how it is being
spent". The Premier is dead right. It is our money
and we and the general public of Western
Australia are entitled to know exactly how it is
being spent, particularly if it is being spent in the
wrong way.

The fifth reason I believe this important report
should be made public therefore revolves around
that point. The report goes on to say that the
Government of Western Australia spent
$120 000- the same amount, I might add, as for
the land rights advertisements-of our money
commissioning the report.

Have we seen the report yet? Has the general
public had access to the report? Have the people
whose lives, careers, and families will be affected
by this report seen it? Of course they have not and
it is time they did.

Finally, who are the authors of the report? This
matter was drawn to my attention last night when
the member for Vasse asked a question about a
Mr Webb who was an author of this report. The
member asked what relationship Mr Webb had to
a report which had been completed in the North-
ern Territory. I did some research and found an
extensive article in the Business Review Weekly.
It was headed, "Judge blasts top accountants after
NT liquidation inquiry" and reads as follows-

The judge described Barber and Webb as
not entirely satisfactory witnesses.

The article continues-

Webb had reluctantly admitted that this
clearly amounted to an attempt to defraud
creditors.

1 am not casting any aspersions on Mr Webb, but
this article questions his propriety and he did ap-
parently have something to do with this report. If
that is the case and there is some relationship
between Mr Webb and the report, surely to dispel
any rumour of innuendo that may eventuate be-
cause of the report in the Business Review Weekly
about the case in the Northern Territory, it would
make sense for the Government to release the re-
port to the public to show that everything is above-
board and that Price Waterhouse was com-
missioned by the Government to investigate the
Tourism Commission.

However, the Government has chosen to main-
tain that report in a cloud of secrecy to make sure
that it is not made public. I wonder how long it
will be before the Government succumbs and re-
leases the report to the public.

Mr Brian Burke: You already know that the
decision has been made to release it. The Oppo-
sition already has a copy of it.

Mr MacKINNON: Has it?

Mr Brian Burke: In fact, I am told that the
Opposition released the report to the Press.

Mr MacKJNNON: Is the Government releas-
ing the report to the public'?

Mr Brian Burke: I understand that the Minister
for Tourism is about to release the report arid to
table it.

Mr MacKINNON: I hope that is the case. It
has certainly taken a lot of effort on the part of the
Opposition to get the report released.

Mr Brian Burke: The Minister is releasing the
report this afternoon.

Mr MacKINNON: I would be pleased to re-
ceive a copy of it and I am sure the members of
the public will be pleased also.

Mr Brian Burke: Why not ask the member for
Vasse about it?

Mr MacKINNON: I will ask him.

Let me turn to the specific claims made by the
Minister for Tourism in another place, claims
which the Premier repeated when replying to the
points made by my colleague, the member for
Gascoyne, in relation to this issue. On page 2 of
the Minister's statement he said-

Allegations regarding Mr Goodridge are
completely unfounded.

Let me remind the house of some facts relating to
Mr Goodridge. I will turn to a report in The West
Australian about Price Waterhouse which reads
as follows-

It also recommended that managers who
were incapable of making decisions be re-
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moved and non-performers "dc-hired", and
only the most appropriate individuals be
recruited.

One must ask whether Mr Goodridge was the
most appropriate person to be appointed to the
position. I will be interested to rcad what the re-
port says about Mr Goodridge. It begs the ques-
tion again: Why was Mr Goodridge recruited to
such an important position without there being
one advertisement in the Press advertising it?

Mr Brian Burke: Do you understand that the
report was finished before Mr Goodridge was
appointed?

Mr MacKINNON: That is what I am saying.
Perhaps the report has something in it about Mr
Goodridge's appointment.

Mr Brian Burke: The commissioners
unanimously agreed that he should be the person
appointed to the position.

Mr MacKINNON: Why did the commissioners
make that decision?

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know-ask them.

Mr MacKINNON: That is a good question. I
do not believe for one moment that the com-
missioners made the appointment without the
Premier's knowledge.

Mr Brian Burke: They did.

Mr MacKINNON: Mr Coodridge was an ad-
viser on the Premier's staff and I do not believe
that the Premier was not told about the appoint-
ment before it was made.

Mr Brian Burke: I learned of his appointment
while I was in Japan.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier must think
that I came down in the last shower if he thinks I
believe that the commission would take a senior
adviser from the Premier's Department without
the Premier's being told. If that is the case it is an
appalling weakness on the part of the Premier to
let that sort of thing happen.

Mr Brian Burke: That does not detract from the
fact that I did not know about his appointment
until the appointment was made.

Mr MacKINNON: It would be interesti ng to
read what the report states about Mr Goodridge's
appointment. I wonder whether the appointment
was recommended. Why was Mr Goodridge
appointed to an important position that was not
advertised? Why was it that 12 months prior to
Mr Goodridge's appointment, Mr H-itchen was
appointed by this Government after an Australia-
wide advertising campaign? It certainly is not
what I would call good business. The normal pro-

cedure one would follow when looking for the best
person for a job is to advertise the position.

I turn now to the comments made by Mr Basil
Atkinson. I remind the house of question on notice
2745 which I asked on Tuesday 19 March and
which read as follows-

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

The answer was "Yes". The next part of my ques-
tion reads as follows-

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

The answer was as follows-
(2) All members, other than the Chairman

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

I then asked-
(3) Have any of the commissioners received

payment from the Tourism Commission
in addition to those payments?

The answer was "Yes". The last part of my ques-
tion read as follows-

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

The Minister replied-

(4) Mr Basil Atkinson-Travelling
expenses 233.11

And he listed the amounts paid to the other com-
missioners.

The amount shown as paid to Mr Atkinson was
$233.11. The very next day-20 March-the
Minister for Tourism made a prepared statement
to the Legislative Council. The same Minister who
prepared the answer to the question I asked on 19
March said the following-

With regard to the suggestion of impro-
priety concerning Mr Basil Atkinson I am
informed the firm Basil Atkinson and Associ-
ates was appointed as a consultant earlier this
year to make full use of Mr Atkinson's ex-
perience and expertise.

It continued-
A fee with Mr Atkinson of $2500 per

month was calculated on the basis of 50 hours
consultancy work per month at $50 per hour.

He was approached by the commission to
ascertain whether he would be prepared to
carry out the work at the prescribed fee. At
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no stage was Mr Atkinson a party to any
discussion regarding his appointment.

It is a very strange state of affairs when on 19
March the House was told that Mr Atkinson was
paid $233.11 yet the very next day the Minister
for Tourism had the temerity to come out and say
that Mr Atkinson was employed for $2 500 a
month.

Mr Court: The Government should have
mentioned that in the first place.

Mr MacKINNON: I would have thought that
that should have been the case. However, the Min-
ister has totally misrepresented the situation and
he stands condemned for telling the Parliament
what seems to me to be a straightout lie.

It appears that the Government has an awful lot
to hide in regard to the Tourism Commission and
perhaps that is the reason it does not want to make
public the Tourism Commission report, prepared
by Price Waterhouse.

I turn now to the question of Cheri Gardiner
and radio station 6PR. The first occasion on which
I heard about the level of expenditure to 6PR and
to other radio stations was during question time
last night. I refer to what was on the public record
prior to last night, and the basis upon which the
statements were made by the member for
Gascoyne.

In question 2902 of April 1984 1 asked the
following question--

(3) What is the Tourist Commission's total
promotion budget in 1983-84?

The answer was: $2.4 million.

The next question was, "How much was spent
on radio?" The answer came back, "Some 13 per
cent, or $1 347 000". The very next question was,
"How much was spent on radio stations other than
6PR?" The answer came back that on 6KY it was
$5 000.

If members cast their minds back they will
know that the only reason that $5 000 of the
$1 347 000 was allocated was because at that time
the two highest-rating talk-back shows in Perth
were run by Howard Sattler and Bob Maumill.
The Government, being concerned with the way
Howard Sattler represented its view-point,
ensured 6KY received $5 000. No other radio
station in Perth received a single dollar, hence the
statements the other evening by the member for
Gascoyne.

Finally, let me come to the commissioning of
the report and see how the Government all along
has tried to weave a web or intrigue or misinfor-
mation about this whole matter. I am pleased that
the report has now been made public, I under-

stand, by the Minister for Tourism in another
place. It is not before time.

Let us see what the Premier said on Tuesday in
answer to a question in this Parliament about the
commissioning of that report. He said this-

As a result of the Price Waterhouse Associ-
ates Pty. report which was sought by the
senior officers of the commission-namely
the chairman (Mr Hitchen) and the general
manager (Mr Watling) who both asked and
recommended to the commission that such a
report be commissioned-

In that question the Premier seems to imply it was
merely Mr Hitchen and Mr Watling whose idea
the report was, yet it seems that the report itself
indicates that the chairman and commissioners
had determined in mid-1984-again, a misstate-
ment of fact by the Premier in this matter-

Mr Brian Burke: Who was the chairman?

Mr MacKINNON: The chairman then was
Len Hitchen.

One final point in relation to the question of the
Tourism Commission, relates to the appointment
of Mr Neil Barrie. Mr Neil Barrie is not known to
me. He was apparently a former employee of Price
Waterhouse, which company is known to me; it is
highly respected and I have no criticism of it. I
am, however, very critical of Mr Barrie, Mr
Goodridge and the Government for seeking to em-
ploy Mr Barrie. It is unprecedented for a pro-
fessional man who prepares a report
recommending a certain position to take up that
position himself. That is totally unprofessional and
unprincipled, and for the Government to be a
party to it is totally wrong. I wonder how many
other reports might be floating around Govern-
ments. now and in the future where the authors of
those reports are saying, "I will write myself into a
position here". I understand that is not the half of
it.

I understand the major person engaged with Mr
Barrie in creating and finalising that report was
none other than Mr Goodridge himself. So the big
winners out of the Price Waterhouse report are
Mr Neil Barrie, the person who prepared the re-
port, or worked very largely on the report, and Mr
Brett Goodridge, who has had a significant jump
in salary and position. The big losers, of course,
are the Tourism Commission employees, those five
who have been sacked, Mr Hitchen himself, the
tourism industry in Western Australia, which is
suffering because of the present row in the Tour-
ism Commission, and the people of Western
Australia, because they have not been entitled un-
til today to see exactly what is in the report.
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Mr Court: I got the feeling the Minister was not
on top of his portfolio.

Mr MacKINNON: I think that would apply to
both the current Minister and the previous Minis-
ter.

The second point I wish to raise in this debate
relates to another matter of public expenditure. It
seems to me this Government wants to spend
money willy-nilly without very much public ac-
countability. We debated this yesterday in relation
to Exim. We have seen how this Government
squandered money on television advertisements
promoting Aboriginal land rights. We come back
to another situation which requires the Premier
and the Government to be accountable.

The public are entitled to know what is
happening with their money. Specifically, the
Minister for Industrial Relations seems to have
been abusing his privilege by taking his driver with
him to Broome on holiday. I am not talking there
about the driver going on holiday, I am talking
about the Minister himself going on holiday.

Let me give members an outline of the facts of
this case as they are known to me. Let me say at
the outset that l am not critical of the Government
driver in any way; he is merely working for the
Government and he operates, as does my driver
and I suppose the Premier's driver, at the direction
of the person for whom he drives. In this case,however, the facts warrant a much closer investi-
gation and a much more honest approach by the
Government than has already been the case.

In January, while the Leader of the Opposition
was on holiday, I had the privilege of being Acting
Leader of the Opposition. During that time the
whole question of Mr Dowding's tax avoidance
affairs was raised, and the fact that he was a tax
cheat. In relation to these matters-

Mr Gordon Hill: What did you say?
Mr MacKINNON: I said he was a tax cheat.

Withdrawal of Remark.
The SPEAKER: Order! I refer the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition to the Standing Orders.
If he reads those Standing Orders he will realise it
is highly disorderly to reflect on a member of
Parliament.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you realise the member for
Gascoyne had a driver drive him to Carnarvon on
four occasions?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr MacKINNON: Do you want me to with-
draw?

The SPEAKER: Yes.
Mr MacKINNON: I withdraw.

The SPEAKER: You have to apologise too.
Mr MacKINNON: I apologise.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: Ilam not aware of what the

member for Gascoyne has done previously. We are
not the Government now. It so happens that the
Government now is headed by the Premier who
sits directly opposite me. To say that if a member
on this side of the House is wrong, and that two
wrongs make a right, does not wash with me, and
it does not wash with the general public. Which-
ever party is the Government of the day, if there is
an abuse of taxpayers' money, those people abus-
ing their privileges should be brought to account
for that particular matter. Whatever is said about
any member on this side of the House does not
make one skerricc of difference.

Mr Wilson: Why was the member for Gascoyne
not brought to terms?

Mr MacKINNON: The Government is making
the claim against Mr Laurance. If the Minister
wants to make that claim he should stand up in
the Supply debate, just as I have, instead of sitting
on his butt and making inane interjections.

Mr Wilson: Coward!
Mr MacKINNON: The only coward in this

House is the Minister for Housing, who is not
prepared to stand up and put his money where his
mouth is.

Let me refer to some Press statements made at
that time. These related to Mr Dowding's tax
issue. On 13 January it was said-

A spokeman for Mr Dowding said yester-
day the Minister was preparing the final draft
of his statement, but the spokesman said Mr
Dowding would not be present at the Cabinet
meeting because he was still officially on
leave.

Again, on 14 January, this was said-

Mr Dowding, who was on leave in Broome,
is not expected to be present at the meeting.

That was said in a Press statement the next day. I
did not take much notice of it at the time.

Subsequently it was drawn to my attention by a
journalist-how he found out I do not know-that
at the time Mr Dowding was making his
statement to the Press and his spokesperson was
making those statements that he was officially on
leave, he also had with him in Broome his driver
and his vehicle.

As a consequence of that I asked some questions
in the Parliament. On 27 February 1 asked-
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(1) Did the Minister for Industrial Relations
take his driver with him when recently
visiting Broome on holiday?

(2) If so, who paid the driver's expenses
whilst he was living in B~roome?

(3) Did the driver's family accompany him?
The answers I received were as follows-

(1) 1 am informed the driver was present
when the Minister performed official du-
ties.

The Premier did not reply that the Minister was
not on holidays, just that the Minister had
performed official duties. The answers
continued-

(2) Expenses related to official duties were
met by the Government.

(3) During time off due to him, his family
joined him in Broome.

Those answers were pretty straightforward. How-
ever, I then asked a question on $ March, parts (1)
and (2) of which were as follows-

(1) What were the total costs paid by the
Government on behalf of the Minister
for Industrial Relations' driver as re-
ferred to in question 2319 of 27
February?

(2) How did the driver travel to Broome?

The reply was that certain costs were involved for
the driver and that the driver had driven to
Broome. I then asked how long the driver was in
Broome and how long during that time he was on
holidays. The answer was-

The driver's stay in Broome on holiday is a
matter personal to the driver, It is believed he
was in Broome for about a week.

For the additional information of members
the cost of hiring a car for six weeks would
have been in excess of these costs.

Subsequent to the article I have mentioned the
Daily News gave some publicity to the matter. On
6 March I received a phone call from someone
who outlined to me the facts surrounding Mr
Dowding's trip to Broome and some of the alleged
factors surrounding his driver's visit to Broome.

I did not come into the Parliament at the time
saying that this or that had been alleged. What I
did was what I thought any responsible member of
Parliament should do, and that was to place a
series of questions on the Notice Paper, questions I
thought were reasonable and seeking information
from the Government about decisions in which it
was involved and for which it-not the
driver-had responsibility. In answer to my three

questions on 13 March 1 received the following
response-

A number of questions asked on this matter
by the member have related to the activities
of a Government driver and his family whilst
on holidays. These are not matters within the
Government's jurisdiction.

The procedures in respect of this assign-
ment were in line with procedures followed on
numerous occasions by previous Govern-
ments.

However, if the member has any specific
concerns about the matters raised in his ques-
tions and they fall within the Government's
jurisdiction I will be pleased to have them
investigated.

Let me repeat what those questions were and the
subject they dealt with, matters which are still of
concern to me and to the public and which should
have been answered. These questions that I am
about to outline were the self-same questions that
were asked on 13 March. They dealt with a matter
which was the responsibility of Mr Dowding and
the Government, not the Minister's driver, bearing
in mind that I was told in answer to an earlier
question that the driver was present with the Min-
ister when the Minister performed certain official
duties.

I asked, quite reasonably I think, "What official
duties had Mr Dowding carried out in Broome
that required him and the Government to go to the
expense of having a driver drive up to Broome and
then back again?" I am prepared to let the matter
lie if the Minister had an official commitment
which necessitated his taking his driver to Broome
rather than making use of a taxi or his private car.
What official duties did Mr Dowding have to at-
tend to which necessitated his having his driver
with him in Broome at a time, I repeat, when the
Minister's staff were saying that he was officially
on leave?

My second question is: How did the Minister's
driver travel to Broome? Did he travel by car or
by air? I think that is a reasonable request to
make of the Government. If the Minister had to
travel to Broome and wanted to make some calls
on the way perhaps he had to take his driver;
perhaps his driver had to be put to the trouble of
travelling to Broome and back. But I would like
some answers other than, "This is none of your
busi ness".

I am not asking questions about the driver. My
questions relate specifically to the Minister him-
self and to his movements, not the movements of
the driver.
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I then asked: Did this driver, while in Broome,
travel to Perth and back at any time at the
Government's expense?
That is not a personal question about the driver; it
is a question about Government expenditure. The
information made available to me indicates that
that is just what happened: The driver was in
Broome for some time but in fact came back to
Perth during the time Mr Dowding was i n
Broome. He then returned to Broome-I do not
know for how long-and returned to Perth again.
Again, if that is the case, we are entitled to know
exactly how our funds are being used. We are the
people paying the bills. It is our money being used
by the Government. If the driver was used for
legitimate purposes I will be the first to say, "Fair
enough". I understand the sorts of pressures Min-
isters come under. However, if that is not the case
we are entitled to know the answers to the ques-
tions I have asked.

I will not labour that point any further but I do
not intend to let the matter rest there. The
Treasurer has not answered those key questions,
which are not directed at the driver, of whom, I
repeat, I am not being critical. What I want to
know is what the Government is doing with public
money. Is the Minister for Industrial Relations on
the up and up? If he is not, why continue to hide
behind a smokescreen by saying, "Refer to ques-
tion 2655"? These matters are well within the
Government's jurisdiction and responsibility. This
is a Government Minister and the Government is
spending taxpayers' money. We are entitled to
know the information and the answers should be
given to those questions, otherwise we must fear
the worst about Mr Dowding and the way he has
used his driver. Did Mr Dowding use his driver for
personal rather than official reasons? If he did,
that would represent a blatant abuse of taxpayer's
funds and he should be censured in the most
severe manner possible.

Debate adjourned, until a later stage of the sit-
ting, on motion by Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer).

(Continued on page 124 1.)

TOURISM COMMISSION
Price Waterhouse Report: Ministerial Statement

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [2.58
p.m.]: I seek leave to make a ministerial statement
and to table the Price Waterhouse Associates re-
port on the WA Tourism Commission.

Leave granted.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: At the outset, I wish to

make it abundantly clear that this report is being
tabled at the request of the Opposition and be-
cause of the patently false allegations made about

the commission by the member for Gascoyne in
his recently acquired role of chief Opposition
mud-slinger.

As members will see, the report contains ma-
terial that is critical of former senior officers of
the commission and I have no doubt that some of
them, if not all of them, will be deeply hurt by the
report's contents becoming public. I can only say
that if they feel aggrieved by the report becoming
public-as they quite understandably might-it is
on the heads of the Opposition because it is the
Opposition which has demanded that this course
of action be followed. The responsibility for this
rests solely with the Opposition.

Members who peruse the report will no doubt
reflect on the irony of the situation which has
arisen. The member for Gascoyne in this place on
Tuesday made a number of allegations about the
Tourism Commission, allegations which, as was
pointed out so tellingly in this morning's editorial
in The West Australian, he has conspicuously
failed to substantiate. In his speech on Tuesday,
the member referred to the replacement of a num-
ber of senior officers from the commission,
intimating that this action was unjustified and
suggesting that it did not have his support.

In seeking to pursue the matter yesterday, his
colleagues have demanded that this report be
tabled and its tabling makes public the justifl-
cation for the replacement of the senior
officers-justification which the member for
Gascoyne suggested was totally lacking.

The position of the member for Gascoyne on
this current matter was, of course, further weak-
ened last night when one of his colleagues was
responsible for the leaking to The West Australian
of a copy of the Price Waterhouse report. The
article published this morning shows why the
senior management changes made at the com-
mission-changes which the member for
Gascoyne has virtually said should never have
been made-had to be made. And I take this
opportunity to stress that the Price Waterhouse
report, which was instigated by the commissioners
themselves at the suggestion of the then chairman,
Mr Len Hitchen, refers to the activities of the
commission prior to the recent changes in senior
management.

I wish to stress-because it was not made clear
in this morning's report in The West
Australian-that the changes in senior manage-
ment made at the commission recently have oc-
curred because of the highly critical Findings of
the Price Waterhouse report. This report
highlighting inefficiency has been acted on
promptly by the Government, as any reasonable
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taxpayer would expect. And once again, as has
happened in so many other cases, the Govern-
ment's efforts to increase the efficiency of the
machinery of Government and to get better value
for the taxpayer's dollar have been attacked by the
Opposition. The fact is, of course, that the
deficiencies in tourism performance highlighted in
the Price Waterhouse report are the legacy of
years of neglect of tourism by the Court and
O'Connor Governments. Under the leadership of
the late Sir David Brand and his Government,
tourism assumed an important place in State
Government activity.

But during the nine years of coalition Govern-
ment between 1974 and 1983 it was downgraded
and ignored. In later years the office of the Minis-
ter for Tourism had a revolving door through
which passed a succession of junior Ministers
whose only interest in the portfolio was whether it
would assist them in their aspirations to higher
office.

Mr Blaikie: You are ignoring the 150th year
celebrations.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Did the member for
Vasse release the report to the Press?

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Did the member leak the
report, after asking questions seeking a copy of the
report when he had a copy all the time? To con-
tinue: Tourism was poorly funded. Its great
potential as a means of generating economic
growth was ignored. The tourism industry never
received anything more than lip-service from suc-
cessive conservative Governments, preoccupied
with creating the State's financial crisis over
North-West Shelf gas.

It took a change of Government to change all
that. We came to office fully conscious of the
tourism industry's great capacity to generate
growth. In our first Budget-a no-growth Budget
for most areas of Government-we increased
funding by more than 35 per cent. In our second
Budget we increased funding by more than 80 per
cent. We set about breaking out of the bureau-
cratic departmental approach to tourism and cre-
ating a dynamic. fast-moving and market-oriented
structure, complementary to the dynamic nature
of the industry itself.

The preparation of the Price Waterhouse report
and the implementation of its major thrusts rep-
resent the final break with the non-performing
past.

Western Australia has before it the greatest
tourist industry opportunities in its history. We
have moved to take advantage of them, not only

with substantially increased funding but with new
strategies as well. These include-

an aggressive drive to increase international
air services to the State;

the ground-breaking tourism forum;

assisting with and encouraging the formation
of new industry organisations such as the WA
Tourism Industry Association and the WA
Country Tourism Association;

greater funding for country tourist organis-
ations and the Perth convention bureau;
allowing competition on intrastate air routes;
the opening of new Holiday WA centres; and,
allowing public participation in planning for
Rottnest.

And this list is by no means exhaustive.

Yesterday, the Opposition made a demand of us
with respect to the Price Waterhouse report. We
have met that demand with consequences that I
am sure are far different from those intended by
the Opposition and which the Opposition-if it
has any sensitivity at all--ought to find both em-
barrassing and unfortunate. That is on its own
head.

Today, it is our turn to make demands. We
make two demands: Firstly, we demand to know
where is the evidence of the wrong doing in the
Tourism Commission and particularly by the
managing director. So far, the member for
Gascoyne has been very free and fulsome with his
allegations, serious allegations, but he has not
produced any evidence to back them up.

Secondly, we demand to know just where the
Opposition stands on the future of the State's
tourism industry. We have heard plenty from the
member for Gascoyne, but we have heard nothing
from the Leader of the Opposition or from his
deputy, the Opposition's official spokesman on
tourism matters. Do they believe, as the member
for Gascoyne apparently does, that there should
have been no changes to the senior management of
the Tourism Commission? Or do they believe that
the findings of the Price Waterhouse report should
have been implemented, as they have been?

If they do not believe the Price Waterhouse
findings should have been implemented, what evi-
dence can they bring to show that they are right
and that Price Waterhouse is wrong? To use an
old Australian expression, it is now time for the
Opposition to put up or shut up.

The repori was tabled (see paper No. SI18).
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader

of the Opposition) [3.07 p.m.]: The Government is
treating the release of the Price Waterhouse re-
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port with disdain. It is another example of the
Government's record of mistakes along the way.
The Government knew it would release this report
today, but we received a copy of the Premier's
statement three minutes before it was made.

Mr Brian Burke: It was made in the Legislative
Council half an hour ago.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier made the
statement in this House. It is not up to us to go to
the other House to obtain a copy of his statement.
The Premier is making the statement, so it is his
responsibility to ensure that the Opposition re-
ceives a copy. Again, the Premier has tried to get
out of the whole matter. What has the Govern-
ment got to hide? I guess the Government wishes
to avoid a situation when it is clear the Opposition
could debate what is contained in the report.

I must first scotch one comment made by the
Premier and that was that we were attacking the
Government because it was trying to implement
efficiencies. That is not the case at all; we are
attacking the manner in which ive senior officers
of the Tourism Commission were removed from
the commission, when this report had not been
finalised. Those officers did not know why they
were sacked.

Mr Len Hitchen, a senior officer of longstand-
ing in the Public Service, gave years of loyal ser-
vice, but was shifted aside before this report was
made public. That causes us concern. We are not
concerned that the Government wishes to im-
plement efficiencies; that is what we all want.
However, the people involved in this commission
should be treated with respect and dignity. That is
something this Premier does not know the mean-
ing of.

I refer to specific points the Premier made in his
statement. When the Premier referred to the num-
ber of past Liberal Government Ministers for
Tourism it was a case of the pot calling the kettle
black. I remind the Premier that his Government
has been in office for two years and how many
Ministers for Tourism have been appointed in that
time? One has been appointed each year. so I do
not know what the number of past Liberal Minis-
ters have to do with thc present situation.

The Premier has attempted to indicate that the
answer to all the problems in the Tourism Com-
mission is the amountof money it spends. just as the
Minister with special responsibility for Aboriginal
Affairs tells us that land rights will solve all the
problems of the Aborigines. That is what the
Premier believes: He thinks all the Tourism Com-
mission needs is more money to be spent on it.

I remind the House and the Premier that tour-
ism is about people-the people who operate the
industry, the way in which they are organised in
the industry, and the way in which the Govern-
ment protects those people and looks after them.
Tourism is not about the amount of money paid
for a television advertisement or the
commissioning of grandiose Price Waterhouse re-
ports, and the like. Tourism is all about people.
and the Government is losing sight of that.

The Premier went on later to say that the
Government demands to know where the Oppo-
sition stands on the future of this State's tourism
industry. The Government will not have long to
wait before it finds out, because our policy papers
on tourism are in the final stages of preparation.
Our policy will be bold and forward-looking, and
it will focus on exactly what I am talking
about-that is, people. They will have the pivotal
role in our tourism policy, while the Government's
policies place the pivotal role on tourism policies.

Let us have a look at some of the claims made
by the Government about substantially increased
funding and new strategies. These claims include
an aggressive drive to increase international air
services to the State. Who was it who first raised
the question of direct flights from Japan to West-
ern Australia?

Mr Brian Burke: Not you.

Mr MacKINNON: It was the Opposition, and
the Premier well knows it. We have been calling
for that for some time. Months and months ago,
the Leader of the Opposition made a statement
along those lines. The move camne from the Oppo-
sition parties, not the Government. What have we
seen as a result? We have heard of a big re-
port-the Avmark report which cost thousands
and thousands of dollars-and who has seen that
report? It has been kept secret. The Government
does not want the people to know its ideas on
getting international flights into Australia.

What has the Government done about inter-
national flights? Has it sent a tourism officer to
Japan to research the market, to see what the
Japanese people like, and work with Qantas and
JAL, trying to encourage them to put people on
planes to come to Perth? Of course it has not done
that. The Government -asked an American agency
to write a report about the situation, but that is
not the way to get the job done. We believe the
way to get the job done is to fill up the seats on the
planes and get people to come to Western
Australia.

The Premier also dealt with the "ground-
breaking' tourism forum. Let me give credit
where credit is due. When the forum was held, it
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was hailed far and wide around the State. It was a
good idea. Of itself, the forum was very good, but
that is where it started and ended. If one speaks 10
any of the people who were involved in the forum,
and particularly to the people who were involved
in the working parties subsequently, one Finds they
reckon they have wasted their time. What has
happened in relation to penalty rates? That was a
key recommendation of the forum, but nothing
has happened-absolutely nothing.

Mr Court: It went the same way as the redun-
dancy decision.

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. What happened to
all the other reports of the tourism forum? By and
large, the answer is the same-absolutely nothing.
The tourism forum has led the tourism industry in
Western Australia absolutely nowhere.

The Premier claims that the Government has
encouraged the formation of new industry organis-
ations such as the Western Australian Tourism
Industry Association and the Western Australian
Country Tourism Association. I applaud that;
they were good moves. However, I remind the
House that they are not Government bodies, but
private associations; and while the Government
may have helped them to get together, the estab-
lishment of the organisations has absolutely
nothing to do with the Government.

Mr Brian Burke: They came out of the tourism
forum. That was another success.

Mr MacKINNON: The Country Tourism As-
sociation was originally suggested by Noel
Semmens at the country tourism conference in
Esperance about four years ago. That is when the
idea was first floated.

The Premier talked about greater funding for
the country tourism organisations and the Perth
convention bureau, and that is probably the worst
part of his statement. I asked a question in this
Parliament last week about the funding for
country tourist bureaus. If one compares the
amount of money that has gone to them in the last
three years with the 80 per cent and 60 per cent,
or whatever the figures were, about which the
Premier talked, one sees that the country tourist
bureaus and regional travel associations have been
done by very poorly by this Government. They
have been left out in the cold.

Just after the release of the Budget last year, or
just before it-I cannot recall which-the Oppo-
sition made a commitment that, when returned to
Government, it will give a significant boost to the
people who play a key role in the development
of the tourism industry in this State. That brings
me back to the point that those people are the
people of Western Australia-the little people

with their country tourist bureaus, regional travel
associations, and information bureaus-in fact,
the people who provide a service to the tourists
who travel. The Government has passed those
people by. It has paid lip-service to them; but the
Opposition does not intend to do that.

The Premier dealt with the competition on
intrastate air routes. We applaud that move. The
Premier also talked about the opening of new Hol-
iday WA centres. Which new ones? Was he refer-
ring to the one at the Merlin Hotel? I cannot see
that it has done an awful lot to promote tourism in
Western Australia. I think the centre in Brisbane
shifted from an upstairs position downstairs; but
that move was first suggested when we were in
Government. So much for the fantastic tourism
initiatives!

The Premier also talked about allowing-public
participation in planning for Rottnest Island.
What a joke! The Government was not going to
have any part of the public in its plans; but as the
public cottoned on to what the Government was
about, the public and the Opposition demanded
that the public have some say in the development.
The Government then came around to that point,
having seen the folly of its ways.

I will now deal with the demands of the Govern-
ment. The Premier said that the Government de-
manded to know where there is evidence of wrong-
doing in the Tourism Commission, and particu-
larly the managing director. Let me repeat what I
said earlier today: How many people were in for
the job of Mr Goodridge? How many applications
were lodged for that job? How was it advertised
and where? It was not! The only man who lodged
an application for the job was Mr Goodridge him-
self. Who was it, in fact, who actually helped draft
the Price Waterhouse report tabled today? Mr
Goodridge! Who, in fact, has benefited the most
out of the Price Waterhouse report? None other
than Mr Goodridge!

Mr Blaikie: The Daily News today states that
Mr Goodridge is the key man for the top job.

Mr MacKINNON: I am not in the least sur-
prised. In fact, if he does not become the chair-
man, that is when I will be surprised.

The Government's second demand was to know
just where the Opposition stands on the future of
this State's tourism industry. The Governmcnt
will hear about that, as I have indicated, in due
course. We will make sure that our policies are
written down on paper for all to see and for the
Government to criticise, if that is its wont. We
have taken a long time to prepare our policy be-
cause we want it to be right. We have listened to
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what people have bad to say, and we are still
listening to them.

The Premier said that the House had heard
plenty from the member from Gascoyne and
nothing from the Leader of the Opposition or his
deputy. Let me remind the House and the Premier
that, firstly, unlike the Government, the Oppo-
sition is not a one-man band. We have more than
one person who can make a statement or a speech.
In fact, we have a whole team of people who can
do that. The Government has only one man who
can make speeches.

Mr Court: And he is getting tired.

Mr MacKINNON: Dead right. The Prermi.er is
getting tired from carrying the rest of them on his
back.

We have plenty of people over here who have
knowledge of tourism. I am quite happy to let the
member for Gascoyne, or, for that matter, any
other member on this side of the House, make
speeches about tourism. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition has made speeches about tourism, and he
will continue to do so. I have made speeches and
statements, as I am entitled to do, as is any other
member on this side of the House. What a weak
sort of statement from the Premier that one was.
What sort of an attack is that? It was an attack
with a feather, and it got the result it deserved.

Does the Government believe, as does the mem-
ber for Gascoyne, that there should be no changes
in the senior management of the Tourism Com-
mission until the recommendations of the Price
Waterhouse report have been discussed publicly?
The Premier tabled the Price Waterhouse report
at the conclusion of his speech, and during that
selfsame speech he asked whether we believed that
the recommendations in the Price Waterhouse re-
port should be implemented.

How the heck are we supposed to know? The
report was tabled only today. What an inane and
ridiculous suggestion that is. We will stand up and
be counted. We want to stand up and be counted.

This report has been tabled because of the vigil-
ance and ability Of the Opposition to embarrass
the Government. We are proud of that and we are
proud that we are able to have that report now
available for the public to peruse. We are proud
that people such as Len Hitchen now have the
opportunity to defend themselves through that
document. We will continue to attack the Govern-
ment every time we see it trying to hide behind
that facade it always puts up. We wanted the
public to see this Government's real performance
and we have been able to show it this time.

SUPPLY DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR CRANE (Moore) [3.23 p.m.]: In my con-
tribution to this debate I wish to cover some of the
problems which we are facing in Western
Australia because of a situation that exists
throughout Australia. There is a lack of confi-
dence in this country. The fact that our dollar has
been devalued so dramatically is an indication of
what other people think of us. Business has
declined to such an extent that it now cannot
afford to employ people. It has lost confidence in
itself. It has lost that confidence because it is not
allowed to make a profit any more. "Profit" has
become an ugly word. It is as a result of that that
we have so much unemployment.

I can remember not so many years ago when
one could go into a department store in the city
and receive courteous service. The department
stores were able to employ the people who today,
in many instances, are standing in dole queues.
They employed those people because they could
afford to employ them and because they wanted to
employ them. That was good for business. If one
goes into a department store today-here I am
talking about any business house in the metropoli-
tan area-one certainly does not receive proper
service. People have to provide their own service.
One cannot make inquiries without great diffi-
culty. One cannot purchase goods without having
to find somebody to take one's money and wrap
one's purchases. Service is non-existent. It is non-
existent because, as I have said there is no confi-
dence.

Demands being made by militant unions for
higher wages and for shorter hours have also
decreased confidence and caused hardship in the
business sector. That will continue as long as Par-
liaments such as this and idiots like the Minister
for Education allow it to happen. He keeps
interjecting. I understand that interjections are
highly undesirable in this place. I will therefore
continue to disregard them.

Until such time as we can regain confidence in
the business sector things will get worse. Here I
am referring to all businesses including Govern-
ment businesses. Until employers can get a decent
day's work for a decent day's pay I cannot see
much possibility of Australia ever becoming pros-
perous again. That applies not only to the business
houses, but also to our export industries. In the
past there was a saying, "A day's work for a day's
pay". I assure everybody who has a job today that
they are getting their day's pay. All we need now
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is to get a day's work from them and then we shall
all be able to move towards regaining the pros-
perity that we once had.

The 17 per cent loading placed on businesses is
tantamount to the straw that broke the camel's
back.

Mr McNee: Seventeen and a half per cent.

Mr CRANE: We could perhaps concede the 0.5
per cent if the Government took away the 17 per
cent. Workers' compensation insurance payments
have gone up. Payroll taxes have been imposed on
businesses. I am not blaming this Government for
any of these matters; I am blaming Governments
generally. I concede that my party was in office
for many years and would be responsible for most
of the blame. However, it is time that we
recognised the problems racing us and were big
enough to do something about them.

Income tax is another deterrent for the business
sector. It is not possible now to improve one's
business because of the tax burdens placed on it.
This is a Federal issue, or course, but the results
directly afrect this State.

We have a tremendous task ahead of us. I be-
lieve the only way the problem will be resolved is
by Parliament being big enough to recognise the
mistakes made in the past. This Government was
not necessarily the Government which made those
mistakes, but with our co-operation, we can cor-
rect them.

The Premier recently made certain suggestions
relating to national service for young people.
Those commitments were worthwhile, I believe,
although, how he came to receive the credit for
them, God only knows. Many of us have been
making those comments for many years. HeI just
happened to be in the right place at the right time.
It does not matter very much who receives the
credit as long as those suggestions are
implemented. I do not consider, necessarily, that
the national service about which he spoke should
be based on military service although that has its
place. Rather, I feel that young people could be
given a purpose in lire by being taught responsi-
bility and discipline and, as a result of that early
training, go on and further themselves as adult,
responsible people in our community. I believe the
suggestion should be supported by everyone. Per-
haps a parliamentary committee could be set up to
consider the ramifications of such a suggestion. I
am not suggesting that I will ever move for the
establishment of such a committee because I know
they are time-consuming. However, I would like to
see co-operation in this Parliament.

We, on this side of the House, should not oppose
simply because we sit on this side. We should

support good suggestions for what they are worth,
amend them and improve them if necessary and,
in so doing, make the Government recognise the
spirit of our intentions. In those circumstances, I
believe thatonly good could come from our deliber-
ations.

I am pleased that at long last the Jurien boat
harbour will be established. I have spoken of this
for many years-I think about nine or 10 years if I
remember rightly. There is a need for such a fa-
cility in that area. There has always been a great
deal of trouble launching boats, and particularly
the pleasure boats. For a number of years the
Dandaragan Shire Council has provided a remov-
able launching ramp for the pleasure boats.

Mr Taylor: The member for Kalamundla did not
seem too happy about it.

Mr CRANE: I will sort him out in a moment.
In the wintertime the temporary ramp was regu-
larly washed away with the result that it was a
costly exercise to provide a new one each year.
After discussion with the shire council-in fact, it
was at my suggestion-it was agreed that rather
than spend money on something more substantial
which did not wash away in the winter, we should
be prepared to put forward a proposal for a proper
boat harbour to serve both the Fishing Feet and
pleasure boat industry.

Representations were made by many people
over the years and it is unfortunate that the Jurien
boat harbour was not built during the term of the
previous Government because that is when it
should have been built. All the cards were stacked
in its favour. However, the Esperance boat har-
bour was given priority and built first even though
it did not have a fishing fleet of any consequence
or the need for it because of anchorages. Obvi-
ously for political or other reasons the Govern-
ment decided to give Esperance priority. When the
Opposition was in Government it was wrong to
take this action and, therefore, it does us no good
to criticise this Government for contracts it has let
to do a job on which we could have saved more
money if it had been done when it should have
been. I hope that will put the record straight in
this regard.

Going around my electorate, I have had re-
newed representation from people living in the
Quinns Rocks-Yanchep-Two Rocks area over a
matter I have raised in this Parliament many
times. I have also written many letters on the
subject and recently wrote to the Minister ror
Transport concerning crosswalks at Wanneroo.
This matter should have been attended to many
years ago but it has not been. Only a matter of
weeks ago one of my constituents from Yanchep
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was knocked down by a motor vehicle at the inter-
section of Hastings Street, Conlan Avenue, and
Wanneroo Road, adjacent to the shopping centre.
This is a very busy spot and the hazard is made
worse because the north-bound traffic entering the
Wanneron townsite approaches over a hill. It is
usually travelling a little faster than it should with
the result that the vehicles are almost at the haz-
ard spot-where a crosswalk should be
provided-before they realise what is going on.

People crossing Wanneroo Road are in a very
precarious situation with the two-way traffic lane.
I know that it is said one can get to the island in
the middle, take refuge, and watch the traffic the
other way. However, it is difficult for elderly
people and mothers with prams or young children
to cope with this road. A few years ago my office
was in Wanneroo-and it had been there for
some years-and I found it extremely difficult at
times to cross the road and I had to be extremely
careful when doing so. I bring this to the attention
of the Minister for Transport; I have written to
him and he will recall that I spoke with him on the
matter recently. I am sure that it is receiving at-
tention and he will consider it.

Mr Grill: I will have another look at this one for
you.

Mr CRANE: I appreciate that comment by the
Minister.

This should have been done before he became
Minister; probably the Main Roads Department
or the previous Minister should have taken action.
I wrote on one occasion and suggested that surely
we did not have to wait for someone to be hurt or
killed before action was taken. "No answer" was
the stern reply! However, I now have an assurance
from the Minister that he will consider the matter
and I have every confidence that he will do so.

I am concerned at the costs this Government i s
incurring on projects which I believe do not war-
rant such an expenditure. I refer of course to the
unnecessary cost of $130 000 for television adver-
tising to propagate the Government's case for Ab-
original land rights. I know that legislation is be-
fore the House and I believe this propa-
ganda-which is probably a better word for it-is
being used as an opportunity for the Premier to
put himself before the people. It is unfair in as
much as it is one-sided and the Opposition is not
given an opportunity to put forward its point of
view. This should not be necessary, and would not
be, if the Government had refrained from spend-
ing this $130 000 with the television companies. It
is really a gift. No such advertising should have
been undertaken. There is no need for the Oppo-
sition to be given an equal sum of money because

if that happened, the Government would be
wasting $260 000 and I do not believe we should
be wasting any money. There are many more im-
portant projects on which this money could be
spent.

I reiterate my concern, and the concern of
Western Australians generally, at the increasing
lack of respect for the law and at the sentences
handed down for miscreants who have been found
guilty. I would like to know where the directions
come from that certain sentences may be reduced.
Nowadays it seems that we are far more tolerant;
we accept it as inevitable that people will break
the law, and cause a great deal of mischief and
inconvenience to others, and will not be asked to
make restitution to those whose goods they may
have stolen or damaged. In fact, in many in-
stances, they do not receive any punishment at all,
or perhaps only a light fine or a rap over the
knuckles and a request not to do it again. This
matter is of tremendous concern to us all. It is
another indication of why people are losing faith
in Western Australia and why there is a lack of
confidence in life itself.

As citizens we are entitled to the protection of
the law, yet even the police-who do their job so
well; I have nothing but praise for the manner in
which they carry out their responsibilities-are let
down when cases come before the courts and soft
and easy judgments are delivered. Probably the
most blatant and shocking example of this, an
example which increased the lack of confidence of
the community, was the dropping of the charges
against the Secretary of the TWU, Mr O'Connor
recently. That was shocking action for any
Government to take. I very carefully did not say
"any responsible Government" because the action
taken demonstrates that the Government is not
responsible. The ramifications of that action will
reverberate through our community for many
years.

I hope that, in its wisdom, the Government may
recognise the mistake it has made and endeavour
to reverse the decision. We all make mistakes and
we shall all continue to make them. However, it is
important that, having recognised that one has
made a' mistake, one is big enough to admit it and
do something about correcting it. The Government
should recognise where it made the mistake in
respect of the O'Connor case and it should correct
that mistake. If it did so, it would command a
great deal of respect from the community of West-
ern Australia.

It was suggested in the newspapers yesterday
that the Government was losing favour. I do not
conduct polls; I simply talk to people. However,
when one is talking to people one cannot always be
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sure of the exact position, because people tend to
tell one things which are not necessarily the case.
For example, I have met only one person in my
electorate who did not vote for me, yet the figures
which came out at the ballot suggested a few
others may not have voted for me. I make the
point that people do not always tell one what they
are really thinking. However, generally speaking,
one can guage the level of feelings on an issue. The
mistake the Government made in its handling of
the O'Connor case was very serious. As I said
previously, the result of that mistake will be far
more devastating to the Government than it ap-
preciates.

In a moment of lightheartedness I said that the
disease which will result from that mistake will be
far greater than AIDS; the Government will be
suffering from "O'Connorrhoea" for the rest of its
life!

There is a problem in respect of the school bus
contract system with which the Government could
assist, but it has not done much about it so far.
This matter remains unresolved and the Minister
for Education who interjected so frequently pre-
viously is not now in his seat, which is unfortunate,
because he is a person who could do something
about it. It is a shame that contractors who
entered into agreements with the Government now
find that those agreements are not being
honoured. All agreements should be honoured
when they are entered into in a proper manner.
Many of these bus contracts were drawn up prop-
erly, but unfortunately the Government has de-
cided to disregard them. A great deal of hardship
and frustration is being caused as a result.

It is always the responsibility of Government to
endeavour to cut costs. However, the Government
must exercise discretion when doing so and it
should bear in mind that the school bus Service is
of tremendous importance not only to country
people-although mainly it affects country people,
because their children could not attend school
were it not for school buses-but also to city
people, particularly those who live on the outskirts
of the metropolitan area.

A problem exists at Quinns Rock where we are
endeavouring to obtain a separate bus service for
the primary school. The route taken by a bus
which serves Wanneroo includes a spur which
takes the children in outlying areas into the pri-
mary school at Quinns Rock. However, according
to all the criteria, the number of children using the
bus service is sufficient to warrant establishing a
separate bus service. I am not sure of the exact
number of children involved, but there would be
20 or 23 children using this bus service.

These children are entitled to have their own
school bus, but because they have not been given
one, they must travel on a bus which operates
from Warneroo. As a result, these children are
picked up by the bus very early in the morning and
dropped off very late in the afternoon, which
causes distress to their parents and results in the
children having to undergo a very long bus journey
each day.

I am not being unreasonable when I ask the
Government to examine the matter with a view to
providing a separate school bus for the Quinns
Rock Primary School.

I notice the Minister for Water Resources is in
the Chamber. The other day I approached him
with a deputation from the Moora Shire which
was well received. It related to the water situation
at Bindi Bindi and Miling. For the last seven years
water restrictions have been imposed on the people
of Miling. This summer restrictions have been
placed on top of restrictions, if members know
what that means-I am not too sure of the mean-
ing myself. However, the net result is that no
water is coming out of the taps and people get very
thirsty.

We made a deputation to the Minister and he
listened to our pleas and promised to look into the
matter. There is no easy solution to the problem
and any solution necessitates expenditure. There is
no water to be found around Miling or Bindi
Bindi. For years the Public Works Department
investigated this matter and eventually it
produced the conclusion that there is no point in
looking further for water there. Therefore, it
would only be a waste of time, effort, and money
to look for an alternative water source in that
a rea.

There is only one solution to the problem and
that is the suggestion 1, along with others, have
made in the House. although I raised it first. The
solution relates to the Agaton project. If the water
in the Agaton were tapped from the basin west of
Watheroo, it was proposed that a pipe be installed
to connect with the comprehensive pipe at Pithara
and the eastern wheat-belt. That would augment
the scheme there and a pipe could then be in-
stalled through to Miling and Bindi Bindi.

I appreciate the shortage of money and the dif-
ficulties which would be associated with starting
such a project. However, the side benefits to the
State would be substantial not only in respect of
the increased employment which would be
provided in the laying of the pipe, but also in the
manufacturing industries which would make the
pipe. I have presented such a suggestion to the
Premier alIready.
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I suggested a solution to the Minister and [ feel
confident he will ask his officers to look at it. That
solution was that the Agaton project be
commenced in reverse by bringing a pipe back
from Pithara to connect with Miling and Bindi
Bindi. When the project commences at Watheroo,
a pipe could be laid to connect with the pipe at
Pithara and, in turn, with the pipe to Miling and
Bindi Bindi.

Bindi Bindi is my home town. Although it will
not be of great interest to members of the House,I
went to school there for seven years. I used to walk
1 000 miles a year to and from the Bindi Bindi
school, which makes a total of 7 000 miles, and it
did not do me any harm. As I once said, I learnt
all I learnit at Bindi Bindi and now I know nothing!

In the summertime, not only did I have to walk
to school, but also I had to carry my waterbag,
because there was no water at the school. It was a
one-teacher school and the building housed the
teacher's accommodation and the schoolroom. The
teacher and his wife lived there and in one big
room infants to grade 7 students were taught.
There were only two water tanks which had a
capacity of approximately 7 000 gallons each.
They ran dry in very hot summers and, therefore,
we had to carry our own waterbags. I am familiar
with the difficulties in country areas, because I
have experienced them myself.

I have walked to school and carried my
waterbag, but that does not mean I go around my
electorate telling other people they ought to do the
same. We have moved beyond that situation and,
therefore, I am confident the Minister will exam-
ine the proposal the deputation put before him, to
ascertain whether we could install the pipe from
Pithara first, so that that area can be served with
water.

In passing I remind the Minister that when the
Country Water Supply Authority told the people
of Miling that they would be on restrictions, they
were told they would have to water their gardens
with bath water. This is rather unfortunate.

I suppose I could have asked a rather sen-
sational question in this place a few weeks ago, but
I did not want to do so. I just want to illustrate the
point here that these are some of the incon-
veniences people in the country have had to put up
with over the years. I well remember many years
ago-and I am not ashamed of this
fact-Saturday night was bath night. Of course,
the children were bathed first; then mother got
into the bath and, after that, father had his bath.
One kept topping up the hot water. That is not
something we should laugh at because it happened
out of necessity. When I was a little fellow I had

my bath first, but when I grew up and had a
family of my own, I slipped down to the other end
of the line and I was the last one to get into the
bath. I am not ashamed of it, because that is what
we had to do.

Fortunately, we have progressed a little further
now away from home water tanks. Although we
do not have to suffer these inconveniences, this
situation did occur and water is still scarce and
precious.

I ask the Minister to please be tolerant of the
situation in the country because the concern is
quite genuine. It is a very productive area. The
amount of wheat, wool, and sheep that it has
produced over the years is tremendous. Its contri-
bution to the welfare of this State and this
country-in terms of revenue which comes from
the area-and the rewards have been tremendous.
Therefore, as an area which is making its contri-
bution, it should be shown some compassion.

I noticed in the newspaper the other day that
steps are being taken for the Government to spend
$8 million to run fresh water to Rottnest Island. I
am not saying we do not want fresh water at
Rottnest, because we probably do, but people who
are holiday-making are going over there to enjoy
themselves at their leisure for recreational pur-
poses. I ask the Government to put its priorities
right. Water is needed at Miling and Bindi Bindi.
That is a productive area which is making a
tremendous contribution and is of great value to
the State, and I am sure it will continue to do so
for many years, because it is in an area which has
never known a drought and which has never failed
to produce. I see no reason for it ever to fail in the
future.

Today and over the last couple of days we have
discussed the effects of the world parity pricing of
oil and the hardship that it is causing in rural
areas. I mention in passing that I know we will
debate this issue at some time in the near future,
and I will make a greater contribution then. I
remind members that 1 do not speak of this merely
because I represent a rural electorate. There is no
other commodity which could affect the general
public more thani the price of fuel. People living in
the metropolitan area are affected in the same
way as are people in country areas. This is a prob-
lem the Government must come to grips with be-
cause it is adding to the rural hardship problem
which we have faced for many years.

I want to spend a little time on the vexing prob-
lem of rural hardship. In 1983 1 raised this matter
in the House; the Government moved an amend-
ment to my motion and a Select Committee was
set up to inquire into rural hardship. I would like
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to pay tribute to the members of that committee
with whom I had the privilege to serve. The com-
mittee comprised the member for Mt. Marshall
from this side of the House and, from the other
side of the House, the member for Kalgoorlie, who
was the chairman of the committee, the member
for Scarborough and the member for Mitchell.
During our investigations we interviewed many
people and we saw the problem at first hand. I
could not fail to be impressed with the compassion
and the understanding shown by my colleagues on
that committee, many of whom had not appreci-
ated the problems that some rural people face and
the difficulties being encountered as a result of the
decline in prices and the increase in costs. I can
only thank those members for their consideration
and determination to write the report, tabled on
I I October last year, setting out the areas
involved, and the extent and the location of this
hardship. Unfortunately, like most reports, it is
taking a while before it is being acted upon;
usually reports are not acted upon and they gather
dust in a pigeonhole!

Today we are still facing the same problem, but
it has accelerated. Prices, unfortunately have
declined, in the main, and costs have continued to
escalate. We do not know how many forced sales
are occurring, but we hear different figures. We
do know, as the member for Greenough said
earlier today, that many farmers are in desperate
straits and are having to move off their properties.
They are not able to sell them because no buyers
are available, and they are not able to continue
farming because of an insufficient level of finance.

Because of my concern, on 2 November I wrote
to the President of the PIA who, incidentally, is
my nephew, Winston Crane.

Mr Parker: A very decent name too!
Mr CRANE: Yes, it is. I wrote to him as a

result of an article which appeared in the Western
Farmer of 25 October 1984, under the unfair
headline "Groves tips bucket on hardship report".

Mr Gordon Hill: The letter read, "Dear Uncle
Bert".

Mr CRANE: If the member for Helena really
wants to know the truth, my nephew did not write
back, and that is not to his credit.

Mr Parker: He was not very well brought up,
obviously.

Mr CRANE: I do not know whether it was a
lack of respect for his uncle or because he is a very
busy person, but he got his senior vice president to
write back to me on I I February, but
unfortunately Mr Lee did not answer the question
or address the matters which I brought to
Winston's attention. The point I would like to

make here is that the economist's report in the
newspaper says-

An agricultural research economist has
fired a salvo at a parliamentary select com-
mittee for its "spoiled child syndrome" ap-
proach to WA rural sector hardship.

That is an insult to the intelligence and the integ-
rity of the five members who comprised that
Select Committee, and I am sure the chairman
would agree. There was no "spoiled child syn-
drome" approach by the committee. In fact, I
referred Winston to the second paragraph on page
6 of the Select Committee report. The same situ-
ation applies today. It reads as follows-

Had not the current season turned out to
be as promising as it has the Select Com-
mittee believes that the marginal wheatlands
and new land farming areas it visited would
have entered a state of collapse. The Select
Committee feels that a good season in
1984/85 will only help delay this collapse
which is inevitable if there is no dramatic
reduction of costs coupled with increased
commodity prices.

I am sure the chairman would agree entirely with
that paragraph which we all wrote. We had an
above average season in 1984-85, and the position
in the country is worse than it was last year. That
bears out exactly what our Committee wrote in
this report.

That is why I asked a question the other day of
the Minister for Agriculture to reconstitute our
committee so we could receive information from
the country.

In my letter to Winston Crane on 2 November
and another letter to the President of the Pastoral-
ists and Graziers Association I asked them for
once in their lives to get together in view of the
difficulties the industry was facing and approach
the Premier and ask him to send the members of
our committee to Canberra to speak with the
Prime Minister, the Federal Treasurer (Mr
Keating), and the Minister for Primary Industry
(Mr Kerin).

That was the letter to which I did not receive a
reply, except from Mr Lee who did not answer the
questions. I have not received a reply from Mr
Cameron either, and I wrote to them both today
reminding them that I have not received a reply
and asking them whether we are not all kicking in
the same direction. If they think I am a bloody
idiot that is okay by me, but let them write back
and tell me so. I will not take action. It is a fair
question to ask of them. Both those organisations
are endeavouring to push their own wheelbarrow
and go to Canberra. They have done this for years.
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If they have been so damned successful why is the
industry in such a hell of a mess? They have not
been successful, but they do not have the intelli-
gence or the integrity to join forces now and ask us
to at least have a go.

The chairman and members of the Com-
mittee-and I see the member for Scarborough
resuming his seat-were the ones who went out
and took evidence and on occasions had to go up
and put an arm around someone who was crying.
The member for Scarborough will well remember
that.

M r Gordon Hill: Male or female?

Mr CRANE: It does not matter whether they
are male or female when one has to off .er some
condolence or assistance or help, or give them
some encouragement. We did that. Do not tell me
we would not be the best ones to take that com-
mittee report to the Prime Minister (Mr Hawke).
But no, those two useless ruddy leaders, as useless
as tits on a bull, will not join forces and ask us to
do that. I am pleading on behalf of the rural
industry.

Lately I have been asked if I would raise in this
Parliament the need to reintroduce three Acts
which were brought into this place in the 1930s,
the Farmers' Debts Adjustment Act, the Mort-
gagees' Rights Restriction Act, and the rural relief
Act. There is a school of thought which says that
if these Acts were reintroduced funds would dry
up. I spoke this morning with one of the leading
bankers of possibly the biggest bank in Western
Australia who said there was no evidence of it and
he did not believe it would happen. It is a herring
drawn across the trail by people who are being
encouraged by banks and financial institutions not
to allow this to happen.

The Farmers' Debts Adjustment Act went out
of operation only in 1972, I think, and there is no
reason it should not be reconstituted. We could do
it in a relatively simple manner and it could give to
the rural community the relief it gave over many
years. Was there a restriction on finance in 1972?
No, there was not. I will tell members what is the
problem with most people, and that includes the
majority of members of Parliament: Man fears
most that which he does not understand. Let us all
understand how the banking system works and
what it involves, and let us get together as a Par-
liament because if we do not do something very
damned soon we will not have a rural industry at
all. It is at the point of collapse.

We said in our report it would collapse if there
was not a good season in 1984-85. It did not
collapse simply because it has been given a good
season-thank God, He did it; He gave us a little

respite for another 12 months-but it is not
enough for the majority of farmers.

I do not know how I am going to do it because I
have not yet decided, but I intend to bring this
matter forward again so that we can reinstitute
those Acts of Parliament and save the primary
industry of this country. If we do not there is no
future for anyone. I make that plea not only on
behalf of people in the rural industry, but on be-
half of every person who lives in Western
Australia because the benefits which flow from
rural industry when it is productive and well are of
value to everyone.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sit-
ting, on motion by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the
House).

(Continued on page 1253)

MINING AMENDMENT DILL (NO. 2)
Second Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [4.07 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill proposes to amend the Mining Act 1978-
1982 to deal with the terms and conditions upon
which mining exploration and development may
occur on land granted under the provisions of the
Aboriginal Land Bill 1985 which is currently be-
fore the House.

The Mining Amendment Bill (No. 2) builds
onto and adapts issues sought to be introduced in
the Mining Amendment Bill which is currently
before the House, for instance, with respect to the
adaptation of the Mining Compensation Tribunal.

These amendments have been drafted by the
legislative drafting committee containing rep-
resentation from the following organisations-

the Aboriginal Lands Trust;
the Aboriginal Advisory Council;
the Federation of Aboriginal Land Councils;
the Australian Mining Industry Council;
the Chamber of Mines of Western Australia
(Inc.);
the Pastoralists and Graziers Association of
Western Australia (Inc.);
the Primary Industry Association of Western
Australia (Inc.);
the Association of Mining and Exploration
Companies Inc.; and,
the Australian Petroleum Explorers Associ-
ation.

The Western Australian Department of Mines
was, of course, closely involved.
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The current provisions with respect to miners' en-
try onto Aboriginal reserves are controlled by the
issue of entry permits. While there may be consul-
tation with the Aboriginal Lands Trust, which in
turn Must consult with the Aboriginal people
occupying a reserve, there is no statutory formula
which allows direct negotiations to occur between
a mining explorer and those Aboriginal people
occupying the reserve to which the miners seek
access. The provisions in the Bill propose direct
negotiations between the miners and the Aborigi-
nal owners or occupiers of Aboriginal land with
reference to a tribunal in cases where the parties
are unable to reach agreement. The tribunal's
power is recommendatory except with respect to
the payment of compensation in which case its
ruling is determinative.

The Bill maintains the proposition of Crown
ownership of minerals to which access is allowed
to miners upon satisfactory protection being ac-
corded to matters of concern to Aboriginal owners
or occupiers. There is no veto proposed nor can
any de facto veto arise. Compensation payments
are not connected to the value of the minerals.
Protection is given to sacred sites and they cannot
be traded for monetary or any other consideration.
The provisions of the Aboriginal Heritage Act
1972 remain unaffected by the proposals
contained in the Bill.

I now propose to deal with the Provisions of the
Bill in two parts: (A) entry; and (B) post-tenement
pegging exploration and mining development.

(A) Entry: It is proposed that those miners
wishing to enter Aboriginal land would have to
obtain a permit from the mining registrar or
warden. To obtain a permit a miner would have to
establish, not necessarily by the giving of oral evi-
dence in formal proceedings, that he is a bona fide
miner. Those proceedings are to be held ex parte.

As part of those proceedings the miner must
identify which Aboriginal land he proposes to en-
ter and whether any negotiations have taken place
with the Aboriginal landholder with respect to
that entry. Such applications may be determined
by the registrar. He may, however, refer the mat-
ter to a mining warden for determination. A
mining warden may require formal proceedings to
be undertaken. A permit once issued lasts for a
period of four months and may be renewed. The
issuing of a permit authorises the miner to enter
onto Aboriginal land to prospect for minerals and
mark out the land for mining and confers those
rights to the same extent as if the miner held a
miner's right and was entering upon Crown land
and is subject to the miner paying compensation
for damage caused on the same basis that a pas-
toral lessee may obtain damages from mining ex-

ploration. Those damages are to be assessed by the
warden.

The Bill provides that prescribed conditions re-
lating to the social conduct of miners on Aborigi-
nal land may be made by regulation on a region-
by-region basis. Regions will be those areas
covered by Aboriginal Regional Organisations as
created under the Aboriginal Land Bill.

In cases where a miner does not enter in good
faith for mining purposes or breaches a prescribed
condition, the Minister for Minerals and Energy
has the right to revoke the permit or suspend the
operation of the permit and refer the question as
to whether there are grounds for continued sus-
pension or revocation of the permit to the wardens'
court for hearing and the making of a
recommendation. In lieu of the revocation of the
permit, there may be a determination that no pen-
alty be imposed or that a penalty not exceeding
S1 000 be imposed.

There is provision under the Bill for the Minis-
ter for Minerals and Energy, upon being satisfied
of a person's good faith, to declare a permit to be
deemed to have issued in favour of that person. In
such a case that person must serve notice in
writing on the Aboriginal landholder stating that
he is deemed to be the holder of a permit and of
his intention to enter the land and that notice must
be served within a period of four months preceding
his entry onto the land. There is power in the
Minister to vary or revoke such a declaration.
Such a deemed permission to enter will be subject
to the permit complying with the prescribed con-
ditions relating to the miner's social behaviour on
Aboriginal land.

In cases where a mining registrar or warden
refuses to grant an application for the issue of a
permit, a mining applicant may appeal to the Min-
ister against such refusal and the Minister may
determine the issue of whether such a permit
should be issued.

As has already been mentioned in the second
reading speech for the Acts Amendment
(Aboriginal Land) Bill the system of requiring a
ministerial permit to enter currently existing re-
serves which under the provisions of the Aborigi-
nal Land Bill will be vested automatically as Ab-
original land will be phased out from the expir-
ation of the period in which claims for Aboriginal
land may be made under the provisions of the
Aboriginal Land Bill 1985.

(B) Post-tenement pegging exploration and
mining development on Aboriginal land: When a
miner, pursuant to the issue of a permit, has
pegged a claim then he must make application in
the ordinary way for the grant of a mining ten-
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ement. The miner must, within 21 days of lodg-
ment of the application with the mining registrar,
serve a copy on the Aboriginal landholder and on
any mortgagee or other person who has a legit-
imate interest registered on the title relating to the
Aboriginal land. The mining warden will then pro-
ceed to hear the application in the ordinary way.

The Bill specifically provides that such an appli-
cation shall not be challenged on the basis that the
land should not have been granted as Aboriginal
land or that, being Aboriginal land, the land
should not be used for mining, or being Aboriginal
land the title to that land should not have been
granted to that particular Aboriginal landholder,
or that the effects of the mining will be detrimen-
tal to the use of the land by an Aboriginal person.
Nor will the warden be able to comment on other
matters which would normally rail within the
Mining Compensation Tribunal's jurisdiction.
That jurisdiction will be outlined shortly.

Upon a determination as to whether the mining
tenement should issue, the warden makes a
recommendation to the Minister. In cases where
his recommendation is that the tenement be
granted, a copy of that recommendation is to be
given to both the mining applicant and to each
Aboriginal land corporation and/or any regional
Aboriginal organisation in relation to which the
land affected applies.

In cases where the warden does not make a
recommendation in favour of the granting of the
tenement, but the Minister decides that the grant
ought to be made, the Minister shall cause a simi-
lar notice to be given to the parties.

The Aboriginal landholder may, within either
60 days of service of the application for a mining
tenement, or within 30 days after service of a copy
of the recommendation of the warden, whichever
is the longer, or in such further period as the
Aboriginal landholder and the mining applicant
may agree in writing, or in such further reasonable
period as the Minister, upon cause being shown,
may permit, cause a notice in writing to be served
on the mining applicant setting out "Aboriginal
interests" which are defined to cover the following
matters:

The location of any Aboriginal residential
area or house or other permanent or regular
dwelling or any other area customarily occu-
pied by Aboriginal people;

the location of any dams, bores, wells,
springs or waterholes customarily used by
Aboriginal people;

notification of any improvements;

the location of any cemetery or burial
ground in which Aboriginal people are cus-
tomarily buried; and

sites in relation to which Aborigines wish
there to be no mining access and/or in re-
lation to which mining access is sought to be
made subject to conditions.

Where Aboriginal groups do not serve such a no-
tice within the time above specified, or at all,
mining may proceed as if the land were open
Crown land but subject to any areas declared
protected under the Aboriginal Heritage Act
1972, Where the groups do serve a notice, nego-
tiations in relation to those issues shall take place
between the applicant miner and the Aboriginal
landholder in relation to all matters in respect of
further entry upon, access to, and use of the land
for mining purposes. The parties shall attempt to
reach an agreement.

Where, within a period~of 60 days from the date
of service of the notice of Aboriginal interests, or
such longer period as the parties may in writing
agree, a written agreement is not concluded, then
the matter may be referred by either party to the
Mining Compensation Tribunal.

For the purposes of this Bill the Mining Com-
pensation Tribunal shall consist of an independent
chairman of the same qualifications as the chair-
man proposed under the Mining Amendment Bill,
an Aboriginal representative and a mining rep-
resentative. Upon a party referring a matter to the
tribunal the tribunal shall cause the other party
and the mining registrar and Director General of
Mines to be notified that a reference to the tri-
bunal has been made. There is a provision for the
tribunal to grant an expedited hearing.

The tribunal is recommendatory except in re-
lation to any question of compensation where its
determination shall be final. Nothing shall how-
ever require the miner to proceed with his mining
application if after a decision has been made he is
not prepared to accept the terms and conditions
set.

Compensation will be payable to the Aboriginal
landholders or occupiers for social disruption
caused to Aboriginal residential areas by post-
tenement exploration or mining development ac-
tivities.

The Bill allows for variation of conditions
and/or compensation provisions in cases where
there is a substantial change in the exploration or
development proposals.

In al cases a miner may not commence mining
operations unless and until he has paid or tendered
any money by way of compensation that he is
required to pay.
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In determining which areas miners should not
be permitted to enter because those areas contain
sites, the tribunal must seek a balance between the
public interest in the facilitation or mineral explo-
ration and mining and the need to protect areas of
special significance to Aboriginal persons. How-
ever, as with provisions of the Aboriginal Heritage
Act, a prohibition once imposed may be lifted by
the Governor by Orders- in-Council but not
otherwise.

The Bill also deals with procedures with respect
to miners seeking to enter land that is the subject
of a pending claim under the provisions or the
Aboriginal Land Bill. The provisions of the Abor-
iginal Land Bill which relate to the vesting of land
are, under that Bill, unable to be given effect to
until provisions of the 'Mining Amendment Bill
(No. 2) become operative.

There has been much consultation between the
interest groups with respect to the provisions
contained in this Bill. The outcome represents a
fine balance which will allow mining exploration
and development to proceed subject to the protec-
tion specified of Aboriginal interests, and avoids
difficulties which have arisen in other parts of
Australia at the interface of Aboriginal and
mining parties.

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

Jones.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR

Presence in Speaker's Gallery
THE SrEAKER (Mr Harman): Before I pro-

ceed to the next itemn of business, I wish to ac-
knowledge in the Speaker's Gallery the presence
of Hon. A. T. Evans, the State member for
Ballarat North in Victoria.

[Applause.]

PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for

Transport) [4.19 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill Will ensure that members of the parlia-
mentary staff, and the Government Printer and
his officers, who help members in the printing of
copies of their speeches or extracts therefrom for
distribution, will not be liable for any defamatory
material which might appear in those copies.

The law as it now stands confers an absolute
protection on members in respect of what they say

in debate in either House. No matter how defama-
tory their statements may be, no legal action can
be sustained against them. There are also protec-
tions applying to those who report the proceedings
of Parliament, but in the main, these protections
apply only if certain conditions are met.

Firstly, there is the privilege conferred on any
fair report of the proceedings of either House,
provided that it is made in good faith, for the
information of the public. This is found in section
354(1) of the Criminal Code.

Secondly, there is the privilege conferred on any
publication which is made in good faith, for the
information of the public, or a copy of, or an
extract from or abstract of, any paper published
by order of either House. This is found in section
3 54(2) of the code.

Finally, there are the provisions of the Parlia-
mentary Papers Act, 1891, which in effect confer
an absolute privilege on the publication of a copy
of any paper published by authority of either
House, and in respect of extracts from or abstracts
of such papers, confer a privilege which is quali-
fied by the requirement that the publication is
made bona fide and without malice.

So far as the Criminal Code is concerned, a
publication is said to be made in good faith, for
the information of the public, if the person by
whom it is made is not actuated by ill-will to the
person defamed, or by any other improper motive,
and if the manner of the publication is such as is
ordinarily and fairly used in the case of the publi-
cation of news.

Although different words are used, the require-
ment for "good faith" in the code is essentially the
same as that in the Parliamentary Papers Act.

It is probably safe enough for members to act
on the assumption that Hansard is published
under the authority of the Houses, even though
there is no express authority to that effect. On that
assumption, copies or abstracts of, or extracts
from speeches which have already appeared in
that publication can be said to attract the statu-
tory protections applying to things published with
the authority of either House.

In this case, the privileges of the Parliamentary
Papers Act are available-an absolute privilege in
the case of the publication of a copy, and, in the
case of the publication of an extract, or abstract, a
privilege qualified only by the requirement that
the publisher act bona ide and without malice.

Where the speech is published-either wholly
or in part-outside the House, prior to its appear-
ing in Hansard, then those responsible for its pub-
lication must rely on the more qualified privilege
provided in section 354(l) of the code. It is doubt-
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ful that this provision affords any privilege in
respect of defamatory statements contained in an
account of a member's speech which is published
separately from any account of the rest of the
relevant debate-

As a result, there are serious doubts about the
legal position of a member, or any other person,
involved in the publication outside the Houses of
any report of the wards used by a member in
connection with the proceedings in either IHouse.
The fact that those words are absolutely privileged
when used in the House does not mean that the
same words, subsequently published outside the
House, can not be made the subject of an action
for defamation.

In understanding the present proposals it needs
to be remembered that, where defamatory words
are published, action may be brought not only
against the person whose words they are, but also
against any person who has participated in the
publication. This includes not only those con-
cerned in the actual distribution or dissemination,
but also those who composed the libel . These
people, as well as the person who first used the
defamatory words, may have cause to claim the
protection of one or other of the statutory privi-
leges which I have mentioned.

Although the better opinion seems to be that
those only incidentally involved in the publication
will not be deprived of an otherwise available
privilege because of the malice of the person who
made the defamatory remark, there remains some
doubt as to whether the incidental helper who Is
aware of the untruth of the statement before he
passes it on, can escape liability.

I understand it has long been a practice for
Hansard staff and the Government Printer to as-
sist members wishing to prepare copies of their
speeches or extracts therefrom for distribution
outside the Parliament. However, in recent times
the Hansard staff have been made aware that, in
some circumstances, this activity could involve
them in legal liability. As a result they withdrew
the assistance previously given pending the car-
riage of a resolution in both Houses which was
directed to protecting their position. Although the
Government Printer has not expressed any similar
disquiet, his legal position and that of his staff, is
very much the same.

It is proposed to give a special privilege to all
those who are involved in assisting members in this
way. That is done by clause 2 of the Bill which
provides for a new section 3A, the effect of which
will be to confer an unconditional privilege on all
those whose assistance is provided on the written
request of a member. Subsection (2) of the

proposed new section extends this privilege to
words which are published in the report of the
speech, though not attributed to the member
whose speech it is.

This is to cover defamatory words in an interjec-
tion by another member where that interjection is
published as part of the report of the speech.

It should be clearly understood that this
measure does not extend the privilege which mem-
bers themselves now enjoy.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr NMensaros.

COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION BILL

Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [4.26 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

In 1974, the Standing Committee of Attorneys
General resolved "to consider the existing legis-
lation and reports on commercial arbitration with
a view to preparing a model Bill to form the basis
of uniform legislation".

The need for reform and restatement of this
area of the law has been recognised in a number of
Australian jurisdictions. South Australia's Law
Reform Committee first reported on commercial
arbitration in 1969 and our own Law Reform
Commission reported on the subject in 1974.
Victoria's Chief Justices' Law Reform Committee
considered the matter twice-in 1974, and again
in 1977; the Queensland Law Reform Commission
reported on the subject in 1970; the ACT Law
Reform Committee in 1974; and the New South
Wales Law Reform Commission in 1976.

This Bill is substantially based on the model
Bill, subsequently agreed by the Standing Com-
mittee of Attorneys General.

New South Wales and Victoria have already
passed, but not proclaimed, similar legislation.
Minor technical variations have, however, been
made in each jurisdiction to accommodate the
laws of each State.

It is intended that Australia will ultimately have
a substantially uniform system of arbitration for
the settlement of disputes arising from commercial
agreements.

At present, the Arbitration Act 1895 provides
for arbitrations in this State. The Act is very brief,
and inadequate for the complexities of modern
contractual conditions. The Bill repeals the Arbi-
tration Act and updates the provisions needed to
deal both with large commercial claims and inter-
national disputes.
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The use of arbitrators to attempt to settle com-
mercial disputes has a very long history. The set-
tling of a commercial dispute by arbitration en-
ables the parties to put their case before a tribunal
of their own choosing, a tribunal which has exper-
tise in the particular subject matter of the dispute.

The major advantages to the parties over a
court hearing are, generally, savings in time and
cost, flexibility, privacy and the availability of ex-
pertise. It is an important advantage to the parties
that hearings are conducted in private so that the
risk of release of confidential commercial infor-
mation in open court is removed.

Commercial enterprises operating throughout
Australia will greatly appreciate the availability of
a uniform system of arbitration. Most large arbi-
trations involve interstate companies and
personalities. It will facilitate the settlement of
disagreements between persons in different States.

While the Bill is lengthy, many of the provisions
relate to purely procedural matters. I shall draw
attention to some of the more important aspects of
the legislation.

Appointment of arbitrators: The Bill makes pro-
vision for the court to appoint an arbitrator where
an arbitration agreement is silent as to who should
arbitrate, or where an appointed person dies, or
otherwise fails to act. The court may replace an
arbitrator. Apart from this, the possibility for
court intervention is kept to a minimum.

The Supreme Court will have primary juris-
diction in matters related to the resolution of dis-
putes by arbitration, although it is provided that
the parties may agree to nominate the District
Court.

Conduct of proceedings: The arbitrator will
have a wide discretion as to the manner in which
arbitrations are conducted. The arbitrator must
act according to law, but may otherwise conduct
proceedings as thought fit.

On application to the court, a party to an arbi-
tration will be able to obtain a writ or summons
requiring a person to appear or to produce docu-
ments.

An arbitrator will have power to make interim
awards. This is frequently necessary in order to
preserve the status quo, to safeguard property, or
to protect the interests of a party pending a full
hearing.

An arbitrator will have the power to order
specific performance of an agreement in circum-
stances in which such a remedy would be available
in the court. Arbitration awards will be Final and
binding.

Unless the arbitration agreement makes specific
provision as to costs, the arbitrator will have a
discretion as to costs. There is also provision for an
interest component to be included in the award.
Such a provision takes account of commercial re-
ality.

Clause 22(2) is derived from the rules of the
United Nations Conference on International Com-
mercial Arbitration. While Victoria has adopted
an English form of words, New South Wales and
the present Bill retain the original expression. This
is included to ensure that our legislation is consist-
ent with the United Nations Conference rules.
The provision will enable an arbitrator, where the
parties so agree, to decide according to general
considerations of equity and good conscience, by
way of com promise, or on such ot her basis a s may
be agreed.

Powers of court: There will be no jurisdiction in
the court to set aside an arbitrator's award on the
ground of error of fact or law on the face of the
award. The new commercial arbitration system is
intended to supplant the jurisdiction of the court
where an agreement permits arbitration as a
means of dispute resolution.

It will encourage the development of a speedy
and economical means for resolution of disputes
by experts in the field.

To appeal from an arbitrator's award, consent
of the parties, or the leave of the court, will be
required. The court will have power to deal with
instances of deliberate delay by a party and in-
competence on the part of an arbitrator.

Foreign awards and agreements: The proposed
system is specifically intended to encourage arbi-
tration in settlement of disputes arising under in-
ternational agreements. Parties from countries
which are signatories to the United Nations Con-
vention on the recognition and enforcement of
foreign arbitral awards will be encouraged to arbi-
trate in Australia, and the court will have the
power to enforce overseas awards.

Representation of parties: Of particular concern
to the standing committee was the question of
representation.

Clause 20 provides for representation and relies
upon the judgment of the arbitrator to determine
whether to grant leave for a party to be
represented. Where it is likely that representation
will have the beneficial effect of lessening the
length or cost of proceedings, the granting of leave
is mandatory. The provision applies equally to
legal or other expert representation.

Schedule I contains amendments consequential
to the repeal of the Arbitration Act 1895.

1252



[Thursday, 21 March 1985] 15

Schedule 2 sets out the articles of the United
Nations Convention on the recognition and en-
forcement of foreign arbitral awards.

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

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE INVESTIGATIONS:

R ULES
Council's Resolution: Motion to Concur

Debate resumed from 19 March.

MR HASSELL (Cattesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [4.34 p.m.]: The Opposition does not
intend to oppose these rules. They relate to the
delegation of certain powers by the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative Investigations
as explained by the Minister on introduction.

The only question I raise with the Minis-
ter-and it is very much for the sake of hearing
his answer in a genuine way-is whether there is
not a modicum of concern about rule 5. We have
no objection whatever to the broad provisions of
clause 4 allowing the commissioner to delegate his
functions to the deputy commissioner, but rule 5
relates to a delegation of most of the com-
missioner's powers to an officer described as a
specific officer of the commission.

A specific officer is defined as an investigating
officer, a legal officer or any other officer of the
commissioner occupying a position not lower in
classification than an investigating officer or a
legal officer.

It seems to me that is rather wide, and bearing
in mind the breadth of the powers which might be
delegated, I raise a question about it.

I know the Minister has expressed an intention
on behalf of the commissioner to follow certain
practices. I cannot see any reason why those prac-
tices cannot be defined in the rules; it is not as if
those rules were a matter of great urgency. It is
not as though the administrative situation is des-
perate, or that a better job could not be done.

I am suggesting that the Minister might
seriously like to take up in the circumstances the
substantive question of how broadly we are pre-
pared to confer on the commissioner power to
delegate his functions when those relate to such
matters as entry into premises and other quite
considerable powers of investigation.

An investigating officer, after all, is not a per-
son of particular qualification. The Minister might
be anxious to consider how far this should go.

I guess it is not a Government matter in a strict
sense; it is a parliamentary matter. The Parlia-
mentary Commissioner is not answerable to the

Government of the day; he is answerable only to
the Parliament. It is therefore not a matter of
contention politically between the opposing parties
in this House;, but it is a matter of importance in a
broad sense.

Although this has clearly been accepted by the
upper House, I still feel it is necessary to raise the
question with the Minister and ask him to consider
adjourning to seek a recommendation at a parlia-
mentary level.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [4.38 p.mn.]: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition is indicating that he has concern over the
generality of the delegation made by the com-
missioner in the circumstancers set out in rule S. It
seems to me that it is probably necessary in those
circumstances for the delegation to be effective for
it to be done as generally as that.

I do not want to be dogmatic about the matter. I
do not have briefing notes, so I cannot go further
than that. I am happy to adjourn it. I might have
appreciated it if the Leader of the Opposition had
given me some notice of the question.

Mr Hassell: Let me tell you frankly that if I had
had time I would have gone to see Mr Marquet,
the Clerk of the Council, in advance, but I obvi-
ously have not done that.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr GRILL: I accept that. In those circum-
stances I seek leave to continue my remarks at a
later date.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR MENSAROS (Ploreat) [4.40 p.m.]: It is
somewhat unusual that the Supply Bill receives a
full-scale debate with all members, at least of the
Opposition, participating. I think the reason for
this is the change to the parliamentary sessions the
Government made when it came to office.

Since the Tonkin Government in 1971 the par-
liamentary sessions had been worked on the calen-
dar year and this provided a number of advan-
tages. These were accepted and taken up by the
subsequent Court and O'Connor Governments.

The advantages, particularly to the Govern-
ment, were that it could have an autumn session at
the beginning of the year during which members
were able to speak in the Address-in-Reply debate
and talk about any subject, particularly subjects
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concerning their electorate, which never is really
an advantage to the Government.

In the second part of the year the Government
had the spring session and members were able to
speak during debates on the Budget and the
Supply Bill. When the Supply Bill was debated in
the second session it was generally the case that
only one or two Opposition speakers would partici-
pate.

The Burke Government changed all that for
reasons possibly best known to itself; it has not
told us what those reasons were. I suspect that a
lot of changes were made simply to make changes.

This type of financial-year session arrangement
also has disadvantages in that there could be cer-
tain Acts of Parliament which bear the same num-
bers. An Act numbered No. 26 of 1985 could
result from a Bill passed in the 1984-85 session
and then in the spring session, the longer Budget
session, an Act with the same number could be
passed. This is one of the reasons John Tonkin
altered the situation and I do not know why this
Government made the change.

I will take this opportunity to deal with a few
matters for which I am responsible. The first is the
Attorney General's announcement by way of letter
to all members of the Opposition-perhaps also to
all members of the Government-in which he
simply announced that he was going to take what
he called a six-month moratorium in dealing
with applications for the appointment of com-
missioners for declarations.

I acknowledge that the Attorney General, as the
Minister responsible for the appropriate Act, has a
discretionary right in the manner he deals with the
appointment of applicants. I understand that there
is no time span in the Statute which provides for
the appointment of these commissioners and that
there is very little that the Opposition or anyone
else can legally do to prevent the Attorney Gen-
eral from doing what he has announced he is going
to do. Nevertheless it is quite proper for the Oppo-
sition to protest, and fairly violently so, against his
discretionary decision whi 'ch is quite unacceptable
and unjustified, and which despite what the At-
torney General said in his letter is against the
interests of the public.

The decision is unjustified as long as no proof is
supplied-and it has by no means been sup-
plied-to indicate that applications have
increased. I can use the Attorney's reply to one of
my questions to show that there has been no in-
crease in applications.

I asked the Attorney General what was the
number of applications received for the appoint-
ment of commissioners for declarations over the

last IS months, I think. His reply showed conclus-
ively that while the applications might have varied
from month to month, they were by no means
more than before; there was no noticeable in-
crease. On average they numbered the same.

So, on that basis, the Attorney General had no
reason to claim that he needed a moratorium to
deal with the applications. In fact he is dealing
with the same number of applications as did his
predecessors, albeit in another portfolio pre-
viously.

No proof has been supplied that fewer staff
have been employed under the Attorney General
than under the Chief Secretary, or the Minister
for Administrative Services as he was until quite
recently. That is no reason to simply declare a
moratorium. There is no suggestion or factual in-
formation and it is not factual to say that the
statutory provisions changed with the result that
many more commissioners for declarations had to
be appointed because certain amendments or new
Statutes provided that certain things had to be
done by commissioners for declarations. There is
no increase in the necessity for qualified witnesses
other than perhaps the normal population in-
crease, which nowadays is very small.

When one searches for reasons for this sudden
and unilateral decision conveyed to us, one could
ask whether the Attorney General has fewer, or
less competent, staff than the Chief Secretary or
the Minister for Administrative Services had. I do
not think that could be said. Perhaps it could be
speculated that the officers of the Crown Law
Department consider themselves more important
and want to justify their important position and so
suggested to their Minister that it takes them
longer to look after these applications.

I can recall only one case in the administration
of this State when such a Moratorium was
announced, but in comparison I think it was very
much justified. It occurred during the years of
1969 and 1970 which, generally speaking, people
refer to as the mining boom years. At that time
the applications for various mining tenements
increased drastically, perhaps tenfold, and it was
not only impossible for the existing available staff
of the Mines Department to deal with them but
also there was some know-how needed with people
who could have been additionally hired.

The fact was that we were unable to hire
enough staff, even if that had been the aim, be-
cause it must not be forgotten that we had a Lib-
eral Government then, and full employment.
There were not enough people to be hired. It was a
moratorium which the people accepted and one
which was justified because of the volume of the
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increase in applications to the extent I have
mentioned.

However, in the case of the Attorney General's
announcement, such an increase has not been
proved or even suggested; indeed, the contrary has
been proved by the Attorney Generals reply to my
question.

I have already said that his decision is unaccept-
able. According to the longstanding custom ac-
cepted by subsequent Governments-although
this is not prescribed or provided for in the
Act-the appointments have been made through
the local member of Parliament.

Therefore, when anyone applies for such an ap-
pointment he is advised that he must first ap-
proach his local member of Parliament, and of
course that is what constituents do.

The decision of the Attorney General was not
published. lHe did not issue a Press release, he
simply wrote to members. He placed the onus onto
the members who have to tell their constituents,
"Sorry, your application cannot be dealt with be-
fore the six-month period".

If an applicant went to the Attorney General's
office he would not be entertained; officers
probably will not talk him. The only advice he
would receive is that he must go to his local mem-
ber Of Parliament. This action by the Attorney is
incomprehensible, particularly when we know the
Government is bending over backwards to be ef-
ficient. The Government says it is being efficient,
but what sort of efficiency is that? Applications
are put aside for six months.

The moratorium is also against the interests of
the public, because-contrary to what the At-
torney General has written in his letter, when he
said that there would be no detrimental effect in
terms of inefficiency of service to the pub
lic-there are many people who, by virtue of their
office ex officio, are entitled to witness statutory
declarations. Not only the public but also the
people who are applying to be qualified to witness
signatures are being inconvenienced.

Members know that most people who apply for
these appointments are estate agents who serve the
public. Many are insurance agents who, because
of their profession, are in a position where they
have to witness signatures or assist in the prep-
aration of a statutory declaration.

If people who are commencing in this profession
do not have an opportunity to be appointed as
commissioners for declarations, it will cause a
great inconvenience to them and their clients.
During the time of the previous Ministers an aver-
age of only two months elapsed between the time

of application and of appointment and often even
less.

It is the applicants, the young starters in their
profession and their clients, who are
inconvenienced in this way. If a signature cannot
be witnessed after hours, when banks and various
other offices are closed, and a schoolteacher or
another professional cannot be found, the matter
would have to be held over until the next day and
the applicant might lose his client.

I urge the Premier to discuss this matter with
his Attorney General in an effort to have the situ-
ation reviewed because, as it is at present, it is not
doing any good for the public and is no credit to
the Government.

Another matter I wish to raise relates also to the
Attorney General's portfolio and concerns the ap-
pointment of justices of the peace. I spoke about
this matter during the Budget debate of last year,
and the Attorney General accorded me the cour-
tesy of writing a letter to me. However, he did not
reply to the queries I had raised. I believe the
situation has become worse because, when one
considers the appointments of justices of the
peace, one notes in the Government Gazette of 8
February l985-the publication before the last, a
list of new appointments. A total of 35 people have
been appointed as justices of the peace. Of those
35 new appointments, 23 are located in electorates
represented by the Labor Party. Only 10 new ap-
pointments have been made in electorates which
are represented by the Liberal Party and two new
appointments have been made, one in the elector-
ate of an independent member and one in the
electorate of the National Party. Despite the fact
that the Liberal Party has 42.6 per cent of the
seats in the Legislative Assembly it has been ac-
corded only 28.6 per cent of the total number of
justices appointed.

Mr Gordon Hill: How about going back to the
time when the Liberal Party was in office? At that
time justices of the peace were appointed on a
party political basis.

Mr MENSAROS: That is absolute nonsense.
The member has no evidence and is making an
accusation against the previous Attorney General.
I do not think any parliamentarian would have a
higher reputation than the previous Attorney Gen-
eral (Mr Medcalf). The previous Attorney Gen-
eral did not make an appointment without
consulting. In most cases he consulted the member
who put forward the application for an appoint-
ment, and if he was not sure about anything or did
not have enough information on the application he
looked into the matter himself. He wished to make
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sure that the applications were considered with
complete objectivity and unassailable propriety.

Mr Gordon Hill: I am not accusing anyone.

Mr MENSAROS: I am simply illustrating the
facts and explaining how the appointments were
made. I will leave it up to members to speculate
whether it is a coincidence or of any consequence
that the appointments were worked out on any
basis. We will be able to note whether this pattern
continues.

In any event, I have not seen one of my constitu-
ents on whose behalf 1 made application appointed
as a justice of the peace in the time of the present
Government. The situation is that applicants have
to apply through their local members of Parlia-
ment. Of course, if an application is rejected, the
member of Parliament has the responsibility of
telling the applicant that. It appears to me that, in
many cases, the rejection is quite unjustified.

I refer to one case which I probably mentioned
some time ago. It involved the chief executive
officer Of the Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals who, by Statute, is obliged to
deal with documents which can be signed only by
a justice of the peace. These documents are court-
related. It is his duty to prosecute people for cer-
tain criminal actions prescribed in the relative
legislation. This man deals with about four of
those cases every week. On those occasions he has
to approach a justice of the peace to sign the
documents because he cannot sign them himself.
H-e was turned down despite my explaining the
circumstances and acting on his behalf.

The next subject about which I wish to speak is
land tax. It is becoming less and less bearable
because it is a very inequitable tax burden on only
some people. The Government has said that it
cannot do anything about it. I consider that the
promised 10 per cent reduction will not do much
to alleviate the hardship being experienced by
some people and will not make the tax more equi-
table. Undoubtedly, it is a wealth tax and a dis-
criminatory wealth tax. Despite the fact that it is
called a "land tax", not the land but people who
own land are being taxed on a progressive scale.
That means that if somebody owns land-taxable
land, that land is subject to a very cruel wealth tax
year after year. People who hold assets in other
properties, for example, shares in minerals, are not
subject to this type of wealth tax. It is a highly
discriminatory tax. It is almost a disincentive for
people who want to develop land and there is a
need for land to be developed. There is a need for
people to be able to buy cheap land which could be
made comparatively cheaper if the amount of land

tax were reduced and, as a result, supply would
exceed demand.

This Government, being a socialist Government,
has to provide more services and it has to raise the
money from somewhere. However, this tax should
be more equitable and, as a wealth tax, should be
placed on various assets, not only on land. If it is
to remain a tax only on land, land should then be
taxed at a flat rate instead of on a progressive scale.
It can be established, in order to achieve the same
amount of revenue, what flat percentage the land
tax would have to be. That flat Percentage would
be a considerably lesser amount for most people.

I believe that the circle of people paying land
tax should be enlarged to include Government
instrumentali ties which do not pay land tax even
though they pay payroll tax. It could be argued
that that would only enable the tax to go from one
pocket of the Government to another. However,
the same applies to payroll tax. Government
instrumentalities such as the Urban Lands Coun-
cil do not pay land tax, yet they are in dircct
competition with private enterprise. It is a similar
situation to another case which was'canvassed
today where the Government went into business in
competition with private enterprise. The Govern-
ment has definite advantages in that competition
apart from the fact that it takes away a slice of the
business from private enterprise.

Certain other bodies such as non-profit organis-
ations. are exempt from other Government charges
but have to pay full land tax. Here I am talking
about clubs which, particularly if they are in the
metropolitan area, have to pay land tax on enor-
mously highly-valued properties. These clubs have
very humble facilities and the payment of the land
tax makes it almost impossible for such clubs to
exist. Subscribers to those clubs are almost unable
to pay their subscriptions to cover the land tax.
Those organisations ought to be exempt or enjoy a
cheaper rate as they do with water charges where
they pay a non-rateable charge.

In the time remaining to me I wish to mention,
again, a subject which has been raised many times
in this House. It relates to the way the Govern-
ment deals with public servants. Contrary to so
many heated arguments, I am not one who be-
grudges the fact that occasionally we have to be in
Opposition. I believe this is part of our system and
this system is one of the best. I am enormously
concerned, however, when the Government of the
day tries to change the system so that the system
that we have used since Parliament was first es-
tablished in Western Australia is replaced with
something else.
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Attempts have been and are being made by this
Government to politicise the Public Service. Since
it came to office, about half of the departments
which existed then have been either abolished,
renamed, or reorganised. Why? It has been done
so that the permanent head of each department
could be replaced with somebody suitable to the
Labor Party and the Government I asked the
Premier how many departments had been
abolished since this Government came to office. I
asked him how many new departments there were
and how many departments had been renamed.
One would think, surely, that the Government
would not have any great problems answering
those questions. Even though there are about 40
departments, that is not such a large number that
some competent officer in the Public Service could
not answer the question within 10 minutes.

Yet the Premier postponed the question and
after a day he replied to it, but he reverted to the
tactics to which the Government often reverts,
even though it has prided itself on being an open
Government, and said to the member who asked
the question that he would receive a reply in
writing. It is not because the Premier cannot
answer such a question-it is such a simple ques-
tion that I could answer It with no more than a
five per cent error.

Mr Brian Burke: I sent that question through in
the normal way to the department and that is the
answer I got back.

Mr MENSAROS: I cannot see why the
Premier could not give the answer. He might have
made a five per cent error one way or the other.

It is not the first occasion on which a question
has come back to the member concerned saying he
will be advised of the answer in writing, If the
member is advised in writing the media and the
public do not know the answer to the question.
One purpose of questions is to allow the public,
whom we represent in the same way as does the
Government, to obtain answers to questions
through the Opposition which must pursue this
duty. if such simple questions are answered in this
way, there is no other conclusion, by anyone who
thinks logically, but thai this action is being taken
simply to avoid publicity.

Mr Brian Burke: I am perfectly happy for that
matter to be answered and put on the Notice
Paper rather than in writing to the member.

Mr MENSAROS: The statement the Premier
has just made is commendable and I hope he will
use the same policy in regard to other questions.
Questions today are handled entirely differently
from the way they were when I first came into this
Parliament. At that time the names of the mem-
bers who asked the question and the Minister who
replied to it were reported in the media. Nowadays
the media report mentions the Minister of the day
who has nothing more to do with it except to
answer the question, even though the matter was
highlighted by the Opposition.

The Attorney General goes one step further: If
the Opposition highlights a question which obvi-
ously has public interest he quickly issues a Press
statement before the answer is put on the Notice
Paper. For example, if a question is put on the
Notice Paper on Thursday for reply on Tuesday
he issues a Press release taking all the kudos from
the Opposition. I am not saying that is immoral or
wrong, but he is a smart alec, something which he
very much endeavours not to be called.

I emphasise again that I am tremendously con-
cerned with the fact that this Government uses its
term of office to try to change the entire system.
This concern is, I am sure, felt by every citizen
because it is undermining the situation we had in
Western Australia, a situation which, indeed, was
an enviable one, before this Government came to
office.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr McNee.

OCCU PIERS' LIABILITY DILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the House), read a first
time.

CONTROL OF VEHICLES (OFF-ROAD
AREAS) AMENDMENT BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council without amend-

men t.
(Questions takem.j

House adjourned a 15.57 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

2754. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Advertising. Australian Posters Pty. Ltd.
2774. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) When was Australian Posters given the
franchise by Westrail for the billboards
on Westrail property?

(2) When does the term of the contract fin-
ish?

(3) What revenue does Westrail obtain an-
nually from this contract?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) 1 December 1970.
(2) 30 November 1990.

(3) This information is of a commercial
nature and must remain confidential be-
tween the parties concerned.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Geraldt on: Land Cost
2786. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Works:

(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the cost of the land for the
new Government office block in
Geraldton?

From whom was the land purchased?
Was the land purchased by public auc-
tion or private treaty?

(4) If by private treaty, what was the asking
price?

(5) Did the Valuer-General value the prop-
erty before the purchase?

(6) What is the cost of the building under
construction?

(7) Who is the builder?

(8) What was the original estimated cost?

(9) How many square metres of usable space
will be available?

(10) Who will occupy the building?

(11) If the building is leased, for what time.
at what rent and with what outgoings
and what frequency of rent reviews?

(12) Who is the owner of the building?

(13) When does liability for rental begin?

()When will the building be completed?

Mr Mel VER replied:

(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

$655000.
The Roman Catholic Bishop of
Geraldton.

Private Treaty.

5700 000.

(5) No, it is not normal for the Valuer-Gen-
eral to value properties purchased by the
SGbO. It is normal for the SGlO to ob-
tain a private valuation.

(6) $4 500 000.

(7) Geraldton Building Company.

(8) $3 725 000.

(9) 3 553 square metres.

(10) Various Government Tenancies.

(11) Lease for 21 years. Rent equals 12 per
cent of final cost plus outgoings.

(12) The State Government Insurance Office.

(13) Upon completion of the building.

(14) September/October 1985.

2792. Postponed.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS

Transfers: Voluntary
2803. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Education:

(1) Did he, earlier this year, make a
statement to the effect: "We would not
move teachers unless they applied for a
transfer."? (This statement was made in
response to a letter from the Australind
Primary Parents and Citizens' Associ-
ation.)

(2) Is this factual!

(3) If so, does this apply to all teachers?

(4) Can a teacher remain at a school if he or
she does not wish to move?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) No.

(3) Yes.

(4) In the normal course of events, yes.
However, the Department reserves the
right to transfer teachers according to
the Department's needs. This has
happened in a number of cases this year.
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GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
DEPARTMENTS

Changes: Burke Government

2807. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

(1) How many departments, as defined in
the Public Service Act, were there at the
day the present Government took office
in 1983?

(2) How many departments are there today?

(3) How many of the departments
mentioned in (I)-

(a) were abolished;

(b) received a different name,

since the Government took office, and
which are they?

(4) IHow many new departments were
created since the Government took office
and which are they?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) to (4) The information is being checked
and the member will be advised in
writing.

2816. Postponed.

DEFENCE: NAVIES

Visits: Frema ntle

2819. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) Adverting to the reply given to question
2415 of 1985, is the State Government,
or the Parliamentary Labor Party
represented on the committee of the
working party considering the visits of
allied warships to Fremantle?

(2) If so, who are the representatives?

(3) When is it anticipated that the findings
and report of the working party will be
available?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The State Parliamentary Labor
Party is represented by David Parker,
MLA.

(3) This is not a matter for decision by
Government.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASES
Emanuel Family: Negotiations

2820. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Lands and Surveys:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to question

2481. of 1985, what method is the
Government seeking to pursue in its
negotiations regarding the Emanuel
leases?

(2) If the Government's intentions are
within the permissible limits of the Land
Act, for what reason is the advice of the
Crown Solicitor required?

(3) When is it anticipated that advice on the
legality of the Government's intentions
will be available from the Crown Solici-
tor?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) to (3) Negotiations regarding the
Emanuel leases are confidential and I
am not in a position to release details at
this time.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Suburban: Losses

2821. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Would he please detail why he considers
a media report that the extra losses on
suburban rail services due to the
reopening of the Fremantle line amount
to in excess of $5 million, to be "wholly
fallacious"?

M r G R ILL replied:

I thought the member would have under-
stood the rather straight forward reason-
ing of my answer to question 1482 from
which his present query stems.
I said the original estimated cost to the
State for reinstatement of the Fremantle
Passenger Trains was $O.799 million in
1983 prices, but $0.883 million in cur-
rent dollar values.
Also, I explained that an examination of
the accounting figures since the passen-
ger trains resumed did not suggest these
estimates have significantly changed.
A newspaper report which attempts its
own arbitrary allocation of costs can
serve as no useful guide to the costs and
benefits of the reopening of the
Fremnantle rail line.
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TRANSPORT: RAILWAY
Fremantle-Perth: Cost-benefit Analysis

2822. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Is it the intention of himself, the Govern-
ment, or any Government department or
instrumentality to undertake any cost
study, or cost-benefit analysis, into the
true financial position relating to the
present operations of the Perth-
Fremantle passenger rail service?

Mr G RILL replied:

The costs and benefits of all public
transport services are under continual
evaluation.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS
Agreement Act: Reports

2825. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Adverting to the reply given to question
2604 of 1985, concerning the Diamond
(Ashton Joint Venture) Agreement,
what specific reports have been out-
standing, and are now expected in the
near future?

Mr PARKER replied:

The reports that are currently outstand-
ing are the interim annual environmental
reports for 1984 for the alluvial and kim-
berlite stages of the Argyle development.

ENERGY: OIL
Exploration: Government Encouragement

2826. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Adverting to the reply given to question
2603 of 1985, by what method, action,
and initiative is the Government continu-
ing to give "maximum encouragement to
petroleum exploration" within Western
Australia and off-shore?

Mr PARKER replied:

This Government has encouraged ex-
plorers to continue with drilling pro-
grammes during the world-wide re-
cession by being flexible in the exercise
of powers under the petroleum legis-
lation to control work programs. This,
together with the Government's firm
support for the appraisal and develop-
ment of recent oil discoveries and the

extremely low rate of revenue-raising,
has clearly been an important factor in
encouraging petroleum explorers to
maintain petroleum exploration activity
in the State.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: EQUITY
Government Involvemnent: Intent of Discussion

2827. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

Adverting to the reply given to question
2546 of 1985, concerning his radio talk
back on the Bob Maumill programme, in
what way has the quote in part (1) of the
question been misinterpreted and the
"intent of the discussion" been misun-
derstood?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The member for Narrogin is advised to
refer to the full text of my talk on the
Maumill Programme, copy of which I
am pleased to supply to the member if he
wishes.

The member is also referred to the reply
to quest ion 2 3 55.

2831. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAY
Boyap Brook-Ka tanning: Reopening

2832. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Adverting to the reply given to question
2703 of [985, concerning the Boyup
Brook- Katanning railway line, if there is
any possibility of reopening the line, for
what reason is it being allowed to de-
teriorate, and Fixed improvements,
sleepers etc, being removed?

(2) What is the precise detail of removals
being made to the fixed improvements?

(3) What are the details of the land that has
already been leased to-

(a) shires-,

(b) local residents,

and referred to in part (4) of the reply?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The line is presently being retained in
the event of changed circumstances such
as a large mineral development in the
area, justifying line restoration and re-
sumption of rail services. While there is
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no indication that the current situation
would change it could well do so over the
next decade. Certain rail assets have
been recovered from the line with eco-
nomic benefits to Westrail.

(2) Approximately 5 000 sleepers and a tele-
phone pole line were recovered from the
track following approval by the Minister
for Transport in the former Government
in September 1982.
A further 17 000 re-usable sleepers,
some 26 bridge spans and timbers and a
set of flashlight signals and associated
track work have more recently been
recovered from the line for use elsewhere
in the railway system, with my approval.

(3)
(a) Shire of Boyup

Brook
Shire of

Kojonup

Shire a)
Kojonup

(bf Boyup Brook
D I & A C Inglis
Dinninup
Upper

lackwood
Agricultural &

PatrlSoc.
W R& SR
While
Kujonup
W I Lawlor

CBH
P J Burkin
T Mi Evans
Total Western
Transport
Nookanellup
tadyman CR

3.34S 1 ha ra,zirup
2 Beauti Licaton&

8 853 m Plagroundi
2m

2  
Pubic Toilet Facili-

2m ties

28D m 2(Kojonup Station Community pur-
building) poses

8,204 7 ha Grazing

6113m2 Showgroursds

11.724 6 ha Crazing

179 mn

417 6 mn
3.838 5 ha

32.572 2 ha

Bottle Handling

Grain Handling
Grazing
Grazing

2078 m 2(Goods Shed) Freight Handling

128.690 0 ha Grazing

2834 to 2836, and 2843 to 2845. Postponed.

TOURISM COMMISSION

Mr Brett Goodridge: Terms of Employment
2846. Mvr RUSHTON, to the Premier:

(1) Who is the employer of Mr Brett
Goodridge of the Western Australian
Tourism Commission?

(2) What is the term and conditions under
which he is employed, including
termination of contract?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission.

(2) Refer to answer to question No. 2140 of
19 February 1985.

2847. Postponed.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS

Claim: Mt. Yokine Site
2848. Mr CASH, to the Minister with special

responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) In which part of Mount Vokine is Re-

serve 35407 located?

(2) What is the area of the reserve?
Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Swan Street, Mount Vokine.

(2) The area is .1804 hectares. The Depart-
ment for Community Services currently
operates "Bamburra" Educational Hos-
tel on this land.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Shackleron: Replacement
2849. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for

Education:

(1) Are the buildings of the Shackleton pri-
mary school listed by the department for
replacement?

(2) (a) If "Yes", when;

(b) if "No", what plans does the depart-
ment have for the upgrading of the
Shackleton school facilities?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) Replacement facilities at
Shackleton are continuing to be con-
sidered with others for a future budget.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
A ustralind District: Student Numbers

2850. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) What number of students are required to
justify the building of a District High
School at Australind?

(2) What number of students are required
for a Senior High School?

(3) When the expected smelter is built at
Parkfield, will a Senior High School be
built at Australind?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) By Regulation, a minimum of 150
students (including 25 or more students
enrolled in lower secondary courses) are
required before a primary school may be
upgraded to a district high school.
However, in areas like Australind which
are located in close proximity to a large
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senior high school, lower secondary en-
rolment substantially in excess of the
minimum numbers required by Regu-
lation would be necessary.

(2) There is no requirement stipulated in
Regulations. Numbers in excess of 100
students enrolled in each lower second-
ary year should ensure a sufficient num-
ber of Year I I and 12 students for a
reasonable range of upper school courses
to be offered.

(3) In the reply to question No. 2719 (of
Thursday, 14 March 1985), it was
indicated that the Education Depart-
ment would be in a position to
recommend a definite time-frame for the
establishment of a secondary facility in
Australind once the 1985 Census data
from all schools in the Bunbury area had
been received and processed and the
necessary consultations had been
undertaken with local parent groups.

Obviously, the possible impact of the
proposed smelter on secondary enrol-
ments in the Australind area will also be
an important component in deciding the
future provision of secondary edu-
cational facilities in Australind.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Armadaic: Music Specialisation

2851. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) What progress has been made towards
establishment of Armadale Senior High
School as a specialist High School in
music for the whole of the South East
Corridor?

(2) Which new technology courses have
been introduced into Armadale Senior
High School in the past two years?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Mr Rushton is aware from my answer to
a similar question given on 28 March
last year that with a view to establishing
a community music centre for the
Armadale region negotiations have been
initiated between the Shire of Armadale,
the Music Branch of the Education De-
partment and the Music Department of
the University of Western Australia.
Such a centre would not be a specialist
music school in the sense of the specialist

schools at Churchlands Senior High
School and Perth Modern Senior High
School, but would provide opportunity
for enriched musical experience for
students from throughout the region and
for community members more generally.
The location has not been determined.

The member is also advised that music is
already being provided at Kelmscott
Senior High School, Cecil Andrews
High School and Armadale Senior High
School, all of which are located in the
South East Corridor and that the music
facilities at Armadale Senior High
School have recently been upgraded and
compare more than favourably with
those at the two special music schools at
Churchiands; Senior High School and
Perth Modern Senior High School.

(2) No new technology courses were
introduced into Armadale Senior High
School in 1984. However, this year ad-
ditional Year 11 courses in furniture
woodwork, applying mathematics, intro-
ductory word processing, business data
processing, general business studies,
clerical studies and theatre arts have
been established.

2852. Postponed.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE

Ord River Station: Consultants

2853. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Lands and
Surveys:

(1) Has the Government engaged a firm of
consultants to advise them on the future
Of Ord River Station?

(2) If "Yes", who are the consultants and
what is their expertise in the field of the
pastoral industry?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) The Government has engaged consult-
ants to give an appraisal of the Ord
River Regeneration Area.

(2) M.P.W. Rural Development Pty. Ltd.
which is a Perth based firm of expert
rural consultants.

2854. Postponed.
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WATER RESOURCES: RATES

Revenue: Country

2855. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

What is the amount of revenue earned
from rates from the country water
supplies, and the amount of revenue
received from the sale of water from
country water supplies?

M rTON KIN replied:

1 983-84
Rates and Annual Service

Charges
Water Sales

Total

12067 631
29216999

$41 284 630

2856. Postponed.

POLICE: FIREARMS

Act: Amendment

2857. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is his department preparing amendments
to the Firearms Act?

(2) If so, considering the reasonably wide
community interest in the matter, will he
issue a position paper about the proposed
amendments, so that the public can dis-
cuss them and interested people can sub-
mit their views?

M r CARR replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) A copy of the news release containing a
schedule of the proposed amendments is
tabled for the information of the mem-
ber.

The views of interested persons are wel-
come and it is proposed to allow ad-
equate time for discussion following the
introduction of the Bill into the Parlia-
ment.

The paper was tabl/ed (see paper No. 5 17).

CEMETER IES ACT
Review Comfm ice 

2858. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) Who were the members of the committee

reviewing thc Cemeteries Act?

(2) What were their terms of reference?
(3) Will he publish their report so that

interested parties may make submissions
before amended legislation is drafted?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) The Original membership of the Com-
mittee was:-

Mr J. Watson-Chairman (Former
Deputy Secretary-Local Govern-
ment Department)
Mr P. D. MacLean-Adminis-
trator, Karrakatta Cemetery
Mr S. Parks-Former Town Clerk,
City of Fremantle
Mr P. Usher-Former Mayor, City
of Bunbury. (Country Urban Coun-
cils' Association Representative)
Mr R. Coffey-Former Secretary,
Country Shire Councils' Associ-
ation
Dr R. S. W. Lugg-Public Health
Department.

Mr Coffey was replaced by Mr R.
Leggo, the then Secretary of the
Country Shire Councils' Association in
September 1981.

(2) The original terms of reference were to
examine the present legislation of this
State and also that of other States and to
submit recommendations on which a new
Cemeteries Act might be based.

They were later widened to include a
review of the Cremation Act,

(3) The Committee's final report was
printed and released to all municipal
councils and other interested parties in
July 1982.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Windjana Gorge-Tunnel Creek

2859. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(I) Has he received a letter from Mr A. D.

Jones of Manjimup enclosing a copy of
his letter to the Australian National
Parks and Wildlife Service proposing
certain improvements regarding the
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"Windjana Gorge-Tunnel Creek
National Park"?

(2) Does the proposed signposting
recommendation regarding "Pidgeon's
History" meet with departmental ap-
proval?

(3) If so, and as this matter obviously comes
under the jurisdiction of the State
National Park Authority or the new De-
partment of Conservation and Land
Management, will be cause such
signposting to be done?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(I) Yes.
(2)

(3)
Generally, yes.
The National Parks Authority has
compiled information on the history of
"Pidgeon", and in fact a short summary
is given in the brochure on "National
Parks of the Kimberley" which
unfortunately is now out of print.
However, through the new Department
of Conservation and Land Management,
there will be a greater opportunity to
document this rich history and to make it
more widely known, including through
appropriate displays.
In addition, National Parks Authority
staff have corresponded with Mr Jones
on this matter.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Needy Parents: Scheme

2860. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

Could he please give a detailed expla -nation about the eligibility conditions
and payments within the recently
announced new scheme to assist needy
parents in the education cost of their
State high school students?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The State Government School Book As-
sistance Scheme is available to needy
parents with students in Years 8, 9 and
10 who attend government and non-
government schools. In 1985 the level of
assistance was increased from a maxi-
mum of $80 to a maximum of $100 per
eligible student and is intended to assist
with the cost of books, fees, etc.
Applicants must have a total gross
weekly income equal to or less than the

following amounts to qualify for assist-
ance. These levels are aligned to the
Commonwealth Department of Social
Security payments for pensions and ben-
efits,

SINGLE PARENT
with I dependent child
with 2 dependent children
with 3 dependent children
with 4 dependent children
with 5 dependent children
with 6 dependent children
MARRIED COUPLE
with I dependent child
with 2 dependent chi ld ren
with 3 dependent children
with 4 dependent children
with 5 dependent children
with 6 dependent children

INCOME
LEVEL

167
187
207
227
247
267

239
259
279
299
319
339

For additional children add $20 per child
to the income limit.

ARGENTINE ANTS
Herdsman Lake

286). Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

Is the Government taking steps in order
to eradicate Argentine ants, particularly
proliferated around the Herdsman Lake
area, or is this being left to local govern-
men ts?

Mr HODGE replied:

The Argentine ant control programme is
carried out by the Department of
Agriculture.
An eradication programme is under way
on land adjoining Herdsman Lake.
Approximately 200 properties Were
treated in the last year.
The problem of treating the infestation
within the lake area is being addressed
by an interdepartmental committee. It is
intended that any controls would be car-
ried out within the framework of an
overall management plan for Herdsman
Parks and Recreation Reserve.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: ELECTRICITY
Generating Units

2862. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

In view of the statement in the 17
December 1984 issue of the western
A ustrahian Government Notes-
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(a) what will be the prime energy
source for the new power-generating
units to be constructed to supply the
proposed aluminium smelter with
the required quantity of electricity;
and

(b) what will be the anticipated yearly
quantity of that energy in each of
the first five years of the smelter's
operation?

Mr PARKER replied:

(a) A number of gas turbines will be in-
stalled initially to assist early supply to
the proposed smelter but the prime
energy source will be coal from the mid-
1 990s onwards;

(b) it is anticipated that approximately half
the smelter's electricity requirements
over the first five years will be generated
from gas and half from coal.
The long term annual coal requirement
for the smelter will be 1.9 million tonnes.

286:_ 2865. Postponed.

WATER RESOURCES: WATERCOURSES

Natural: Diversion

2866. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

What provisions, if any, control the di-
version of water from a natural water
course?

M r TON KIN replied:

Part I 11, Divisions 1 and 2 of the Rights
in Water and Irrigation Act 1914.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
MINERALS: DIAMONDS

Dispute: Picket Line
872. Mr MacKiNNON, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:

(1) Has the Minister investigated reports
that the TWU is, or was, recruiting
young unemployed people to act as
pickets on the TWU picket line that was
in place and disrupting work at the
Argyle diamond mine project, as he said
he would in answer to question 819 a
week ago?

(2) If so, who made the inquiries on behalf
of the M inister?

(3) Did those inquiries indicate that the
claims were in fact correct?

(4) If so, what action has he taken to ensure
that the TWU is precluded from con-
tinuing this most callous practice?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Public Service officers from the Office of
Industrial Relations made the inquiries,
which were quite extensive.

(3) There was no evidence whatsoever and
no-one suggested that such a practice
was ongoing at any level. No names or
leads were provided by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and there was
certainly no evidence from anyone
suggesting that there might be such
practices.

(4) Not applicable. However, if the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition was prepared
to supply the Government with any leads
in this matter it would be happy to follow
them up again. Extensive inquiries were
made and no evidence of this was found.

PRICE WATERHOUSE
Consulmancies: Use

873. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Premier:
(1) How many consultancy assignments

have been undertaken for the Govern-
ment by Price Waterhouse in the past 12
months?

(2) Is this an unusually high number within
the overall use of consultants by success-
ive Western Australian Governments?

(3) Is any central Government body respon-
sible for hiring or approving of the hire
of consultants by Government depart-
ments and agencies? If so, which body?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I thank the member for Pilbara for
ample notice of the question. it is an
entirely appropriate question in view of
the way the Opposition is shaping up to
embark upon character assassination of
the firm Price Waterhouse.
I think it is entirely appropriate that I

- read into the record the facts that answer
this question and set the record straight
in preparation for the onslaught upon
which I am sure the Opposition, in burn-
ing its bridges with the private sector, is
about to embark.
I should note that the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has now by implication, if
not explicitly, joined the member for
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Gascoyne by defaming Mr Webb and
indicating that he is unfit to hold his
position, which may be the position of
State Manager of Price Waterhouse.

Mr MacKinnon: Read Hansard if you want
to know what I said.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition should not try to worm
out of it.

Mr MacKinnon: Ilam not.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course the member
is. Why did the member raise those criti-
cisms of Mr Webb if he was not trying to
imply that he was not a fit and proper
person to carry out work for the Govern-
ment?

Mr MacKinnon: Read Mansard and you will
see why.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not need to read
Hansard because I heard what the mem-
ber has forgotten he said.

If the member thinks he can blithely say
that Mr Webb by implication or by ex-
plicit statement of some justice in
Darwin or somewhere else is guilty of
these sorts of things and think he escapes
by putting onto whoever originated the
statement any inference about Mr Webb
and his character, both Mr Webb and I
will tell the member he is wrong.

Two Opposition members have started
what amounts to a character assassin-
ation of Price Waterhouse in general and
Mr Webb in particular and I am sure
that campaign will be carried on over the
next few days. I do not know whether the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition be-
lieves it is true but the members of the
Opposition have made it perfectly clear
that in its view Price Waterhouse has
serious question marks over its ability to
carry out the work it was commissioned
to do. In addition, Mr Webb appears to
have black marks against his name in the
minds of the Opposition.

That is the implication I drew from the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition's
statement and my recollection is that
that was the explicit statement of the
member for Gascoyne. I do not know
whether the member for Gascoyne wants
to deny or retract what he said.

To continue with my answer to the ques-
tion-

(1) Five: Review of State
Superannuation Board; review of
SGIO/MVIT with Rothwells Lim-
ited; operations review of Western
Australian Tourism Commission;
computer planning for Department
of Local Government; corporate
plan for Department of Computing
and Information Technology.
Price Waterhouse was also engaged
to undertake an America's Cup visi-
tor study but, as the member will
know from media reports, this has
been terminated without the com-
mission being completed.

(2) No, it is not an unusually high num-
ber within the overall use of consult-
ants by successive Western
Australian Governments. It has
been the case for many years that at
any time there are numerous
consultancies being performed for
the Government of the day. The
number undertaken by Price
Waterhouse over the past year is a
very small proportion of the total
and by no means a remarkably high
number.

(3) No, there is no central Government
body responsible for hiring or ap-
proving of the hire of consultancies.
Each department and agency is re-
sponsible for hiring consultants to
undertake studies on its behalf.

"AUSTRALIA 11"
Purchase: Commonwealth Government

874. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware of reports that

Australia II is to be purchased by the
Commonwealth Government from the
funds totalling $30 million allocated to
the State by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment for the America's Cup prep-
aration?

(2) Does he consider this proper use of those
funds bearing in mind that Australia 11
will ultimately be housed in Canberra?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The decision by the Federal

Government to use some of the $30
million is nothing but a gigantic tort. It
certainly does not conform to the State
Government's view as expressed to the
Prime Minister about the plans the
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Government has for the permanent lo-
cation of Australia IL

When this matter was initially raised, to
give the Commonwealth Government
credit it agreed to purchase Australia IL
At the time the announcemcnt was made
the Prime Minister's representative
indicated that Australia 11 would remain
in Western Australia for a number of
years and when facilities were completed
and available it would then find a Final
resting place in the National Museum. I
have expressed my concern at that and I
am very disappointed to say the least to
Find that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment intends to purchase Australia 11
from those funds.

An Opposition member: That is our money.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not our money.

The $30 million was made available as
the Commonwealth's contribution.

An Opposition member: It is taxpayers'
funds.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Certainly, but it is not
the State Government's money.

Mr Thompson: it would have been ours had
they given it to us.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is true. The mem-
ber for Kalamunda's seat would have
been ours if he had given it to us.

M r Thompson: No chance.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In that case we might

have to take it.
Mr Court: We will support the Government

in its endeavours.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am very pleased. I

know of the member for NedLands'
interest in things nautical and we may be
able to display it on a Sunday.

Mr Court: You cannot sell it on a Sunday.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know the member

will do anything to turn a quid.
Mr Old: Don't tell me that you wouldn't.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I certainly would not.
I am very disappointed at the decision by
the national Government not to agree to
exhibit Australia 11 in Western Australia
on a permanent basis. I can see that the
yacht is a national treasure and part of
our national heritage and I acknowledge
the interest all Australians have in
Australia 11 and the right they have to
share in the permanent addition of
Australia 11 to the assets of the country.

However, I am not satisfied that it
should be exhibited permanently in the
National Museum and I am very dissat-
isfied with the decision to purchase
Australia It from the $30 million
allocated by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to provide facilities and assistance
for the defence of the America's Cup.
As a result I have asked the Minister
for the Arts, whose responsibility
encompasses this matter, to prepare a
report on the possibility of the Western
Australian people-that is the Western
Australian Government-supplanting
the Australian Government as purchaser
of the yacht without any commitment-

Mr MacKinnon: In line with the suggestion
we made three weeks ago.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At least we are only
three weeks behind the Opposition now
and about four seats in front. I have
asked the Minister for the Arts to inves-
tigate the possibility of the Western
Australian Government replacing the
national Government as the purchaser of
Australia 11, without commitment at this
stage because we are not sure of the
commercial arrangements that have
been made, but with a view to ensuring
that Australia 11 remains in Western
Australia. That is the situation and I
would be less than honest if I refused to
say 1 was extremely disappointed with
the decision announced over the last day.
The announcement was not made prior
to that and that was the first we knew of
it.

ELECTORAL: POSTAL VOTING
Changes

875. Mr HUGHES, to the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

Would the Minister please advise the
House of the decisions the Government
has made concerning postal votes for fu-
ture Western Australian elections and
referenda?

Mr TONKIN replied:
A new postage-free system for postal
votes is to apply in all future Western
Australian elections and referenda. This
will help many handicapped, sick, and
elderly people.
The Government has decided to pay re-
turn postage on postal votes and appli-
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cations for postal votes at an estimated
cost of $8 300. This cost is based on the
1983 State election Figures when 13 500
people cast their votes by post and is a
small price to pay for the benefit and
convenience it will provide to people who
cannot get to polling booths to vote.
The previous Government stands con-
demned in that it did nothing for the sick
and the aged as far as voting is con-
cerned. Postal voters should not have to
pay a fee to vote.
The Commonwealth Government
already provides return postage-paid en-
velopes for postal votes and applications
and this latest initiative is yet another
example of this Government updating
and improving Western Australia's elec-
toral system and indicates that this
Government is ready for an election
when the time comes.

MR PHILIP WATKINS

Employment: Future

876. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Premier:
(1) Will Mr Philip Watkins be retained as

an employee within the Premier's de-
partment?

(2) If not, what will be his future position in
the Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) No final decision has been made
on the matter which is the subject of the
question. When a final decision is made,
then the member for Murray-Wellington
can be assured that he and others will be
told of it.

YOUTH: INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE
ON YOUTH LITERATURE

Government Assistance

877. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for the
Arts:

As part of International Youth Year,
there will be a combined international
conference on youth literature held in
Perth in early September this year. Has
the Government given any special assist-
ance to this important conference be-
cause of its international importance and
because of the fact it is International
Youth Year?

Mr DAVIES replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question, but it is one I would have
gladly answered without any notice at all
because this Government recognises the
importance of International Youth Year
as a symbol of the vitality of our young
people and the fact that they hold the
future in their hands.
As one of many initiatives the Govern-
mnent is undertaking to make Inter-
national Youth Year an outstanding suc-
cess here in Western Australia, I have
authorised a grant of $13 000 from In-
stant Lottery funds to the organisers.
They expect hundreds of delegates from
interstate and overseas as well as from
Western Australia.

The theme is "Brave New World: Inter-
national Understanding Through
Books".
The conference is being convened by lo-
cal people-Christina Priest and Maxine
Walker--on behalf of the International
Board of Books for Young People and
the Loughborough Conference on Chil-
dren's Literature.

The organisers expect the conference will
bring lasting benefits to the State's read-
ing youth and creative writers.

The Government is glad to play a signifi-
cant constructive role in this event.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FLORAL
ENTERPRISES LTD.

Costs: Recoupment

878. Mr OLD, tothe Premier:
(I) Who will pay the costs associated with

the Western Australian floral exports
joint venture which has now been aban-
doned?

(2) Will Mr Barry Waldeck be reimbursed
for the money he has expended on the
joint venture?

(3) If so, who will pay these costs?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) I am not aware that costs have

been incurred, but if costs have been in-
curred they would be fairly minimal.
Nevertheless I am perfectly happy to
make inquiries about costs which might
have been incurred and to inform the
member of the level of those costs and
who will bear them when I ascertain the
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details which will provide that infor-
mation.

PREMIER

Staff: Mr David Hatt

879. Mr CASH, to the Premier:

(I) Is David Hatt still employed as an ad-
viser to the Premier?

(2) If not, when was his appointment
terminated?

(3) Why was his appointment terminated?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

COMMUNIST PARTY OF CHINA

Official: Visit

880. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Is it correct that a senior official from
the Communist Party of China will be
visiting Australia in the near future?

(2) If so, who is that official?

(3) What is the purpose of his visit?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) Yes, it is true that a secretary of
the Communist Party will be visiting
Western Australia during April. This is
the Chief Secretary General of the Com-
munist Party. He will be coming here in
connection with the development by
China in the Pilbara of a new iron ore
mine.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
may or may not be aware of the consul-
tations which have been proceeding
about the development of this mine be-
tween the Chinese Government and
Hamersley Iron Pty. Ltd. That consul-
tation followed the very successful visit
to China by the Prime Minister and the
very successful visits to China by differ-
ent Ministers of the State Government.
The Western Australian Government is
looking forward to the visit of the Sec-
retary General of the Chinese Commu-
nist Party, and I expect the Opposition to
pay him no fewer courtesies than it
would extend to any equally significant
Government leader who would visit this
State from any other country.

TAXES AND CHARGES;
Indexa tion: Introduction

881. Mr MacKINNON,to the Premier:
(1) Is it correct that the Government is con-

sidering the introduction of a system to
index Government taxes and/or
charges?

(2) Who is investigating this proposal on be-
half of the Government?

(3) Will the indexing system be introduced
this year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) to (3) I have no knowledge of such an
investigation, but it may be that
Treasury is looking at something or the
Minister for Budget Management has
instructed that some inquiries be carried
out. I certainly have no knowledge of any
investigation into the indexing of taxes
and charges. However, I will take the
opportunity to say that the Government
has a very proud record as being a very
low-taxing and low-charging Govern-
ment. Had we indexed increases in taxes
and charges we would have had increases
in both areas far in excess of those
imposed in the last Budget. We know
that Opposition members, while claiming
to be members of a low-taxing party, are
in fact the biggest taxers in this State's
history.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Mt.

Lawley is fresh from local government
but I have heard him say that taxation
revenue has risen, therefore this is a
high-taxing Government. What he does
not understand is that as the economic
recovery beds down we will collect more
revenue at lower rates of tax. Even the
member for Nedlands can be distracted
long enough from the leadership struggle
to understand that.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition does
not like the truth. The Opposition
miaowed and whinged about payroll tax,
for example, but left it to us to be the
first Government in the history of the tax
to reduce the general rate of payroll tax.
The Opposition whinged away.

In respect of electricity charges, had we
indexed the increase in the last Budget
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we would have had an increase about
three times as high as that which was
imposed. We increased the State Energy
Commission's charges by only 1.8 per
cent.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Three point eight per
cent is heavier than before. Even the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition must
know that for the past financial year the
rate of inflation was more than 3.8 per
cent. Are members aware of that?

Mr Clarko: You are the highest-taxing
Government this State has ever had.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Karrinyup is the most taxing member to
sit in this place.
Let us face the facts about these matters.
In terms of water charges last year, had
we indexed the increase we would have
imposed something in excess of what was
imposed. In terms of SEC charges we
would have done the same thing. Had we
indexed taxes there would have been no
10 per cent reduction in land tax about
which the member for Mt. Lawley
miaows. Instead there would have been
an increase of between six and seven per
cent.

I need no inquiry to determine whether it
is desirable to index taxes and charges.
On the basis of the record of this
Government we would have imposed
greater increases than were imposed in
the last Budget. Under the previous
Government, whenever there were in-
creases in taxes and charges, it would
have advantaged the public because its
record for increasing taxes and charges
was one of exceeding the rate of inflation
by many times.

MINERAL: IRON ORE

Exports

882. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

(1) What was the level of iron ore exports in
1984?

(2) How does this figure compare with pre-
vious years?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) 1984 was a record year for iron ore ship-
ments which totalled 91 million tonnes.

(2) That is five million tonnes more than the
previous record of 86 million tonnes
which was set in 1974, a decade earlier.
Although the international recovery has
positively affected the demand for iron
ore, these figures suggest also that the
State Government's policy of promoting
the industry, as well as its consensus ap-
proach to industrial relations, has
succeeded in making Western Australia
a more productive, competitive, and
stable supplier of raw material, despite
fierce competition from other sup-
pliers.

DAIRYING: NATIONAL CONFERENCE

Minister's Attendance

883. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:

Following the announcement today that
the plan to support the dairy industry of
all Australian States, that was promoted
by the Premier's Victorian counterpart,
John Cain, 24 hours prior to that State's
general election has been rejected, does
the Premier acknowledge that the failure
of his Minister to attend that vital meet-
ing could now have placed many West-
ern Australian dairy farmers in grave
risk of being put out of business by Fed-
eral Labor Government decisions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The handling of this question is typical
of the way in which the Opposition
handles its questions. As I came into the
House for question time, I bumped into
the member for Vasse. It was necessary
for me to circumnavigate him to get to
my seat. He turned to me and said,
"Dave Evans is not here. I shall ask you
this question. I want to get it on the
record." I am happy to answer the ques-
tion, but it is a funny way to genuinely
seek information to look around to see
whether the Minister for Agriculture is
here, and, if he is not, expect to ask the
question of someone else.

The answer to the question is, "No". In
fact the Minister for Agriculture has
stamped himself as a guardian of the
interests of primary industry to an extent
that the previous Government never
stamped itself.
Even on a radio broadcast today, a
spokesman for the Primary Industry As-
sociation paid tribute by exempting the
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State Government from any criticism of
the actions of Governments that might
be construed to be detrimental to the
industry.

In respect of this meeting, you, Sir, will
be pleased to know that the Minister for
Agriculture contacted me when the
meeting was announced. He informed
me that he had been in touch with his
Federal counterpart, and I understand at
least one other State Minister for
Agriculture, and had gained the infor-
mation that, according to the Federal
Minister, this plan would be rejected and
it was not necessary for him to attend
that meeting.

Mr Old interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If I were the member
for Katanning-Roe, I would not inter-
ject. He really is a field burner when it
comes to agriculture! He is possessed of
a record about which no-one could boast
in terms of agriculture and the protec-
tion of that industry.

The Minister for Agriculture made all of
the necessary inquiries and, in addition,
consulted with me, as Premier, about
whether he should attend the meeting.
On balance, it was decided that he
should remain in order to discharge his
obligations in this Parliament. As the
member for Vasse indicates himself, the
whole matter, which was attempted to be
pumped up by the member for Vasse and
others on the Opposition benches, has
not amounted to anything at all. As a
result, I cannot see any substance to the
member's question, with the exception of
his disappointment and frustration which
is evident at the fact that all his
expectations of being able to pursue a
political matter based on this meeting
have fallen flat.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Kalamunda: Sessional Appointments
884. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Has any action been taken to arrange for

sessional appointments for doctors at
Kalamunda District Community Hospi-
tal?

(2) Have any advertisements been placed to
attract doctors?

(3) If so, have any doctors sought such
sessional appointments?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (3) No.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Promotions: Representations

885. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister
Education:

for

In answer to a question I asked on
Tuesday, 19 March 1985, regarding
whether the Minister would agree to a
meeting with representatives of the Pri-
mary Principals Association he said,
"The proper group to approach me in
regard to industrial matters is the
Teachers Union".
Will the Minister advise me whether he
intends to insist that such approaches
come only from the union and that he
would exclude approaches on industrial
matters from various other associations
or groups of teachers, or does the Minis-
ter mean that he prefers approaches
from the union, but will accept
approaches from other interest groups?

Mr PEARCE replied:
I have answered the question already.
When the member made the approach
on behalf of the Primary Principals As-
sociation and asked me if I would meet
with that group, I said that, if I received
an approach from that association, I
would consider it. Clearly that means I
would not rule out automatically an ap-
proach from the Primary Principals As-
sociation on this industrial issue.

In the past the understanding has been
that the union represents all teachers and
is the only organisation which speaks for
teachers on industrial matters, and pro-
motion has always been looked on as be-
ing an industrial matter.

The Primary Principals Association is
not the only group affected by the
proposed new promotional arrange-
ments. Every teacher will be affected by
them, whether he or she is already a
recipient of a promotion or hopes to be a
recipient of a promotion in the future.
However, I said that I would consider an
approach or deputation from the Pri-
mary Principals Association. Let me as-
sure the House that I still have not
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received any such approach, from which
I can only assume that the Primary
Principals Association is not interested in
talking to me or the Education Depart-
ment on this issue. It appears that associ-
ation prefers to distribute Press
statements.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: HARVEY SHIRE
COUNCIL

Discussions: Minister
886. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) In answer to a previous question I asked,

did the Minister say that he and his
officers have had plenty of discussions
with the Harvey Shire Council?

(2) If so, how does he justify the report
which appeared in the South Western
Times of 19 March that "there had been
a total lack of communication between
the council and the Government"?

(3) Will he in the future show to the Harvey
Shire Council the respect which it de-
serves?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes, there have been repeated and fre-

quent discussions between the Harvey
Shire Council as such, its officers and
members, and both myself and my
officers and those of various Government
agencies-I assume as far as the rel-
evance of the matter is concerned, that
the member is talking about the alu-
minium smelter issue-for a very long
period.

(2) and (3) 1 am not aware of the report to
which the member refers. I can only in-
dicate to him that, on Tuesday of this
week, which was 19 March, I met again
with the Harvey Shire Council in Perth
and all but one of the councillors were
present, together with a number of its
officers and professional employees.
Again both the President and the Shire
Clerk of the Harvey Shire Council re-
peated their thanks to me for the very
many occasions on which they had been
able to discuss a range of issues with
both myself and the Government.

Mr Brian Burke: Not only that, the member
told me himself that he supported the
smelter.

Mr Bradshaw: I don't support the siting of
the smelter at Kemerton.

Mr Brian Burke: Which site do you support?

Mr Bradshaw: I do not have a site.
Mr Brian Burke: We could put this smelter

on a barge! We could put the smelter in
Melbourne!

Mr Bradshaw: I have said before that I do not
want it at Kemerton.

Mr Brian Burke: Where do you want it?

Mr Bradshaw: I don't care, but not at
Kemerton.

Mr PARKER: Let me assure the member
and the House that we have thought out
very carefully where we want the smelter
to be sited. We have taken into account
very stringent environmental consider-
ations and have sought to cause the mini-
mum dislocation to people, agriculture,
and State forests.

We have considered a whole range of
issues and unquestionably the best en-
vironmental location for the smelter as
determined not only by this Government,
but-as acknowledged in this House
either last week or the week before by
the member for Narrogin-also as deter-
mined by the previous Government, was
Kemerton or, as the shire prefers to call
it, Parkfield.
The president and the shire clerk, both
spokesmen for the council, when they
met with me on Tuesday, indicated how
pleased they had been with the consul-
tation that had taken place. Of course,
they indicated that some issues were still
outstanding. They said they were still
concerned about certain aspects. They
are subject to pressure from their rate-
payers. They were not satisfied that all
of the matters which should have been
addressed were addressed within the en-
vironmental review and management
programme. They were not satisfied that
some of the issues which they felt were of
importance had been addressed ad-
equately, but they said at least twice that
they were very satisfied with the number
of consultations which had taken place
and the level at which they had occurred.
They were pleased that I had taken the
trouble to see them again on Tuesday to
discuss some of the outstanding issues.

I might say that the methods of resolving
those outstanding issues were addressed
on Tuesday and a statement has been
issued today outlining some of the ways
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in which we have approached them, in-
cluding a study of the service corridor to
the site-which is not specifically
addressed in the environmental review
and management programme, and is not
something which would normally be part
of an ERMP, but a study which the shire
and others have expressed considerable
concern should take place. The Govern-
ment and the shire have jointly com-
missioned a study, funded by the State,
to ensure attention is given to the service
corridor and to consider such things as
transmission lines, roads and railway
lines, and issues such as overpasses and
underpasses and level crossings, the
speeding up of the purchase of proper-
ties, and all other matters that will
eventuate as a result of that service corri-
dor. Those issues are being studied by
Dames and Moore.

The other area of concern is what might
be called the general social impact and
infrastructural question. This includes
existing roads and how they will be used
by trucks, and by employees of contrac-
tors and employees of the smelter once it
is operating, as well as things like rec-
reation demands following the increased
population in the area, both the tempor-
ary population in the construction camp
initially and then the permanent
increased population when the smelter is
operating. It involves also problems of
school and hospital requirements. Much
of the work on this has been done and
is being made available to the shire, the
EPA, and other bodies which need all
this information for their own purposes
All the information will be made public.

I might say that the Shire of Harvey has
indicated that the Government's actions
on this occasion have contrasted sharply
with the lack of discussion which took
place between the shire and the previous
Government over the Worsley alumina
refinery. The shire indicated that on the
previous occasion it had been completely
left out of any discussions even though it
was its own area and its own roads that
were to be affected by that Worsley proj-
ect. It had not been consulted at all.

Similarly, the Boddingron Shire has
indicated that it had been completely left
out in the cold in planning for the
Wotsley project despite the fact that the
bauxite was to be mined in that shire.
The Boddington Shire is pleased with the

consultation it has received from this
Government in relation to the
Boddington gold project.

GAMBLING: CASINO
Environmental Review and Management

Programme: Discontinuance

887. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Environment:
I refer him to my question 2617 of 14 March
1985 and his tabled letter of 14 September
1984 which was addressed to Hon. Phil
Pendal, M LC, and I ask-
(I) Why was the environmental review and

management programme into the casino
development proposed by the Environ-
ment Protection Authority not proceeded
with according to normal practice?

(2) Is it a fact that the Government's de-
cision to proceed with legislation
prevented the implementation of the
ERMP?

(3) In what way does the investigation and
report under an ERMP and a PER
differ?

(4) What public participation is provided for
under the PER procedure?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) to (4) At the time Hon. Phil Pendal re-

ferred the matter to the EPA under sec-
tion 55 of the Environmental Protection
Act, there was no knowledge of who the
successful person would be or of the
nature of the development. When it be-
came apparent what the nature of the
development would be, the EPA decided
that it did not want a full ERMP, but a
PER-which is a new system of having
inquiries into environmentally sensitive
areas and a system which had not been
developed when I replied to Hon. Phil
Pendal-would suffice.

Mr Rushton: They said that there would be
an ERMP.

Mr DAVIES: Everyone said that there would
be an ERMP because there was no
alternative. But by the time the PERs
were developed during the last eight
months to try to hurry on, not that par-
ticular project but all projects, with the
idea that they would be directed to the
particularly sensitive areas that needed
investigation-in this case it relates to
the leachates and the effect of the devel-
opment of the old rubbish site on the
Swan River in particular-the nature of
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the development became apparent.
Therefore, the EPA decided that a PER
would be sufficient. An ERMP is devel-
oped in exactly the same way as a PER
except that with a PER a much shorter
period of public review is available than
in the case of an ERMP. Public input for
an ERMP can take up to three months
whereas for a PER it takes from six to
eight weeks. Exactly the same oppor-
tunity is provided for public input, but in
a shorter time. Of course, a longer time
is not necessary because PERs deal only
with the most environmentally sensitive
areas rather than the total development.

MOTOR VEHICLES: LICENCES

Transport Commission

888. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

Is the Government planning to transfer
the licensing and registration activities of
the Police Department to the Transport
Commission or a new department of
transport?

Mr CARR replied:

No, there is no proposal before the
Government to do that.
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