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i!egislatiue Assembly
Thursday, 13 November 1986

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

BIS (6): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

1. Fisheries Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion without no-

tice by Mr Grill (Minister for
Fisheries), and read a first time.

2. Mining Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion without no-

tice by Mr Parker (Minister for Min-
erals and Energy), and read a first
time.

3. Western Australian Sports Centre Trust
Bill.

4. Boxing Control Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions without

notice by Mr Wilson (Minister for
Sport and Recreation), and read a
first time.

5. Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious
Substances Bill.

6. Western Australian Marine Amend-
ment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions without
notice by Mr Troy (Minister for
Transport), and read a first time.

WESTERN AUSTRtALIAN EXIM
CORPORATION DILL

Second Reading
MR DRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)

[10. 54 a~ntJ: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill is an important piece of legislation for
three reasons. It continues the rationalisation
of Government services which this Govern-
ment is committed to, extends the concept of
combining public and private sector business
approaches for the State's benefit, and brings
the operations of a Government-owned public
company under parliamentary scrutiny.

The rationalisation of Government services
will come about through the amalgamation of
the operations of the Western Australian Over-
seas Projects Authority and the Western
Australian Exim Corporation Ltd. The amalga-
mation will reduce the overlap which has de-
veloped between their activities, achieve econ-
omies of scale in their operations, and reduce

the costs associated with two administrative
structures. The Government is committed to
structural change and improvement in the Pub-
lic Service, and rationalisation programmes
like this one are an integral part of that process.

The second important aspect of this legis-
lation is the further development of the
Government's commitment to applying private
sector skills and procedures to the public sec-
ton. The success of the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation has demonstrated how
well the private sector approach can generate
revenue for the taxpayers without imposing
any burden on the private sector.

This Bill creates a new corporation which
will have its primary emphasis on trade,
whether in goods, services, or increased invest-
ment. The new corporation will incorporate the
assets, obligations, and activities of the bodies
which it amalgamates. While being owned by
the Government, the corporation will have its
own board of directors who will have a duty to
run the corporation along commercial lines.
The overall objectives of the corporation will
be the development of the State and an in-
crease in economic activity, primarily through
an expansion in the international trade in
goods, services, and the facilitation of invest-
ment in the State.

As a marketing corporat ion, the new o rgan is-
ation will have the financial powers necessary
to assist in its activities, It will be able to raise
its own finance, enter into joint venture and
subsidiary arrangements, act as an agent, and
cooperate in the provision of technical and ad-
visory services.

The corporation will complement existing
marketing companies concentrating on these
activities where it can utilise the Government
connection to establish trading opportunities.
The corporation will aim to maximise the
opportunities for Western Australian involve-
ment and be able to offer performance guaran-
tees which will assist in the establishment of
new trading opportunities.

Importantly, the new corporation will not
displace private enterprise or compete with the
commercial sector on an unequal footing. The
corporation will be required to pay all Govern-
ment taxes, fees, and charges. Both income tax
and sales tax will be levied, but as a State cor-
poration these will be paid into Consolidated
Revenue rather than to the Commonwealth
Government. The legislation requires the
board of directors to pay dividends on profits
following consultation with the Treasurer.
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The third significant aspect of this legislation
is the increase in public accountability which
will take place. At present Exim Corporation
Ltd is set up as a public company, and although
the shares are held on behalf of the State the
company has a prime responsibility to its
shareholders and not to the Parliament. Under
this legislation the new corporation will be
brought under parliamentary control and scru-
tiny. The corporation will be subject to the
Financial Administration and Audit Act, and
its affairs will require reports to Parliament by
the Auditor General.

Mr Hassell: Does this mean you will answer
questions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the point. If we
leave it in the direction of the Minister, as is
operative in the Bill, yes, we will be obliged to.

The corporation will be subject to ministerial
direction and to financial constraints imposed
by the Treasurer. There have been views
expressed in this Parliament by members who
believe such constraints and requirements are
necessary. This legislation directly addresses
those views.

I turn now to the provisions of the Bill. The
objective is clearly set out in clause 5, whereby
the corporation is empowered to promote de-
velopment of the State and facilitate economic
expansion, particularly through overseas trade.
The corporation will continue the activities of
the organisations it replaces, following review
and appropriate rationalisation. The detailed
functions of the corporation are set out in
clause 5(4). These emphasise provision of
financial resources, encouragement of econ-
omic expansion, and provision of professional
services to overseas projects.

The activities of the Western Australian
Overseas Projects Authority are continued with
provision for the transfer of all assets,
liabilities, rights, and obligations to the new
corporation. Under a transfer scheme to be ap-
proved by the Treasurer-clause 7-the oper-
ations, assets, and liabilities of WA Exim Cor-
poration Ltd are to be taken over by the cor-
poration.

In the exercise of its functions, the corpor-
ation will have normal commercia poe!
clause 9. These are necessary to enable the cor-
poration to operate in a highly competitive
overseas market and to give it the flexibility to
adapt to future change. To ensure that the cor-
poration does not compete unfairly with
existing marketing organisations, the corpor-
ation, under clause 9(2), shall pay all local

government rates and charges and all taxes,
fees, and charges imposed by the Government.

The board of directors-clause 10-will in-
clude the corporation's managing director, and
will have the power to delegate authority and
appoint committees. The employees of the
Western Australian Overseas Projects Auth-
ority and Exim Corporation Ltd will become
employees of the new corporation immediately
on proclamation, on the same terms and con-
dlitions as those existing previously. The tran-
sitional arrangements protect the employees'
rights and continuity of employment.

Should the corporation wish to employ ex-
pertise from the Public Service, such as on
overseas technical service projects, the em-
ployer is to be reimbursed at commercial rates
for such service. This ensures that the import-
ant principle of commercial neutrality inherent
in the legislation is maintained.

As mentioned earlier, the corporation will be
subject to the provisions of the Financial
Administration and Audit Act 1985, and this
control is introduced in clause 18. However,
many of the provisions in that Act are designed
for State Government departments and hence
the number of provisions applying to the cor-
poration have been reduced. This will ensure it
is not burdened with administrative expenses
which would make it difficult to compete with
the private sector. Nonetheless, although the
provisions have been reduced, the corporation
will still be subject to scrutiny by the Auditor
General, and a report on its activities will be
presented to Parliament.

Payment of income tax is covered in clause
21. Tax is to be assessed using the normal in-
come tax provisions but will be payable to the
State rather than the Commonwealth.

For profits made by the corporation, the
board is instructed to pay a dividend-clause
22-following consultation with the Treasurer.

Moneys borrowed by the corporation-
clause 25-are subject to a limit imposed in the
legislation as well as any other limits set by the
Treasurer. The Treasurer's limit is necessary to
ensure that the State meets its obligations
under the Commonwealth Loan Council.

Clause 26 permits the corporation to offer
financial guarantees within a prescribed aggre-
gate limit. The State may also guarantee the
performance by the corporation where this will
assist its business operation. Such guarantee is
a charge on the corporation's assets-clause
27-and provision is made for the charging of

4184



[Thursday, 13 November 1986] 48

a fee to be paid by the corporation to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

The corporation is to have an authorised
capital of $30 million--clause 30-although
initially only $7 million is to be issued and
taken up by the State. Dividends on the issued
capital are to be paid in accordance with com-
mercial practice-clause 30 (11). The board is
responsible for the management of the corpor-
ation and is expected to operate like a public
company. To reinforce the commercial nature
of the corporation the provisions of the
Companies Code covering the duties,
liabilities, and offences for directors and em-
ployees are detailed in the legislation-pant V.

Regulation-making powers-clause 38-are
necessary to cover the prescribed dates in the
Bill and to ensure that all written laws can be
applied to the directors and staff of the corpor-
ation.

Clauses 39, 40, and 41 cover the arrange-
ments for transfer of the Western Australian
Overseas Projects Authority and Exim Corpor-
ation. Lid to the new corporation, while clause
43 provides for a review of this legislation in
five years.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Mr Hassell: Before you sit down, could you

indicate when this will be debated? It is major
legislation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have written to the
Leader of the Opposition and to the National
Party offering a briefing by Treasury and Exim
officials and directors, and I will discuss with
them the time that they need.

Mr Hassell: I think we will need a while.
Thank you.

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

VALUATION OF LAND AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (Arrnadale-Minister for

Planning) [11.02 a.m-]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill remedies a number of administr 'ative
difficulties, clarifies some technical matters,
and removes an anomaly in the present Act.

in particular, the Bill proposes that the
Valuer General be authorised to establish the
date on which valuations are fixed for the pur-
pose of a general revaluation. The Act presently
specifies that the completion date be used for
this purpose. Where considerable time is taken

on a general revaluation, the current provisions
cause difficulty because values determined
early in the period must be brought into parity
With those determined at the end.

The Bill also seeks to-
provide for land reserved for a public pur-
pose and used for a private purpose to be
valued as if it were owned privately, so as
to maintain equity between taxpayers or
ratepayers;
extend the rights of objection and appeal
to an agent acting on behalf of a ratepayer
or taxpayer, and to ensure the reasons for
an objection are fully stated;
clarify the law so as to limit the effect of
any reduction in valuation as the result of
a successful objection or appeal to the year
of assessment to which it relates and to
future years, and not to apply
retrospectively;
establish beyond doubt that the valuation
roll compiled by the Valuer General is the
legal record of valuation for rating and tax-
ing purposes;
clarify the authority of the Valuer General
to determine values other than for rating
and taxing purposes: and
increase the maximum penalty for offences
under the Act from $ 500 to 31 000.

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

EDUCATION AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 7 October.
MR WATT (Albany) [11.04 a.m.]: The Op-

position supports the Bill.
When introducing it, the Minister for Edu-

cation said by way of explanation that for some
time there bad been a practice of allowing com-
munity groups to use school buildings for a
variety of purposes and that it was desirable
that that should continue. That is certainly a
view with which the Opposition concurs. It was
policy when the Liberal Party was in Govern-
ment, and we certainly have no wish to depart
from that practice.

In some areas in the country civic facilities
and amenities are often much more limited
than in some metropolitan areas. However,
even in the metropolitan area it is quite com-
mon practice for groups to use school facilities.
In my electorate school buildings are used ex-
tensively for a number of activities, thus mak-
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ing good, sensible use of community resources
which are owned and paid for by the taxpayers.
The groups concerned often have no funds, are
non-profit organisations, and in many cases are
fulfilling a very useful, practical, and at times
vital role in the community.

As the Minister said during his introduction,
use of the facilities provides the opportunity to
avoid wasteful duplication. In recent times
there has been a fair bit of public debate about
the need to do just that. Obviously that is a
view with which the Opposit ion concurs.

The Bill is basically in two parts. In one pant
it provides the opportunity for the Minister to
grant licences to local government to enter into
management arrangements for facilities which
have been established under a joint funding
arrangement. I have seen some of those facili-
ties and I am aware of others that have been
built under those joint funding arrangements. I
think that the first one in the State was built in
Camrnanon. I know that they work very well.
The member for Vasse has been particularly
active in his electorate. I think there are four
such facilities in his electorate, one in each
major centre.

A number Of those facilities have been estab-
lished throughout the State, usually funded
jointly by the Education Department, the local
authority, and what is now the Department for
Sport and Recreation. When the facilities were
first established, the Department for Sport and
.ecreation was then the Department of Youth,

Sport and Recreation. The facilities have been
something of a godsend to some of those areas
where many organisations use these facilities.
None of those organisations could have
afforded to build these facilities. Again, it can
be seen that the arrangement is a sensible one.

Some management arrangements have been
worked out, hut as I understand it there has
been some doubt cast on the legality of those
arrangements. Thus, the second thing that this
Bill seeks to do is to validate those arrange-
ments which have existed in the past, should
that be necessary. 1 particularly like the fact
that the arrangement Proposed in the Bill is
flexible. It does not require schools to charge
for the use of the facilities, but it provides that
the schools may enter into negotiations.

Inherent in that suggestion is that if the or-
ganisation sometimes makes a profit or has a
fairly substantial supply of funds and is in a
position to make some contribution to the
costs, it should do so, even if it is only the cost
of lighting or employing a caretaker who checks

that the building is locked after use. It is not a
requirement but it provides sufficient flexi-
bility to ensure that the arrangements can be
negotiated to the satisfaction of all parties con-
cerned.

The Opposition regards this as a sensible ar-
rangement. If there has been some doubt about
the legality of the existing arrangements and
those arrangements need to be validated, be-
cause of our support for the policy, which was
introduced during the time the Liberal Party
was in Government, we are more than happy to
support the Government on this legislation.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [11. 11 a.m.]: The
National Party naturally supports a measure
which will mean better use of public facilities. I
accept that this Bill will formalise a de facto
arrangement which has existed for some time
and has expanded in the last 12 years.

I can remember when I first became a mem-
ber of Parliament the principal of one school
refusing permission for a local group to use the
school oval. That was an extreme situation but
there has definitely been a change with regard
to community groups using school facilities.

I congratulate the Government on presenting
this Bill to the Parliament, thereby formalising
a sensible arrangement which may have been in
doubt legally.

The legislation has the full support of the
National Party.

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) (11. 12 a.mn.]:
I add my support for the Bill. I would support
any measure which improved educational fa-
cilities. It will also allow greater future develop-
ment than may have otherwise been possible,
in that the financial resources of local
authorities and the Education Department will
be combined.

I ask the Minister to comment on whether
practical problems might arise when the joint
management committee is set up and whether
the Minister will have a role in that situation. I
refer for example to any disagreement that
might arise between the parties involved; that
is, the local authority and the Education De-
partment.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [11. 13 a.m.]: From
the outset, let me say that the involvement of
the Education Department in allowing com-
munity participation in the various educational
facilities throughout the State has been one of
the major achievements of the last two decades.
I refer to the use of halls, gymnasiums, cultural
centres and libraries that have been funded on
a joint basis but, more importantly, with the

4186



[Thursday, 13 November 1986) 18

Education Department's recognition of the as-
pirations of the wider community.

Various communities, in conjunction with
the Education Department, have improved
their facilities for the benefit of the whole com-
munity and those facilities are available seven
days a week, 365 days a year. Irrespective of
whether the funds come from the Education
Department, local authorities, the Department
of Sport and Recreation, or a host of other
Government instrumentalities, they come from
one basic source-the people who pay rates
and taxes. It is a far better use of those funds
and will provide tremendous benefits for the
community.

Any person travelling through country areas
who sees the first-class sporting complexes, cul-
tural centres and other amenities that such
communities have, knows that they would not
have been funded without input from the Edu-
cation Department. More importantly, schools
have the use of those facilities during the day
and members of the community can use them
after school hours and at weekends. Of course,
the same applies in the metropolitan area but it
is highlighted in country areas.

In the past there has always been a division
of authority; local government bodies could not
fund projects on Education Department land
and the Education Department did not want its
staff involved in activities which were not
under the control of the department. The en-
abling legislation has a good and positive pur-
pose.

I refer to two facilities in my electorate. The
first is a recreation hall built at Busselton and
funded on a tripartite arrangement; the Depart-
ment for Sport and Recreation, the Education
Department, and the local authority each
contributed one-third of the cost. The building
is constructed on Education Department land
and serves as a hall-gymnasium during school
hours and a magnificent sporting complex for
the community outside school hours. By and
large the management of that complex has
worked weUl with the community and the
school involved in joint management.

Margaret River has a similar facility and in
the initial stages the Education Department
was reluctant to become involved in the daily
charge levied on all members of the community
to meet the ongoing costs. Those matters have
since been resolved. One of the areas of sensi-
tivity in the past has been the Education De-
partment's reluctance to allow school

principals to become involved in the manage-
ment of a community facility.

Has the Minister held discussions with vari-
ous local authorities and assured them that the
rights and entitlements they have earned to
date will not be at risk; in other words, they will
not be disadvantaged in 12 months or two
years' time when the Government puts these
new legislative arrangements into effect? I
understand from the legislation that the
Government may charge a substantial sum for
the use of facilities within the community. Lo-
cal authorities may not be very much aware of
the proposals and the reasons for them and I
hope the Government has discussed these mat-
ters with them.

After a period of difficulty, the existing ar-
rangements have been working harmoniously
and it would be regrettable if the Government,
however well intentioned, did not recognise
and have regard for the contribution made by
local authorities. I ask the Minister to indicate
his level of involvement in that regard.

My final point, which I shall not raise during
the Committee stage, refers to clause 3(c). This
allows for the involvement of Education De-
partment staff in the use of facilities. One of
the important aspects of these country centres
is the community goodwill, cooperation, effort
and spirit, all in a voluntary capacity. That is
very important. I hope that the whole spirit of
what the Government intends to do, and what
local government has sought to do, and what
local communities have thrived on, is the spirit
of maintaining and fostering that voluntary
participation.

While I recognise that people need to have
some payment for their services, I hope this
legislation will not mean that persons from the
Government side will be paid for their services
while the rest of the community offer their ser-
vices in a voluntary capacity.

This has been a most successful project. One
need only go to country areas to see the tre men-
dous advantage Western Australians have had
from it. They appreciate the cooperation be-
tween the Education Department and local
government in providing facilities which would
not otherwise have been available.

With those comments 1 support the Bill.
MR PEARCE (Arniadale-Minister for

Education) 111.22 a.m.]: I thank members for
their support of the Bill. In answer to the mem-
ber for Katanning-Roe who raised the question
of a ministerial role in the resolution of dis-
putes at managerial level the simple answer is
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yes. In the four years I have been Minister I
have bad one of the facilities with a joint man-
agement committee come to me to resolve a
dispute between the par-tners. I met them and
resolved the matter. Although the management
committee has been set up with a legal base, the
Minister is still the person in whom the land
and buildings are vested. The Minister still has
the ability to exercise the rights and powers
which Ministers have in that regard to sort
things out. It very rarely happens, but with the
wider application of this Bill there may be
more occasions when those disputes will need
resolving.

The member for Vasse raised the question of
the payment of staff. That provision was sought
because one of the problems with regard to
community use of school facilities is that some-
one must be physically there to unlock the
door, take charge of security, be responsible for
cleaning, bookings, and the like. We employ
pr icipals and teachers to be principals and
teachers; we do not employ them to be man-
agers of those facilities in out-of-school hours.

One of the reasons that this has not worked
in many years is that principals and teachers
have been reluctant to become heavily
involved after school hours. It is not their job.
Most of the principals and school teachers have
been reasonable. It is an extra duty which has
fallen to them. In small schools and small com-
munities there is generally no trouble, but a
large high school in the metropolitan area is a
different kettle of fish. It may have sporting
fields, a library resource centre, a gymnasium,
and 50 or 60 classrooms. At any given time a
dozen groups may be operating in that school,
and that puts an additional load on people who
already carry a heavy administrative load.

Where these facilities are to be more widely
used, somebody must be responsible for that
use. It may well be that the local council and
interested sporting groups may come together
and employ a full-time administrator for a
large school building out of school hours-
afternoons and weekends-to coordinate the
whole programme.

It is not a question of undercutting the vol-
untary work many people do, because they will
continue to do that work in their own particu-
lar area. It is unreasonable to expect schools to
operate on the goodwill of their staff, who are
employed for a different purpose. The com-
munity cannot expect a widespread or effective
use of school facilities unless someone is
employed to do it.

The third comment raised by the member for
Vasse was this: We are strongly supportive of
jointly funded facilities, and that is provided
for in the Act itself. There have been a few such
projects but not as many as one would like.
However, with the legalising of past practice I
hope to see a further joint funding of facilities.
Unfortunately, many people seem to want their
own things. One does not have to visit too
many country towns to see a school which has a
gymnasium, and a little down the road the local
community has gone to the expense of building
its own facility. In the past the Education De-
partment has sought to build gymnasiums on
school grounds. The question has been asked,
"Why build a gymnasium on the school
grounds when there is a big community one
just down the road?" The PCA does not like
that. It means the kids have to walk a quarter-
of-a-mile, and the badminton club might want
to use it.

Every group wants its own things. The time
is coming when we will not be able to sustain
that level of duplication of our resources. In the
end the money comes out of people's pockets.
We need to enforce the use of those funds to
some extent at a larger level. There must be
more efficiency in the use of those funds.

That leads me to comment on the extent of
consultation with local government in drawing
up this legislation. I have not personally
consulted with local government authorities in
this regard, but I understand there has been
some consultation at officer level, If local
government does not want to be involved in
this legislation, no-one is compelling it to be.
This is simply legislation to enable a local
government authority which wants to become
involved in one of these arrangements to do so.
If local government does not want to become
involved it does not have to. If local govern-
ment generally were opposed to this, then we
would have wasted 20 minutes or so of the
Parliament's time.

Many local government authorities see the
value of this legislation. Many have moved to
make use of the provisions currently available,
and I believe this expansion of facilities and the
legalising of that expansion will be widely
applauded round the State.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Burkett)

in the Chair; Mr Pearce (Minister for Edu-
cation) in charge of the Hill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Section 6A inserted-
Mr HOUSE: I am concerned about the

financial contribution of the local government
authority if an agreement for a joint manage-
ment facility broke down for any reason. A
school might close or there might be a complete
breakdown in the running of the management
committee. What would be the attitude of the
local authority in that case?

Mr PEARCE: I suppose one must allow for
all eventualities. It is hard to imagine that a
school that closed down would have jointly-
funded facilities, because schools that close in
this State are usually small primary schools,
often in areas such as the member for
Katanning-Roe's own, where the population
drops or where people in the area do not have a
viable population of children to warrant a
school. They are not the kinds of schools where
there are likely to be jointly-funded facilities. A
school of a size that is likely to close does not
qualify even for a resources centre, for
example, as discrete from the classroom.

That is probably an unlikely circumstance,
but if it were to come about, the property
would be divided amongst interested people,
usually the new schools those children would
attend. In those circumstances I believe a
jointly-funded facility in which the Education
Department had no further interest would be
passed over to another body, so the council
would get the lot.

With regard to the proposed breakdown of
the management committee, a committee
would have to be formed to make the scheme
work. If that meant moving people out and
having new people come in, that would have to
be done. I do not think the matter can be
resolved by saying, "You take your half, and I
will take mine", because it is a single facility,
That reminds me of the two Scotsmen who
went into partnership. Each put in £5 and
bought a cow. Things went very well for a
couple of months, but then they fell out. They
drew a line around the cow and one chap had
the front end, and the other the back end. The
first chap discovered it was not a good deal for
him, because he fed his end while the other
chap was getting the milk. He fixed the situ-
ation by shooting his end, and the other end
died right along with it.

Mr Blaikie: Why do you have to pick on the
Scots?

Mr PEARCE: I am sorry, but all I am doing
is repeating defamations which were told to me
about that fine and noble race.

Basically, jointly-funded facilities must
operate as joint facilities, and conflicts will
have to be resolved. I do not think Govern-
ments should solve them by effectively winding
up the partnership.

Mr Watt: Does that mean that in a Cabinet
reshuffle you would take the Agriculture port-
folio?

Mr PEARCE: I would resign before that
happened to me, I hope.

I think I have answered the questions of the
member for Katanning-Roe.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

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

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 12 November.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the

Opposition) [ 11.34 a.m.J: I have already made
a number of points in relation to this Bill, and I
trust that the Treasurer will answer them when
responding to the debate.

Mr Brian Burke: One of the problems I have
is that Kerry Sanderson is working on the in for-
mation in Treasury, and we have not received
it. I have a copy of the speech, and can answer
some questions, but I cannot answer the de-
tails. I know about the legality question, for
example, but I do not know the sums of money.

Mr HASSELL: If the Treasurer would be
good enough to have that information sent to
me, I would appreciate it.

The question I had begun when I finished my
remarks yesterday is the only one I still need to
deal with, and it concerns the fact that the Bill
contains a schedule of exempted departments
or other organ isations. There is no problem
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about that; clearly there needs to be a defi-
nition of which departments are exempted, and
the departments and organisations listed in the
schedule seem to be those one would expect to
see.

However, under the power contained in
clause 5 the Governor can make regulations
amending schedule 2 by addition or deletion. It
follows from that that the Government can
exempt the Western Australian Development
Corporation, Transperth, the State Energy
Commission, the Water Authority of Western
Australia, and other Government bodies which
are in a private enterprise situation, such as the
insurance corporation under the new State
Government Insurance Commission.

All that the Treasurer said in the second
reading speech was that "to cater for new de-
velopments and future reorganisations, pro-
vision has been made for additions or deletions
to be effected by regulation". The difficulty we
have with that is simply that the regulation can
be used to exempt organisations in the Govern-
ment sector which are competing with the pri-
vate sector, thereby giving them a competitive
advantage-

When introducing the Western Australian
Exim Corporation Bill this morning, the
Premier made the point that the corporation
would pay payroll tax; but it could be exempted
from the payment of payroll tax, and all it re-
quires is a shift in Government policy. There-
fore I would rather the Bill did not contain the
power to change the schedule of exemptions by
regulation. I know the Government's answer to
that will be that the regulations can be
disallowed, but that is a cumbersome pro-
cedure which works retrospectively, and one
would have to move to disallow it, if one could
pick it up before it was too late.

This is a taxing measure and the onus should
be on the Government to bring forward
amendments to this Bill from time to time, if
required. I do not believe it is wise to adopt
clause 5 as it stands. That clause should simply
say that the departments and other organis-
ations set out in the schedule are exempt. In
other words, clause 5 should be deleted because
its provisions are already covered by clause 4,
which deals with the establishment of the
schedule. That would leave us secure in the
knowledge that we would not, at the whim of
the Government, have a change in policy and
approach. And we do see some radical changes
in policy-we saw a quite radical change in the
presentation of the Western Australian Exim
Corporation Bill this morning. That represents

a major shift in Government policy and prac-
tice and is a completely different approach
from that previously espoused by the Govern-
ment. In the same way, the Government could
say tomorrow that it would exempt the rail-
ways.

Mr Brian Burke: I understand what you are
saying, but the list represents the Government's
policy. The regulation power is intended only
to resolve difficulties when new departments or
authorities are formed, or when there is some
restructuring. That reflects the honest position
of Government policy at the moment, and we
do not intend to change that; but in case we do,
you will have that regulation-disallowance
power.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, if we pick it up in time,
and move in time. However, if the Govern-
ment is introducing a Bill, it is the Government
that is presenting Parliament with a piece of
legislation, and asking for it to be passed. I am
saying that that is the correct approach in re-
lation to tax, and I have previously said similar
things about changing rates of tax by regu-
lation. I believe taxes should not be imposed by
regulation, nor exempted by regulation in the
case of Government instrumentalities
operating in the private sector.

It is a question of reassurance. I am sure the
Treasurer is completely genuine in what he says
today. I am sure that is his policy position
today, and that as of today he has no intention
of changing it; but tomorrow he might. Three
years ago it was no doubt his honest intention
that if the State Government Insurance Office
were to operate under the 1983 amendments
there would be a watchdog committee compris-
ing the Leader of the National Party, myself,
and the Treasurer.

No such watchdog committee has ever been
established, and the SGlO is operating under
the 1983 amendments. The committee was not
established because the Government changed
its mind. Members opposite will understand
why I see a deficiency in this Bill.

I would feel more comfortable with the Bill if
the schedule were defined more closely. I have
no quarrel with the schedule although I do note
in relation to item 24, "Lands Administration,
Department of", that it is in competition in
many respects with the private sector in its
surveying and other activities. That is a minor
point.

I understand the basis on which those depart-
ments have been chosen. Clause 5 is unnecess-
ary, and the schedule proposed to be estab-
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lished in relation to section lO(Iflm) is what is
required.

With those comments, I indicate our support
for the Bill.

MR COWAN (Merredin-Leader of the
National Party) [11.42 a.m.1: The National
Party supports this Bill; and rather than subject
the House to tedious repetition, I will just say
that we share the same reservation as does the
Opposition in relation to the Government's be-
ing able to announce, by way of regulation,
those departments which will be exempted
from the payment of payroll tax. It is our
preference to have those departments brought
before the Parliament and have the schedule
amended rather than have it done by regu-
lation.

I accept there can be a motion for the disal-
lowance of the regulations. I do not accept
there is any likelihood they would ever slip past
without anyone finding out about it before the
time had expired. That would never happen.

I do think this Parliament ought not be so
ready to delegate its authority to the Executive.
In this case it is not necessary for that authority
to be delegated. I think the Government could
look at changing this Bill with a view to making
the Parliament change the schedule.

Mr Brian Burke: You could have a case in
which there would be no argument from the
Opposition or the National Party about the ex-
clusion of a particular department that is newly
formed. There may be four or five months
when Parliament meets. You can exempt it
retrospectively, but you have to put in place all
the administrative arrangements to do the
work.

Mr COWAN: I accept what the Treasurer
says. I point out to him that the creation of a
new department is not something that will oc-
cur overnight. If one knew that one had to
bring before the Parliament an amendment to
the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act schedule,
which aowed that department to be exempt
from payroll tax, one would do it in line with
the creation of the department.

That is all I want to say on that particular
issue because we still have the backstop of be-
ing able to disallow the regulation.

In relation to the schedule of exempt
companies, there is one area I would like the
Treasurer to give some thought to. He has been
very careful in his second reading speech and in
the schedule itself to make certain those depart-
ments and statutory authorities which are
operating as businesses or are in competition

with private enterprise will be liable for the tax.
The Treasurer has d one nothing in the reverse
situation. I refer to those areas where private
industry or enterprise is exempt from the pay-
ment of payroll tax.

I will give the Treasurer an example. I refer
to the Country High Schools Hostels Authority.
The equivalent of that-the private insti-
tutions and boarding houses of private
schools-are exempt from payroll tax. Here we
have a Government instrumentality which is
required to pay payroll tax, and it is not on the
exemption list. I think it would be an advan-
tage for the Treasurer to have a look at those
statutory authorities which are providing a ser-
vice equivalent to a service provided by private
institutions or private bodies which are, by
their nature, exempt from the payment of pay-
roll tax, and grant those Government statutory
authorities exemption from payroll tax.

With those two qualifications, the National
Party supports this legislation.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
[11.46 a.m.J: I will look at the situation raised
by the Leader of the National Party as it related
to country hostels and see whether there is an
anomaly, and if there is, what can be done to
overcome it.

In respect of the major points raised by both
the Leader of the National Party and the
Leader of the Opposition on the question of the
schedule, I am not prepared to change this
piece of legislation. I am prepared to instruct
Treasury to write to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the Leader of the National Party on
each occasion that it is proposed to amend by
regulation the schedule attached to this Act.
That will remove once and for all any question
about the exemption of a particular authority
or body slipping through.

Remember that the regulation-disallowing
power in this case is a much more practical
power than it is in many other cases where a
regulation may affect the public and set certain
arrangements in train in the public domain, but
it will make it very difficult to disallow the
regulation. If, for example, the abolition of an
old department occurs and a restructuring sees
a differently named department established,
that could be added to the schedule by regu-
lation. It is simply a matter of convenience to
the public administration and not to the pri-
vate sector. The regulation could be disallowed
quite comfortably in that case. It does not suf-
fer the practical defect of disallowing a regu-
lation that has caused arrangements to be made
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in the private sector or the commercial world
which would be difficult or expensive to undo.

The Leader of the Opposition is right in say-
ing this present schedule reflects the state of
mind of the Government and the Govern-
ment's policy as to what should be included
today. We do not intend to depart from that
policy. The Leader of the Opposition is also
right in saying that there is no guarantee about
the state of mind of people next year. The
power to disallow the regulation, added to my
undertaking to instruct Treasury to inform the
Opposition parties in writing about any change
to the schedule we are seeking to make, over-
comes many of the problems

The other point I raised is valid. The only
reason for the schedule and for the inclusion of
different authorities is the minimisation of ex-
pensive inefficiencies. It touches upon the first
point raised by the Leader of the Opposition,
which was the question of accountability. It is a
balance between accountability and cost. The
Government has an obligation-especially
these days-to be as frugal as it can be. We
really have not had one good year financially in
terms of revenue. We have not had one year
similar to those years in the 1970s where there
were very significant real increases in Govern-
ment revenue. We have had to rob Peter to pay
Paul in all sorts of areas of Government activ-
ity. Even with good seasons-and I am not
crying; I can manage-we have not had the
yoke of the farm burden lifted from our
shoulders. There are all sorts of other prob-
lems, not within our control, that have affected
the viability of so many of our very efficient
farmers.

Mr Crane: It will stay there for a long time to
come yet.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to make the
point that we have not had a good year. We
have not seen very dramatic increases in rev-
enue collected in real terms in four years.

The Government has an obligation to be as
efficient as it can. That is what this Bill is
about.

Mr Blaikie interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know about
that but I have found the Leader of the House
to be a very even-tempered sont of person gen-
erally.

Mr Blaikie: lHe may be even-tempered, but
what he said did your side a great disservice.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As to the question of
accountability, which was the first point raised
by the Leader of the Opposition, I agree that in
many respects we should try to ensure that
Government departments are entirely and
visibly accountable. That means, for example,
that we should not lightly let Government de-
partments think that payroll tax is an obli-
gation that someone does not have to meet, or
that they can operate at a lower cost structure
than the private sector for the delivery of goods
and services. That is the situation. On balance
the Government has simply decided that it
would be better to save the money and become
efficient, and sacrifice that skemrck of account-
ability to which the Leader of the Opposition
referred.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to
some other matters, some of which I cannot
answer now, I am afraid, but others I can ad-
dress. Legally, I am told, there is no real prob-
lem relating to any arrangements made at the
time the McMahon Government handed this
taxing power over to the States and decided not
to exercise the power at a Federal level. I am
not sure whether that handover contravenes
any agreements. The figures in the inter-
change-and this relates to the question of the
consistency of the Budget presentation-are
now being sought from the Treasury. They
have not yet arrived, I am sorry to say, but I
will arrange for the Leader of the Opposition to
be informed of the detailed response to the
points which he made in his speech. An
uncorrected copy of his speech, Or at least the
substantial pant of it, was given to Treasury
officers to enable them to give the information.
As soon as that information is available, I will
ensure it is provided.

As for the consistency of presentation of the
Budget, there are always changes and inevi-
tably the Budget is presented in different ways
as changed circumstances reflect themselves.
The Financial Administration and Audit Act
will create a very confusing situation, I am
sure, for future students of Government
finances or of Government management, as
will some of the changes made when the pre-
vious Government was in charge of the
administration of this State and when this
Government has previously addressed its
budgetary responsibilities.

These changes-which, by the way, were re-
ferred to by the Leader of the Opposition in his
speech on the second reading of the Budget-
are not unfathomable, so it is not as though
they are obscure or are hidden; rather they are
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changes which may make it difficult to measure
like with like without some adjustment.

Having said that, I thank the members for
their contributions and undertake to provide
the information when the Treasury has
completed the work on the points raised in the
Leader of the Opposition's speech. I will also
have the situation of country hostels looked at.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Thomas) in the Chair; Mr Brian Burke
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 4 put and passed.
Clause 5: Section 50 amended-
Mr HASSELL: This clause establishes the

regulation-making power in relation to sched-
ule 2.

1 appreciate the Treasurer's comments and
his undertaking to direct the Treasury to let
members know whether any changes will be
made. However, I would prefer that this clause
not be in the Bill. Having been in Government
and having seen the way in which departments
can be changed and restructured, I do not think
it would present a problem. However, if the
Government is determined to keep the clause
in the Bill, as seems to be indicated, that will
assist. I point out to the Treasurer that this
clause could be deleted without in any way
upsetting the Bill, because the schedule is
created by clause 4. Clause 5 provides a separ-
ate regulation-making power.

The Government could accept an amend-
ment to delete clause 5 but I gather from the
Treasurer's remarks that this will not be the
case.

Mr COWAN: It is consistent with National
Party policy to oppose this clause. Members of
the National Party have always argued that
where possible, an increase in the number of
regulations coming from this Parliament
should be avoided.

Quite clearly the National Party has, over the
years, always opposed those clauses in Hills
which provide for greater regulation; we think
that should be the responsibility of this Parlia-
ment. If this clause is defeated, the Govern-
ment would be required to bring an amend-
ment to the Act before the Parliament every
time it wanted to change the schedule. That is
much more in line with what the National
Party wants to do.
(132)

I make it quite clear to the Treasurer that
although the National Party is not opposed to
the thrust of this legislation, it opposes the idea
of increasing the regulatory Provisions.

Clause put and a
lowing result-

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
MrCarr
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Tom Jones
Dr Lawrence

Mr Blaikie
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Ayes
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Hodge

division taken with the fol-

Ayes 26
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
M r Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
MrTonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Noes 21
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nalder
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Spriggs

Pairs
Noes

Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Williams
Mr Lightfoot

(Telin)

Clause thus passed.
Clauses 6 and 7 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)

[12.06 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

I have received some information from the
Treasury which I will pass on to the Leader of
the Opposition. In relation to the first of the
concerns about the legality of the provisions or
substance of the Bill, I am informed that there
is no concern on the part of the Government's
officers. Tasmania already provides the same
sort of exemption, and the majority of Com-
monwealth departments are exempted from the
payment of payroll tax in the different States.
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That would seem to support the view that there
is no legal or constitutional problem and there
is plenty of precedent for doing what this Bill
does.

I have addressed to some degree the second
point raised in which the Leader of the Oppo-
sition expressed concern about the difficulty in
comparing future Budgets with those preceding
this year's Budget as a result of the exemption
that is provided. As he will be aware, compari-
son of Budgets over a period is made difficult
by changes in tax rates and the taxation laws
generally, and I do not see how this provision is
any different. For example, the change by the
Court Government in 1975-76 from a cash to
an accrual system of accounting for salaries
would make comparison difficult.

The Leader of the Opposition's final concern
related to the fact that the exemption for
Government departments would be by regu-
lation and the Government could choose at any
time to exempt trading concerns which were in
competition with the private sector. The
Government has clearly stated that it will not
exempt those departments and agencies or
business undertakings which compete with the
private sector to ensure they are not given a
competitive advantage. This is a matter of pub-
lic record in the Budget speech. The regulation-
making Power is designed to cater for changes
in departmental responsibility and in depart-
mental name changes, etc., and not to exempt
agencies which compete with the private sector.

Moreover, the exemption applies only to
money spent for the purpose of the division or
operation of the division specified in the
annual Estimates of the CRF. That would ex-
clude any trading entities existing off their own
funds. That is an important point which I did
not address previously.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

RESERVES AND LAND RE VESTMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 16 October.
MR LAUJRANCE (Gascoyne) [12.08 p-m.]:

This is a traditional Bill which comes before
the Parliament in every session, and we sup-
port the clauses it contains. They are fairly ma-
chinery-type arrangements which need to come
to the Parliament. There is a good reason for
their coming here, but generally it is as a result
of requests from bodies such as local

authorities and others which want to make
changes for good reason to various reserves
around the State.

In the time the present Minister has had the
portfolio he and I have discussed a number of
changes in the presentation of this Bill. One of
them was the incorporation of the details of
each of the clauses, and he might tell me how
much progress has been made on that because
the Opposition supported him in relation to the
incorporation of such detail in Hansard.

Mr Taylor: That requires an amendment to
Standing Orders.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister might report
on what progress has been made with that
amendment, whether the Standing Orders
Committee has agreed to it, and whether we
witl see it implemented. We said at the time the
Opposition was happy about the change. It
makes good sense. When one thinks about how
long Parliament has existed, one wonders why
it has not been done before.

I made another suggestion previously regard-
ing a schedule. I thought that idea might have
been taken up and implemented in the
presentation of this Bill. I will repeat what I
said some months ago when a similar Bill was
before the Parliament. When I was Minister for
Lands I requested that each clause be prefixed
with an indication of which area was involved,
in which location the reserve was to be found,
and the Assembly district and Council prov-
ince int which the area of land fell. That makes
it easier for members of Parliament to deter-
mine whether it is a piece of land in which they
may have some interest as the local member.

When we have a large number of these mat-
tens to consider, I think it would be a good idea,
for the benefit of members, to attach a schedule
to the Bill indicating the locations of the re-
serves. That would allow members to deal with
the Bill more effectively and more quickly by
determining where the reserves are and how
many are in their electorates. As shadow
spokesman for land matters I have prepared a
schedule and distributed it to my colleagues.

Often location namnes do not relate to par-
ticular electorates so that members may not be
aware that locations are in their electorates.
That occurs often in country areas. It may not
be obvious from maps where a piece of land is
located.

I raised this matter in debate on the previous
reserves Bill and the Minister seemed amen-
able to the suggestion. I thought I might have
seen it happen with this Bill. 1 believe that
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information could also be attached to the sec-
and reading speech. Although the Bill largely
meets with our approval, I want to deal with
two clauses in more detail. Clause 12 refers to
reserve 26741 in the City of Perth. It is
intended to alter the vesting of that reserve. In
fact, it is quite close to Parliament House. The
reserve covers the area set aside for use by the
Government and the Parliament. It covers the
old Observatory building which is just across
the road from Parliament House. At present it
is not vested in any authority. The National
Trust proposes to now occupy that building
and it requires the vesting of that site in that
organisation. The site will be reserved for the
preservation of historical buildings with
vesting in the National Trust. The vesting has
my support because I am a member of the
National Trust. I think members are aware also
that the former member for Metropolitan Prov-
ince and former Attorney General, Hon. Ian
Medcalf, has been, and is still as far as I am
aware, the chairman of the trust. He has taken
a very close interest in it as I am sure a number
of other members have.

The building is very historic. It has a pmmim-
nent place in the city and we think it is appro-
priate that it be vested in the National Trust.

I wish to deal next with clause 14 relating to
reserve 3581 5. It is an area of land set aside for
vehicle park and gardens with vesting in the
City of Perth. In accordance with the proposal
to develop a bus junction on the reserve, it is
proposed to alter the purpose for the reserve to
vehicle park, gardens, and bus terminal. Will
the Minister explain what the Government in-
tends to do with that area? I understand about
$23 million will be spent on a bus terminal. It
is a major development for the city. It will have
an impact on patterns of trade within the cen-
tral business district and on parking. I want to
know how far the Government has gone with
that proposal, which area is involved, and why
a change in the purpose of the reserve is necess-
ary. It is not very clear from the maps that have
been given to me.

At page 36 of the briefing notes it states that
the area of land is presumably the same area
because I cannot see any addition to it or
excisions from it. Presumably it is a change
only in the status and vesting.

Mr Taylor Yes.
Mr LAURANCE: Will the Minister tell us

why it was necessary to include the proposed
bus terminal in the vesting order? Presumably
it was not appropriate for it to be built on the

land under the previous vesting. I know it is a
major city development and for that reason I
ask the Minister to give us more details of the
change when he responds.

Finally, the Opposition intends to move for
the addition of a further clause to the Bill in the
Committee stage. The amendment, which is on
the Notice Paper, deals with the area known as
Bungle Bungle in the Kimberleys. It is a mag-
nificent area with enormous tourism potential.
We are very concerned about what the Govern-
ment intends to do with the area. We have
asked questions on this matter for two years
and, quite frankly, the Government seems to be
going around in circles. It seems that it is a
difficult matter and the Government cannot
make up its mind what it wants to do.

There seems to be a tremendous amount of
to-ing and fro-ing with many Government
agencies becoming involved. Aboriginal
interests have expressed a desire also to have
some role in the management of the area. It is
an extremely sensitive area and has to be
handled properly. We believe it should be
opened up for tourists. However, we believe
also that the Government should have made a
move on it before now. The area is contained
in reserve 28538 and is classified "C"-class re-
serve.

The Opposition's proposed amendment in-
volves an area of 450 square kilometres to be
set aside for the regeneration of eroded areas in
the Ord River catchment area. The history of
this land goes back to April 1967 when it was
gazetted for that purpose. It is 20 years since
this regeneration programme was put in place,
and it has been very successful. The area
involved is considered to be extremely desir-
able to be set aside for use by the community,
not only of Western Australia, but also of
Australia. I would put it in the same category as
the Kakadu National Park and the Olgas.

Mr Taylor: This amendment will not put you
in good light as far as the mining industry is
concerned.

Mr LAURANCE: I have been waiting for
that sort of response.

Mr Taylor: I do not think you have thought
about it.

Mr LAURANCE: This outstanding area
could be put in the same category as national
areas of significance such as Ayers Rock and
the Olgas, which are in close proximity to
Ayers Rock. The land formation is very simi-
lar. Of course, the area of Bungle Bungle is
much larger and the individual geographic
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structures are spread over a wider area than are
the Olgas. If members consider the number of
people who visit Ayers Rock and the Olgas I
am sure they will be of the opinion that in the
future a large number of people will visit
Bungle Bungle.

Mr Clarko: It will have to be better than it is
now. I have spent a week there and I can assure
members that one or two days is mare than
enough. It is ver dry country, and there are
not many Aborigines living there. The country
is such that the Aborigines would not want to
live there. I suggest to the Government that it
be very careful before it makes plans about that
area.

Mr LAURANCE: The Aboriginal people
involved belong to the Warmun community,
which is based at Turkey Creek, and they have
shown no interest in this area.

Mr Brian Burke: The member for Karrinyup
says it is a bit thin on the ground.

Mr Hassell: That is because they have not
found anything there.

Mr LAURANCE: In answer to the Premier's
interjection I can only assume that what has
happened is that the Government has seen the
glitter of diamonds not very far from that area.
It has its direction firmly fixed on the Argyle
area rather than on Bungle Bungle. However,
never mind.

The Government seeks to change the classifi-
cation of that reserve from "C"-class to "A" -class- I was interested to hear what the Minister
for Lands said by way of interjection about
mining, If this reserve attains an "A"-class
status as a national park, mining can still be
negotiated. It will be up to the Government
and to the parties involved, and the situation
need not change.

The Opposition believes that an important
area like this deserves to be recognised as a
Class "A" reserve for the benefit and value of
all Australians, particularly Western
Australians. That is the reason for the amend-
ment which has been placed on the Notice
Paper. We believe it should be classified as a
Class "A" reserve and set aside for a national
park and be vested in the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority.

In order to ascertain in what direction the
Government is going, I refer members to the,
"Bungle Bungle Working Group Draft Report
to the Environmental Protection Authority".
The report is dated October 1984 and it indi-
cates that the area concerned should be set
aside as a Class "A" reserve. The Opposition is

moving in the same direction as the working
group suggests.

The Opposition believes that its proposed
amendment would be an ideal start. The work-
ing group recommends that two pastoral
properties in that area should eventually be in-
cluded in the national park. If the area were
vested in the National Parks and Nature Con-
servation Authority, it could be administered
in the same way as other national parks.

We take on board that the area should be
jointly managed between the national parks
authority and the traditional Aboriginal
owners. The Opposition believes that the tra-
ditional Aborigines who can clearly demon-
strate a link with that area should be given the
opportunity to join in the management of the
national park. It would give them the oppor-
tunity of employment in the national park, and
that would be appropriate.

The Opposition is particularly concerned,
not so much about the management because
that can be worked out between the parties
involved, but about the ownership of the
national park. That is the main reason for the
Opposition's proposed amendment to the Bill,

The working group did look at a number of
options regarding ownership and management.
I advise the House that the working group gave
some thought to what is known as the Kadadu
model as well as to other models, and took into
account how those areas have been handled in
recent times.

I refer particularly to the Kakadu model and
on page 60 or the working party's report under
the heading, "The Kakadu Model", it states-

Kakadu National Park (Stage I) is owned
freehold by the traditional owners via the
Kakadu Aboriginal Land Trust and leased
to the Director ANPWS for a period of 99
years for the purpose of a National Park.

The distinction the Opposition wants to draw
is that it does not want to go that way. The
Opposition rejects strongly the Kakadu model
which states that the land be given to tra-
ditional Aboriginal owners in freehold and
leased to Australians. That is not the way to go.
A similar arrangement has been made regard-
ing Ayers Rock. The Kakadu model involves a
magnificent piece of Australia, and the freehold
title to it has been given to the Aboriginals.

This is where the comments made by the
member for Karriniyup come into play. What
he said was that the Warmun community may
lay a claim to that land, but it does not mean
that they necessarily live on it.
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Mr Hassell: It was an area which tradition-
ally they avoided. The local people say they
have never been there. It was an area they kept
away from.

.Mr LAURANCE: The comments made by
the Leader of the Opposition back up what the
member for Karrinyup said. A claim has been
made that the Warmun community is the tra-
ditional owner of the land and it should be
given the freehold title to it. The strength of its
claim is very doubtful. However, irrespective
of that, the principle is quite wrong and we do
not want this State to go along the lines
outlined in the Kakadu model.

There are other difficulties, but I do not want
to delay the House by reading the entire section
of the working group's report relating to the
Kakadu model. The proposal outlined in that
model is that the traditional owners lease the
land to the Australian National Parks and
Wildlife Service in the Northern Territory.

Joint management could be negotiated, but
ownership is important. If a road needs to be
constructed in the Kakadu National Park for
the benefit of everyone who wants to visit, an
agreement has to be reached between 16 land
councils. That is quite clearly laid out in this
report.

Mr Brian Burke: I thought it was a bit much
when you said that we give it to Aborigines
then lease it back to Australians. Aborigines are
also Australians.

Mr Hassell: So are non-Aborigines.
Mr LAURANCE: Surely the Premier would

agree that it is back-to-front thinking to give
the land to one group which then leases it to all
of us. Surely we can say that the area is for all
Australians but that it can be leased to Aborigi-
nal groups because they have a special interest.
Let us get our thinking the right way around. I
am not saying that Aborigines do not have any
entitlement to the land or should not be
involved in its management. They may well
deserve to be involved from an employment
point of view, even if we disregard the other
traditional points of view. I believe that some
employment for local Aborigines can be
provided in such areas.

By all means we should give Aborigines a say
in the management of a national park, but that
national park should first be set aside for the
benefit and enjoyment of all Australians. If the
national park were to be made a class "A"
national park we would be quite happy to sit
down with the Government and talk about how
it can be managed.

Mr Bridge: In connection with your talk
about setting aside things for all Australians, I
must point out something interesting. I handed
over a lease document to the Violet Valley
community the other day. You are talking
about fairness, so let me tell you about this.

Mr LAURANCE: I am happy to.
Mr Bridge: You have to be careful when

talking about everything being fair because in
the case of Violet Valley the land was set aside
in 1912 for the use and benefit of Aboriginal
people. It was clearly defined as a reserve for
that purpose, yet for 30 years of that period
because of a subleasing arrangement which the
Government entered into with a nearby pas-
toral lessee, the Aboriginal people were denied
access to the area. They were denied access
despite the fact that the area was set aside and
clearly defined within our laws as an area of
land for their use. So when one talks to those
people up there always one has to be conscious
that that is what they have been subjected to.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for Aborigi-
nal Affairs is a very fair man. I am the first to
admit that. He has just returned from a visit to
that area with the Federal Minister and he
could not say that what the Knkadu model sets
out is in any way fair for all the community. He
is a Minister for all the community. He may
have particular portfolio responsibilities, but
he is first a Minister in a Government that has
to serve all the people.

Mr Watt: He took an oath to do that.
Mr LAURANCE: He did.
It is not fair to give one group exclusive own-

ership of a piece of land and then lease it back
to all of us. I think it would be fair if that
process were reversed. I am not asking the Min-
ister to commit himself on that, but I make that
point.

The Minister just mentioned to the Parlia-
ment that in the last few days he handed over
99-year leases to a number of Aboriginal
groups in the Kimberley. The unfairness of that
is that those leases happened to be right in the
middle of other areas that for over 100 years
Governments have leased to the occupiers on
45-year terms. We are not saying that what the
Minister has done in giving them a 99-year
lease is wrong, but it makes the leases given to
others second-class.

Mr Taylor: In that case, would you agree that
if we were to give the pastoralists in this State
continuous leases, the Aboriginal people should
have exactly the same leases that the pastoral-
ists may be given in legislation next year?
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Mr LAURANCE. I think that would be fair.
Mr Hassell: If they were subject to the same

restrictions.
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister has given

only a broad outline, so I will give him a broad
"Yes". The Government has given those leases
in the Kimberley. Twice in this session it has
said that it intends to legislate for better secur-
ity of tenure for pastoralists. but we have not
seen the Bill yet.

Mr Bridge: In the case of Violet Valley, isn't
it better to say that after 74 years of arrange-
ments that were not proper, justice has now
been seen to have been put in place? The situ-
ation has now been corrected.

Mr Hassell: When are you going to face up to
the fact that some Aboriginal people have to
lake their, place in society and take equal re-
sponsibility with everybody else. You are not
doing them any good with this handout men-
tality.

Mr Bridge: Nobody is looking for handouts
now. We have had a good session this year in
which we have not spoken about handouts. Let
us not talk about them now.

Mr LAURANCE: I will try to get in an inter-
jection here, Mr Deputy Speaker.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: With due respect
to the Leader of Her Majesty's Opposition and
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, I would be
happy if the only voice I heard for the remain-
ing minutes was that of the member for
Gascoyne.

Mr LAURANCE: Thank you for that, Mr
Deputy Speaker.

it is appropriate that this amendment comes
before the Parliament at this time because the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has just
returned from an extensive trip through the
Kimberley with the Federal Minister. As the
State Minister, this Minister would know that
it is quite wrong for the Federal Minister, who
has already caused a tremendous amount of
division in other communities around
Australia, particularly in the Northern Terri-
tory, to be making in Western Australia
statements like the one that appeared only a
few days ago in The West Australian. The
ankile is headed, "Holding warns on Bungle
Bungle plans". The Minister was also
mentioned in another article headed, "Quick
action sought on land claim". That ankile talks
about the Exim leases and the promise of $6
million worth of land from somewhere in the
Kinmberley for Aboriginal interests.

Mr Bridge: Read out what I said.
Mr LAURANCE: What the Minister said is

very fair, but he does not want to be railroaded
by a Federal Minister.

Mr Wilson: There is not much chance of this
Minister being railroaded.

Mr LAURANCE: I am just warning him that
he had better not be.

Mr Bridge: Read what I said.
Mr LAURANCE: It is important that the

sovereignty of Western Australia in dealing
with our land is absolute. The Minister knows
how sensitive an issue that is in Western
Australia. It is inappropriate for a Federal Min-
ister to be traipsing across the Kimberley tell-
ing us what we should be doing with our land.

Mr Brian Burke: Your Federal Minister did
not do too badly. He set the pace for every-
body.

Mr LAURANCE: This Federal Minister has
been more divisive than any other in
Australia's history.

Mr Brian Burke: The trouble with you mob is
that you play politics too much.

Mr LAURANCE: We will try to keep politics
out of Parliament House!

Nothing could be more appropriate than for
us to come before the Parliament to remind the
Government that it should set aside that area
of the Bungle Bungle for the benefit of all West-
ern Australians in an "A"-class reserve as a
national park. It should tell the Federal
Government that we know how best to deal
with our land and that the Federal Government
should keep its sticky fingers out of it. That
would be a good message for this Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs to deliver. He should sup-
port our amendment because he knows that
that is right.

We are very firmly of the belier that we want
the opposite of that Kakadu model. If the
Government sets aside this area in the way that
we have suggested in our amendment to this
reserves Bill, the other matter of Aboriginal
interests and how they are accommodated can
be worked out on a joint management basis.
We are not trying to keep Aboriginal interests
out of this area. We believe that they have an
appropriate role to play. However, the basic
ownership of the land should remain with all
Western Australians.

MR HASSELL (Cottesl oe- Leader of the
Opposition) [12.40 p.m.]: There should be no
mistake about the fact that the Bungle Bungle
area of Western Australia is under very serious
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threat. The reserves Bill presented to the House
by the Minister fails to counter the threat to
Bungle Bungle.

Mr Taylor: What has this to do with the Bill?
You should be debating this in the Committee
stage when speaking to your amendment.

Mr HASSELL: If the Minister will allow me
to continue I will make my remarks and he can
then press on. I will not be repetitive; if I say it
now, I will not say it in Committee. It does not
make much difference, it will be said.

There are three threats to Bungle Bungle
right now. The first is the Federal Government
and the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Af-
fairs. The State Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
was right last week in his response to Mr Hold-
ing but we need a very clear assertion of the
authority and the sovereignty of the State over
the lands of the State from both the Minister
for Lands and, more particularly, from the
Premier.

Mr Brian Burke: I have said it time and time
again and we got into lots of trouble with re-
gard to land rights.

Mr HASSELL: The Opposition defeated land
rights after a three-year campaign. The
Government was pretty happy that we did, it
was not what the Government intended; it
intended full well to have land rights. The
Government set up the Seaman inquiry and
presented a Bill to this House proposing that 46
per cent of Western Australian land should be
presented to one tiny percentage of the popu-
lation. The Government was saved by the Op-
position and it knows that we saved it from
that legislation.

The threat to Bungle Bungle comes firstly
from the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Af-
fairs, Mr Holding, and all those people who
want to see done to Bungle Bungle what has
been done to ruin Kakadu National Park and
Ayers Rock. Let there be no mistake; what has
been done at Ayers Rock is a national disgrace.
We must be vigilant that these dreadful people
in Canberra, from whatever political party,
who have aspirations to extend that national
disgrace and disaster at Ayers Rock, do not get
their hands on one square inch of Western
Australia. I am concerned about Bungle Bungle
and delighted to indicate that we will be
pushing forward with this matter.

Perhaps the Government and the Minister
will not accept this amendment. We under-
stood that when we proposed it, but we have
chosen deliberately to draw attention to it. We
hope that the Minister for Lands, even if he

rejects the amendment, will at least reinforce in
this Parliament today his commitment to the
sovereignty of Western Australia over Western
Australian land and his commitment that we
shall keep that national park as Western
Australia's national park, not for one or two
per cent of the population or for the Warmun
community, but for the people of this State to
whom it belongs. He should tell Mr Holding,
his ilk, his department, and the whole bang
bunch of them, to go home and mind their own
business.

Not only Bungle Bungle is under threat but
also the Mitchell Plateau and other areas of the
Kimberley, and Mt Augustus. I have asked the
Government many questions about Mt
Augustus because I have the same concern
about that area.

Mr Brian Burke: You have a lot of concern
about the political issue.

Mr HASSELL: It is concern about the issue.
The Premier should not try to demean it in any
way because it is not to be demeaned.

This is a long-range issue. The Northern Ter-
ritory Government of Australia has had to brief
Mr T. E. F. Hughes QC, to go to Paris to argue
about the lands of the Northern Temrtory.

Mr Parker: The NT is in a completely differ-
ent position, it is not its sovereign lands, ours
are our sovereign lands.

Mr HASSELL: They ought to be.
Mr Parker: Whether or not they ought to be,

it is a completely different situation.
Mr HASSELL: I am glad the Minister is say-

ing that, but I remind him that the Tasmanian
Governiment was sovereign over its lands until
this lunatic fringe in Canberra got hold of the
heritage legislation.

Mr Parker: Remember that in the case of the
Northern Territory Government the Common-
wealth Government has the right, as the Fraser
Government did, to declare an area a national
park whether or not the Northern Territory
wants it to do so. That is not and never has
been the position in Western Australia or
Tasmania.

Mr HASSELL: Whatever the Minister may
argue on technicalities, I draw his attention to
two realities.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The fact is that in relation to

the matters referred to by the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy, be must recognise two
realities. Firstly, that a very sizeable portion of
the sovereign State of Tasmania is now locked
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up under the control of Canberra. The second
reality is that an elected Australian Govern-
ment, albeit a territory and not a State, is now
in a position in which it has to go to Paris to
argue about the fate of the lands of Australia.

These centralist people in Canberra, who be-
lieve that they can rnn our lives in every way,
believe that Australia should hand over sover-
eignty of its own territory to some committee
sitting in Paris. I make it clear that we do not
agree with that approach to Australia's land.
Australians, the elected Governments of
Australia, including the Labor Government,
despite our great differences, and the Parlia-
ments of this country, should make decisions
about our lands. Those decisions should not be
made in Paris under the world heritage listing
or any other listing and they should not be
made in Canberra either. Decisions about
Western Australia should be made in Western
Australia by this Parliament and this Govern-
ment.

Let us never be put in a position in which we
receive letters from Mr H-awke or his suc-
cessors, whether Liberal, Labor, or any other
colour, telling us what we should be doing
about Bungle Bungle, the Mitchell Plateau, Mt
Augustus, King's Park, the John Forrest
National Park, or any other of the parlands of
Western Australia.

The second threat to Bungle Bungle is the
Federal Government's National Parks Auth-
ority. The Ministers must know that that
National Parks Authority has clearly laid down
its ambition, policy, and determination to gain
control over all the national parks of Australia.

Mr Parker: It has never been raised with us
once.

Mr HASSELL: I wonder whether the Minis-
ters with that responsibility could say that or
would be able to say that there has not been
consultation.

Mr Parker: I deal with national parks issues
every day of the week and there has never once
been raised with me in three years an issue of
any national parks centralised control.

Mr HASSELL: As long ago as when we were
in Government-more than three years ago-
the National Parks Authority was pursuing a
long-range policy of seeking control over
national parks throughout the country.

Mr Parker: That was under Fraser, he was a
great centralist.

Mr H-ASSELL: I am not arguing about Mr
Fraser, but about the protection of Western
Australian lands and parks. These parks are
under threat and the Minister can snigger as
much as he likes but members on that side of
the House must have some sense of guilt be-
cause they are reacting so sharply to something
which is not an attack on them in any way.

What I have sought to raise, and what the
member for Gascoyne, the shadow Minister,
has sought to raise, is the issue of the protec-
tion of the national parks in Western Australia
from the Federal Department of Aboriginal Af-
fairs or the Federal National Parks Authority. I
challenge the Government Ministers, whether
it be the Minister for Minerals and Energy, the
Minister for Lands, or more particularly the
Minister responsible for park lands, to check
with their departments that there are no con-
tinuing consultations and conferences with
officers from Canberra departments involving
a general project to control all national parks
throughout Australia.

It is the long-term policy of the Federal
National Parks Authority to gain control of all
parks in Australia. The only way to gain control
of the national parks is if the State Govern-
ment's control is in some way inferior or inad-
equate. That is the second reason Bungle
Bungle and other national parks in this State
are under threat.

The first threat is from the Minister for Ab-
original Affairs in Canberra, who has large-
scale and absurd ambitions. The second is from
the Federal National Parks Authority, and the
general attitude of the Federal Government to
seek ever more power and influence over State
responsibilities.

The third area of threat to Bungle Bungle lies
with the State Government itself. This is where
the Minister might well respond, because these
questions are directed to him and to his
administration. 1 have here several questions
concerning this matter which have been asked
over a period beginning in April 1984. If any-
one wants to see a documented exposition of
muddling incompetence by administration it is
this. Question after question asked over that
period produced a set of answers which uni-
forrnly and constantly said, "We are going to
do something about Bungle Bungle; we are go-
ing to have a management plan; we are going to
protect it."
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It has flat happened. Deadline after deadline
set by Ministers-and in one case by the
Premier himself-have failed to produce a re-
sult.

Members can refer to question 2904 of It
April 1984. This is what the thinking was at
that time. This question was directed to the
Minister for Tourism, then the Premier-

Is it fact that the working party
appointed to complete a central and man-
agement plan for the spectacular Bungle
Bungle area in the Kimberley has decided
to defer the matter until after the Seaman
inquiry is complete?

The Premier replied, "No".
The expectation in April 1984 was that the

work was to be complete before the Seaman
inquiry. When it was suggested it would be
deferred until after the Seaman inquiry, that
was rejected.

This question was asked on I May 1984 of
the Minister for Tourism-

Is the Minister aware of an article which
appeared in The Australian newspaper
today which indicated that the Western
Australian Government had banned tour
operators from access to the Bungle Bungle
area?

The Premier replied that that was not so. He
said-

The position is that the Government is
not prepared to encourage or endorse the
promotion of tourism in the area until the
working party set up to prepare a manage-
ment and control plan for the region has
conducted its work in a satisfactory man-
ner.

This was in May 1984. We still have no man-
agement or control plan for the Bungle Bungle
area. The longer the Government leaves it the
more likely it is that these predators from
Canberra, Mr Holding and the Federal en-
vironmental and national parks people, will
come and get their nlippers into it.

Mr Bridge: That is silly talk. It takes time.
Mr HASSELL: It is not silly talk, it is a fact.

On 2 May 1984 the Premier said, "it is not the
Government's policy to encourage tourism un-
til the management plan has been finalised."

On 4 May 1984 questions were asked about
bringing people down to Perth. It was disclosed
by Mr Davies that only the Aboriginal people
had been brought down to Perth for consul-
tations about the land and the use of the land.
None of the other people in the Kimberley.-

the tourism people-had been brought down;
only the Aboriginal people.

Again, on 4 May the question was asked and
the Premier replied as follows-

The EPA established an informal work-
ing group on 28 February, 1983. It was to
make recommendations on the status
vesting and purpose of reserve 28538
(regeneration of eroded areas in the Ord
River catchment area) which includes the
Bungle Bungle range.

One can go on. Just let me give members a list
of these questions, because I cannot read them
all out. There was question 3293 on 9 May
1984; question 285 on 7 August 1984; question
383 on 8 August 1984; question 669 on 18
September 1984; question 956 on 26
September 1984; question 1041 on 9 October
1984; and question 462 on 31 October 1984.

That was an interesting one; a very long
answer to a Dorothy Dix question to the
Premier, who said, commenting on remarks
made by Hon. Norman Moore-

Hie was talking about creating a situation
at Bungle Bungle that was the same as that
at Ayers Rock. He talked about getting
land rights through the back door. HeI
claimed the situation would be similar to
that at Ayers Rocks where he said, Aborigi-
nes have exclusive control.

So that there can be no misunderstand-
ing about the extent of Mr Moore's misrep-
resentation, let me read from the
recommendations of the Bungle Bungle
working group-recommendations which I
again remind the House have not yet been
considered by Government, let alone any
final decision made.

It reads as follows-
Recommendation 6.1 .1. The

Proposed national park be vested in
the national parks agency as an A-class
reserve.

That was the first recommendation referred to
by the Premier, that it be created an "A"-class
reserve. We go on, still talking about October
1984. We are now past the end of October 1986
and we still have no "A"-class reserve or man-
agement plan, and members opposite think we
are joking when we bring up our concern about
the park.

I refer members to question 1814 on 20
November 1984, and question 1815 of the
same date; question 1818 of 20 November
1984; question 597 of 20 November 1984; and
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question 615 of, I think, 21 November 1984. It
is on page 4545 of Hansard, The Premier
said-

Members may also be aware that there
has been considerable correspondence be-
tween conservation groups and my col-
league, the Minister for the Environment;
and the Federal environmental Minister,
Barry Cohen.

The Premier's own words bear out our concern.
I shall conclude my remarks conterminous with
the luncheon adjournment. I draw attention to
the question I asked after a long string of ques-
tions over two years. I refer to question 17431
when I asked what was going on. We are still
looking for a management plan. We believe the
proper situation should be to accept the rec-
ommendation made a long time ago.

I have missed out a whole stack of questions
asked in 1985, all producing the same answers
and the same results. The Opposition supports
the Reserves and Land Revestmenr Bill (No.
2), but we will certainly be looking to amend it
to afford some protection to the Bungle Bungle
reserve and other Western Australian parks
which should receive encouragement from this
Government. These parks should be protected
from threats posed by the Federal Department
of Aboriginal Affairs and the Conservation De-
partment, and failure of this Government itself
to act.

Silting suspended from J.OO0 to 2.15S p.m.
MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [2.15 p-m.]:

The National Party supports this Bill. Although
it would be regarded by many as a mechanical
Bill, it is a very important one in that it gives
the Parliament the opportunity to discuss ad-
ditions or amendments to, or closures of,
"A"-class reserves. That is a very important
function. in regard to the portion of the Bill
that affects my electorate, the local authority in
that area has no objecti on to the Pallarup
Nature Reserve being amended as designated
in the Bill.

One issue I would like to raise is that from
time to time some troubles arise when local
authorities want to excise small portions of
"All-class reserves, perhaps to realign a corner
to make an area safer, or to extend a road
reserve, or something of that nature. In most
cases those excisions or small changes do not
have a great bearing on the general concept of
the "A"-class reserve.

It can be very frustrating for a local authority
to make a decision to realign, a Comner, which
may involve only half-a-hectare of an "A"-class

reserve, only to find that it can take 12 months
or more for that legislation to pass through the
Parliament. I suggest to the Minister that per-
haps some fast-track legislative process could
be set up to enable the excision of small areas
for such purposes.

MR CRANE (Moore) [2.20 p.mn.]: I support
this Bill. This kind of legislation generally is
introduced to the Parliament at the end of each
session to rake care of all the little problems
with reserves, and the changes brought about
from time to time. T always support that, be-
cause it is necessary.

However, while on the subject of reserves I
am disappointed that nothing has yet been
done about Reserve No. 38405, Lancelin Lot
748. This is a matter of extreme importance
and 1 would ask the Minister to comment on it,
as he would be familiar with it. The reserve
contains an area of land only 30 metres. by 20
mnetres required for lease, which would suggest
that it would practically fit inside this House.
The matter goes back to December 1984.

It was brought to my attention by the
Lancelin Sea Search Rescue Group in a letter
dated 18 October 1985. They had tried desper-
ately in the meantime to obtain this land. This
group is performing a very admirable service in
the area. Its members did receive permission to
build a small building for their purpose but it is
not adequate for housing a sea rescue boat as
well as their radio shacks and toilets, so they
asked for this other area, which is infinitesimal
when one considers the amount of excellent
work they do.

I wrote to the Minister for Lands and Sur-
veys, H-on. Ken Mclver, and asked him
whether be would come with me and have a
look at this site, because there is no substitute
for a genuine, first-hand look. Mr Mclver said
he would but subsequently wrote and said his
department was not in favour of excising the
small area of land and he could see no point in
his going up there.

I still felt there was a great need for this area
and the people concerned were pressing me
consistently for it, so I then wrote to the pre-
sent Minister for Lands. Prior to that, however,
I received another letter from the Laneelin
Angling and Aquatic Club in which it pointed
out a few more salient points about how disap-
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pointed it was at the time it was taking to bring
this lease to fruition. In its letter it said-

Lancelin has now became a major
windsurfing paradise, and currently we
have some hundreds of windsurfers
enjoying the Lancelin breezes. It won't be
long before windsurfers flock in their thou-
sands from all over the world to Lancelin.
These people unfortunately from time to
time will have mishaps and we believe it
our responsibility as the Sea Search Rescue
Group, to take action now before a tragic
accident occurs.

We are currently planning to provide a
l4ft rubber ducky rescue boat to be avail-
able at all times, in case of need. This will
need protective housing. Also we are
gradually acquiring rescue equipment that
needs to be housed conveniently near the
foreshore, and this also needs to be
housed.

That is why they need this extra area of land. I
mention that because I want to draw it to the
attention of this Parliament, the Minister, and
the Premier. I ask the Premier to come with me
because it is generally conceded-and I do not
disagree with this-that the Premier is not a
bad sort of bloke. The other invitations to have
a look at this land have been turned down by
previous Ministers and officers of the Depart-
ment of Lands and Surveys as it then was. I
offered to take my vehicle at my expense and
fill my fridge with beer and, if the Premier
would like, some Perrer water, so he would not
be thirsty. I know how difficult it is for him and
how busy he is. I suggest Christmas morning
after church, if there is no other time. I will
come and pick him up.

Mr Brian Burke: Hang on a minute. If the
Minister tells me I should go, I will.

Mr CRANE: The Minister will be guided by
the bureaucratic idiots of the various depart-
ments who have repeatedly said they will not
excise this piece of land or lease it to these
people. One of the great problems in this State
is the fact that many Government departments
are bureaucratically constipated. Nothing can
get through. All we need is to administer a dirty
big bottle of Epsom salts to see if we can get
Some movement in some of these departments.

I am absolutely frustrated with trying to get
through to the Ministers. I thought the Minis-
ters were supposed to be the heads, in control
of their departments, but they are not.
Unfortunately they take notice of the people

who keep telling them they cannot do this or
that.

I wrote to Mr Taylor and asked him whether
he would come and I received the same answer.
I do not think it was written by Mr Taylor but
it was signed by him. It was probably one of his
bureaucrats about whom I have referred. If we
were to administer a decent dose of castor oil
we might get some action. Eventually, we had
to go to the State Planning Commission, where
I contacted a Mr Peters. He advised me by
telephone that a Mr Stan Parks, who is a mem-
ber of the commission and lives in Lancelin,
would contact me. I contacted Mr Parks and
spoke with him and he was to get back to me,
but unfortunately I never heard another word
from him. lHe is one of my constituents and if I
was to work as hard as he is apparently not
working, I should not be a member. I was very
disappointed. A note was placed on my file by
my secretary which said that Mr Parks was to
get back to us.

In the meantime, the State Planning Com-
mission would not give permission because of
the possibility of erosion of the foreshore and
problems with the environment and the fact
that the Gingin Shire Council had made appli-
cation to build a toilet on the foreshore along-
side where we wanted to lease this 30 x 20
metres; of land.

On 27 May I wrote to Mr Richards and Mr
Peters. Mr Richards is acting Principal Officer,
Soil Conservation Services, Department of
Agriculture, and Mr Peters is Executive
Officer, Town Planning Board. My letter
stated, in part-

I am concerned at a claim that the same
Government Departments who have
refused the application from the Lancelin
Sea Search Rescue Group for specific
reasons have allowed the Gingin Shire to
build a brick and concrete block of toilets
and ablutions alongside the requested
land, even though the application of the
Lancelin Sea Search Rescue Group was
made prior to the Gingin Shire appli-
cation.

Every one of these bureaucrats said we could
not have the lease. After saying that, the State
Planning Commission gave permission for the
Gingin Shire Council to build that block of
toilets. I am in support of the block of toilets.
Everyone knows that when you have got to go,
you have got to go. They are needed and I do
appreciate chat point.
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Do I make myself clear? We were refused
that 30 by 20 metre piece of land because it was
deemed environmentally unacceptable, yet a
toilet block of that size was permitted to be
built after our original application was made.
Something is wrong somewhere. I want to hear
some interjections from this side of the House
saying that when the Liberal Party gets back
into Government, it will be done because I will
not rest until this is done. I believe my request
is quite reasonable.

As I said, I wrote to Mr Richards and Mr
Peters on 27 May this year. Mr Richards did
not even bother to reply, but I received a reply
from Mr Peters on 10 October which in con-
clusion read as follows-

Unfortunately, the Commission is not in
a position to assist you any further in this
Matter.

In other words, Mr Peters thinks that is the end
of the story. Well, I have news for him. It is not
the end of the story, simply because it is ridicu-
lous. I know I am right and I intend to follow it
through wherever I can. I will continue with
this fight. I ask the Minister: Will he not come
up to Lancelin with me, at no cost to himself or
his department, to have a look for himself?

It all comes down to the old saying of the
weatherman who never bothers to poke his
head out of the window and have a look. It is
quite true; if he did, on a day he predicted was
fine, he may get his hair wet because it may not
be a fine day after all. Unfortunately, the
Premier has left the Chamber, but I intend to
write to him on this very matter and ask him
whether he will come with me. I extend that
invitation to all members of the Ministry. They
will be very welcome to come up to Lancelin
and have a look for themselves, because this
facility must be built.

The facility will be of great use to the people
up there and I believe we must proceed with it
and afford the protection to that area that it
deserves.

I received another letter from the Lancelin
Sea Search Rescue Group which dealt with a
number of other points which it felt had not
been adequately covered, It reads as follows-

1. The Lancelin Angling and Aquatic
Club, of which the Rescue Group is an
affiliated body, have over 100 boatowners
as members with licensed marine radios
fitted to their boats, and many more who
have smaller boats, used around the
Lancelin area. The rescue base is monitor-
ing any of these boats which go to sea.

2. The base is often used by visiting
amateur fishermen and other amateur
angling clubs as a standby station, moni-
to ring their safety at sea.

3. Over the last year to 31st March,
1986-

This is very important-
-20 important rescues were carried out

by the group, involving 120 man hours of
voluntary assistance by 85 helpers. Had
not we been on call during those occasions,
loss of life could have resulted in some
cases.

I am bold enough to say that loss of life poss-
ibly would have occurred. Members would
know how difficult the coastline of Western
Australia can be; it is one of the most difficult
coastlines in the world, and those of us here
who have sailed it-and I probably have sailed
it more often than anyone else in this place-
would know that the swell breaks when one
does not expect it to break. That does not hap-
pen in many other parts of the world, but it
happens here.

Therefore, I ask the Minister to come with
me, and to bring those officers with him. I will
even shout them fish and chips for lunch; that
is how genero us IJam.

Mr Taylor: Crayfish?
Mr CRANE: Agreed.
I hope the Minister will come and bring the

Premier with him because this building needs
to be built. 1 ask the Minister to consider my
plea, which in this instance I feel is most
reasonable.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [ 2.34 p.m.]: 1 would
like to make a brief contribution to this debate
in order to support the comments of the mem-
ber for Moore.

Recently the member for Moore took me to
have a look at the problem, which sounds very
in sign ifican t-and in a way it is, because it
could be resolved quite simply. I urge the Min-
ister to have a look at the problem which the
member has raised. Only a few weeks ago, I
visited Lancelin and, on a Sunday morning,
which started off quite pleasantly and ended up
raining, I happened to walk past the building
that currently is being used by the Sea Search
and Rescue Group. It is only a small building,
and the group was having a busy bee; it was
cleaning up the grounds of the building.

Every time I go to Lan celin-and I go there
quite frequently-I note that the Sea Search
and Rescue Group looks after these premises
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extremely well. In fact it is a credit to them.
The building is located near the launching fa-
cilities-there is no ramp-and I cannot see
any environmental reason, or indeed any other
reason, for not allowing this building to be ex-
tended so as to enable the group to expand its
operations.

The Lancelin area is now being used more
frequently for recreation purposes, and the
group works very hard. All the amateur
fishermen who come and go report in as they
do so. The morning I was last there, half-a-
dozen people were preparing the facilities that
will be required for the next busy day they have
when a lot of people will go out fishing. Indeed,
not only fishermen but also sailboarders are
helped by the Sea Search and Rescue Group.
When the Ledge Point to Lancelin sailboard
race was held, I think there were approximately
200 competitors.

I support the member for Moore in what he
has said. For some years the group in Lancelin
has been trying to increase its facilities. I would
like to think that the Minister, in his usual
good-beanted fashion, will have a look at the
problem. I can see no reason why the group
cannot be pranted that increase in land. In fact
it is funny, when one considers the huge
amount of land in that area, and the fact that
the group is asking for only a little extra land
next door to where its facilities are located
now-and no-one else is there-that it has not
been granted that extra land. The extra land
would enable it to improve the safety of people
using the sea in that area. There is no doubt
that the Lancelin area will become even more
popular for recreation purposes.

I support the member for Moore's comments
and I sincerely hope that the Minister will look
at this problem to see what he can do to speed
up the process of granting the Lancelin Sea
Search Rescue Group the very small amount of
land it is seeking in order that the group may
improve its facilities.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for
Lands) [2.38 p.mn.]: In reply to the comments
which have been made in relation to this re-
serves Bill, perhaps I should begin at the end
and deal with the matter relating to Lancelin.

As the member for Moore said, he did in fact
write to the previous Minister on this matter. I
am aware of the situation because I recall re-
ceiving a letter dealing with this issue from the
member for Moore only a few weeks after I was
appointed Minister for Lands. My understand-
ing is that there is a problem from an environ-

mental point of view and the basic opposition
comes from that side of the matter as far as the
Government is concerned. I am prepared to
have a look at it, although there are other
people who would have to agree.

I would, however, make another couple of
points in relation to this issue. Firstly, if I recall
correctly, in writing to the member for Moore
some months ago, I concluded my letter by
saying that I would in fact be prepared to ar-
range a meeting between the people in Lancelin
and the officers of the department so that they
could discuss the matter. However, to the best
of my knowledge, that offer was not taken up.
Secondly, the member for Moore also criticised
Stan Parks, who is on the State Planning Com-
mission and who lives in Lancelin. The mem-
ber for Moore said that Mr Parks had done
nothing about the matter. In fact, Mr Parks
made a special point of meeting with me and
officers from the Department of Land
Administration and from the Department of
Conservation and Land Management in order
to discuss this issue. We spent a good hour or
so running through the issue before Mr Parks
was satisfied that the decision made at that
time by the officers involved and by the pre-
vious Minister and me in fact was the correct
decision.

Mr Parks took up the issue and went to the
trouble of arranging a meeting between him,
me, and the officers involved. The criticism
made about Mr Parks by the member for
Moore was quite unfair; all the member had to
do was pick up the phone and ask Mr Parks if
anything had happened. I am prepared to have
another look at the matter, and if it is possible
to resolve it, I will do so.

The member for Katanning-Roe raised the
question of quick amendments to the bound-
aries of "A"-class reserves, particularly when
shires are involved. He mentioned the problem
of road alignments and the necessity on some
occasions to amend them in the case of a
dangerous corner or intersection, and the
amendment may impinge on an 'A"-class re-
serve. I understand his point of view. From a
legal viewpoint there is no choice but to bring
these sorts of amendments to Parliament so it
can agree to the amendment to the reserve. I
will have my officers look at that problem and
see if any short cuts can be found.

The member for Gascoyne raised a number
of matters, two of which went back to the dis-
cussion earlier this year in relation to a reserves
Bill. The first was whether the second reading
speech could be incorporated in Hansard
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rather than read to the House. The second
reading speech of a similar Bill introduced in
the last session was a very long speech indeed. I
went to the trouble of finding out from the
House whether Standing Orders had been
amended to allow me to ask for the incorpor-
ation of those comments in Hlansard rather
than having to read them, but I was advised
that Standing Orders had not been amended.
To my knowledge they still have not been
amrended, so it would not have been possible
for me to make that change.

Mr Laurance: There was no criticism.
Mr TAYLOR: I realise that. It probably is a

matter which our representatives on the Stand-
ins Orders Committee should continue to PUr-
Sue.

The member also questioned whether we
could include in the Bill detail on each of the
reserves. I looked at that but thought it would
make the Bill too complicated. For that reason
I had made available another seven or eight
copies of information about details of' the Bill,
which I provided to the members for Gascoyne
and Merredin, so that any other member could
ask for them. As things turned out no other
member has asked for a copy, but they were
available if someone wanted to avail himself of
them. I think that probably is the solution to
the problem rather than having a Bill which
could be quite thick and far too detailed.

Mr Laurance: I raised the question of having
a schedule attached to the second reading
speech which showed the reserves and the elec-
torate or province, rather than have them all
read out. In that way a member could look and
see if any reserve in his area was affected and
could turn straight to it.

Mr TAYLOR: I will see what I can do about
that.

Another point raised related to "A"-class Re-serve No. 35815 which is-in Perth at the bot-
tom of the city, between the city and the river.
The nature of that reserve is being changed.
Currently it is set aside for vehicle parking and
gardens, and is vested in the City of Perth.
Under the amendment it would be set aside for
vehicle parking, gardens and bus terminal.
That relates to the proposal to establish a bus
terminal in that area. I have responsibility for
the administration of lands whereas the Minis-
ter for Transport is responsible for bus
terminals, so I am not aware of the actual
nature of the proposal. We were asked to make
that amendment, and I do not see it as the
responsibility of the Department of Land

Administration or the Minister for Lands to
particularly concern themselves with the nature
of the proposal, but rather with the adminis-
trative component of changing the vesting. If
the member has any questions in relation to
that matter they are best addressed to the Min-
i ster for Tra nsport.

The final matter raised by a couple of mem-
bers related to Bungle Bungle in the
IKimberleys. Rather than answer that question
and respond now to the proposed amendment
which the member for Gascoyne has put on the
Notice Paper, I think it would be more appro-
priate to respond during the Committee stage.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Comm ittee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Thomas) in the Chair; Mr Taylor (Minister for
Lands) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 18 put and passed.
New clause 19-
Mr LAURANCE; I move-

Page 6, line 30-To insert the following
new cla use-

19. Reserve No. 28538 classified as
of class C, containing 450 square Kilo-
metres or thereabouts, set apart for
"Regenerat ion of Eroded Areas in the
Ord River Catchment Area" is hereby
classified as of Class A and set apart
for "~National Park-Bungle Bungle"
and vested in The National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority.

We have had a fairly full debate on this matter
during the second reading stage when I
outlined what the Opposition intended with
this amendment. I will not canvass that ground
again except to say that the interjections
indicated the Government is in a complete
quandary on this matter. It highlighted the
proper role of the Opposition in bringing the
matter before Parliament. The Minister
indicated he was not prepared to accept the
amendment, and I find that rather surprising
when it is a recommendation that has been on
the Government's plate for over two years.

Mr Taylor: You might not find it surprising
when you hear what I have to say about your
amendment.

Mr LAURANCE: We think the Government
is deficient in not having moved on this matter
previously. This is what Parliament is all
about. The Government cannot get its act into
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gear, and the Opposition has to assist. That is
what we are doing on this occasion.

I also want to highlight some of the
statements we heard this afternoon by way of
interjection from the Premier and the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs who indicated they were
not going to be overidden by the Federal Min-
ister for Aboriginal Affairs or the Federal
Government. Yet their answers to our ques-
tions reveal that one of the reasons the State
Government has not moved on this matter is
that it is negotiating with the Federal Govern-
ment. We did not make that up; one only has to
read the answers to our questions to see that is
what the State Government is up to. It is
kowtowing to the Federal Government. The
State Government seems to be in neutral; it
does not know what gear to select to get on with
the job and achieve something at Bungle
Bungle. While nothing is being achieved and
the Government is not accepting
recommendations from its own Department of
Conservation and Land Management and the
EPA, it leaves wide open the question which
concerns us so much: Where will the ownership
of this land finish up?

The worst possible eventuality is the Kakadu
model where overriding title to this unique
area of land is given to what is known as
"traditional Aboriginal owners", and there is a
very big question mark over that ownership.

I repeat that the land should be set aside in
the way this amendment seeks to do. Aborigi-
nal interests can then be accommodated, par-
ticularly with regard to employment because a
number of Aboriginal people could be
employed in setting this area up as a unique
tourist attraction.

I believe that the amendment commends it-
self. It is taken directly from a recommen-
dation made to the Government by a Govern-
ment agency. It is sensible in that it attempts to
set aside this area of land distinctly and exclus-
ively for all Western Australians. Utilisation of
the site can be considered at a later time.

The Government stands condemned on two
counts: Firstly, it did not raise this matter in a
previous reserves Bill and, secondly, the draft
management plan, which has been in existence
for over two years, has not been improved
upon. The Government has not formulated a
final management plan, despite the fact that it
has been working on it for over two years.

All fair-minded members of Parliament
should have no other option than to support
this amendment. For that reason I commend it
to the Committee.

Mr TAYLOR: The Government does not ac-
cept the amendment. We believe that Bungle
Bungle should be covered by an "A"-class re-
serve. The Opposition's amendment is a politi-
cal stunt. It has not given the matter much
thought at all.

The Leader of the Opposition and the mem-
ber for Gascoyne raised a number of issues but
they came down to the basic arguments used all
the time in these debates-the Federal Govern-
ment and Aboriginal people. The Leader of the
Opposition claimed that the Federal national
parks authority was attempting to take over all
national parks in Australia. That may have
been the case when his party and the Fraser
Government were in office. However, neither
the Minister for Minerals and Energy, nor any
other Ministers are aware of any move by that
parks authority to take over any national parks
in Western Australia and this Government has
no intention of handing any national parks in
this State to the Federal Government or to the
Federal national parks authority.

Obviously, the Opposition has given very
little thought to this amendment because it
does not make sense. The amendment refers to
reserve No. 28538 containing 450 square kilo-
metres. In fact, the reserve does not contain
450 square kilometres but approximately 8 960
square kilometres. The Bungle Bungle area is
only a small pant of that huge reserve. Although
the reserve set aside for the regeneration of the
Ord River catchment area may not be particu-
larly useful as a pastoral area now, I have been
toldby a person involved in the pastoral indus-
try in that area that, in years to come, it will
probably be the most valuable pastoral land
that this State owns. It would be very wrong for
this Government to set aside valuable pastoral
land in a reserve without giving any consider-
ation to mining interests in that land. There are
a couple of exploration leases over what is con-
sidered to be very interesting land from a
mining or prospecting point of view. The
mining industry has expressed great interest in
areas on the western side of the reserve.

Mr Cowan: What are they looking for?
Mr TAYLOR: A whole range of minerals,

including diamonds. They regard it as the most
highly prospective zone for mineral develop-
ment in Western Australia. CRA is already
involved and is prepared to spend quite a lot of
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money. It would be Wrong, therefore, for any
consideration to be given to setting aside an
area which this Opposition wants to see set
aside and which it says contains 450 square
kilometres. This is the most important area of
the State, as far as the Ord River and the
Kimberly are concerned, for pastoral develop-
ment and mining.

One of the reasons for its not being set aside
is that work has not been done to establish the
proper boundaries. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition asked a question about this area yester-
day in an endleavour to find out the current
status of Bungle Bungle. He was told-

The park has not been gazetted. It will
be gazetted on interim boundaries as a
"C"-class reserve as recommended by the
EPA working group report. The reserve
will remain "C"-class until the manage-
ment plan for the park, which is currently
under way, is approved. All interested
groups in the community will be given an
opportunity to contribute to the prep-
aration of the plan. This planning process
will determine the most appropriate
boundaries for the eventual gazettal of an
"A"-class reserve.

Unlike the member for Karrinyup who has
travelled into the reserve, I have flown over it
and I think it is one of Australia's greatest
national assets. It is a remarkable area and one
that should be preserved for future generations.
The Government accepts that and for that
reason it willeclassify it as an "A"-class reserve.

Mr Blaikie: When?
Mr TAYLOR: I suppose that is important.

However, I think it is more important to ensure
that when it is reserved, it is done in a way that
recognises the special interests of the pastoral
and mining industries, and of Aborigines.

The Opposition should not attempt to score
cheap political points by attempting to do
something that will have no benefits from the
point of view of the future of the Bungle Bungle
area as a national park.

The Government is determined to set the
area aside. It is also determined that it will be
owned by all Western Australians and managed
properly.

From an Aboriginal point of view, the
Government has decided to employ two
rangers to assist in the management of the area.
I believe that it has employed two Aborigines
to do that work because, as the member for
Gascoyne said, Aborigines have a special

interest in the area and should be involved in
its management. It is also an ideal opportunity
for them to become involved in tourism.

That is important, but more particularly it is
important that this matter be treated in a re-
sponsible way. The amendment moved by the
Opposition is not a reasonable amendment. It
has been given little thought and it is not in
touch with the geographical situation as Car as a
class "C" reserve is concerned.

Mr Cowan: Have you put a time limit on it?

Mr TAYLOR: No, I have not, the reason
being that as mentioned by the Leader of the
Opposition a management plan is currently be-
ing prepared. When it is available and the de-
partment is able to determine the appropriate
boundaries for the eventual gazettal of an "A"-
class reserve it will be done. As I am not the
M in ister respon sib le for t he m anagemnent pl an I
am unable to say when it will become available,
but I imagine it will be as soon as possible.

Mr Hassell: It has been going on since 1983.

Mr TAYLOR: It may have been going on
since 1983, but if the Leader of the Opposition
is to look at areas of great interest, from the
point of view of the national parks that have
been created in this State, especially in areas of
geographical and special interest, he will find it
has taken three years or longer to classify the
area as an 'A"-class reserve.

It so happens that this proposed national
park has become a political issue in many ways,
and the Opposition wants to rush to judgment
from the point of view that the area should be
gazetted as an "A"-class reserve. It is not the
right way it should be handled. It should be
done in the right way and in a calculated way to
ensure that it will be managed to benefit all
Australians.

The Government opposes the amendment
moved by the member for Gascoyne.

Mr LAURANCE: After listening to the
waffle of the Minister for Lands it is no wonder
that nothing has been done about Bungle
Bungle over the last three years. The Minister,
with all the resources available to him from the
Department of Land Administration is unable
to produce a map of the area. The department
has surveyors by the dozen and I cannot under-
stand why someone has not been sent to the
area to identify it. He said that the work has
not been done.

Mr Taylor: It is being done.
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Mr LAURANCE: Why has it not been done?
The Opposition's amendment goes directly to
the heart of the problem. I do not know why
the Minister is sensitive about this issue. He
should get out and do the job.

The Opposition's amendment is based on the
findings of the working group which was com-
missioned by the Government to prepare a re-
port.

During the second reading debate I indicated
that the boundaries have not been decided. As
outlined in the working group's report two
other pastoral leases could be incorporated in
the area some time in the future. In order to
highlight the Government's inadequacy regard-
ing this issue the Opposition had to determine
a location on which to work and that location
includes most of the reserve which is the sub-
ject of this amendment. The Opposition has
had to work on an approximate area of that
"C"-class reserve and it has been difficult for it
to identify the exact area without the necessary
resources.

This Bill has been on the Notice Paper for
only a few days.

Mr Taylor: For about four weeks.
Mr LAURANCE: The Department of Lands

Administration employs about 250 people and
in three years it has not been able to identify
the boundaries. That is the position. There is
no better definition of the boundaries of the
proposed Bungle Bungle national park than
that which appears in the working group's re-
port presented to the Government in October
1984. Before the luncheon adjournment I made
my copy of that report available to Hansard
and I have just asked the Clerk to obtain it for
me to allow me to refer to that particular defi-
nition. The definition is the best one the
Government has.

Mr Hassell: It is a definition quoted by the
Premier in answer to questions in this House.

Mr LAURANCE: That is the definition on
which the Opposition has been working. If it is
wrong we know to whom we should sheet home
the blame.

This highlights the problems facing this State
and the reason that the public is fortunate it
has an Opposition which is prepared to re-
search these matters and to bring them before
the Parliament.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: The Government was not

going to raise this matter at all. The Opposition
has done its job and has brought the issue be-

fore the Parliament where it should have been
brought a long time ago. Even with all the sur-
veyors employed by the Government the
boundary of the proposed national park has not
been determined, but the Opposition has tried
to rectify the situation by bringing forward this
amendment. The Government may have to
trim the edges to tidy it up. However, if it were
prepared to loan its 250 surveyors to the Oppo-
sition for a few weeks, the Opposition will do
the job.

The Government has had three years to
undertake this work and it has had available to
it the report of the working group for at least
two years. If this is an illustration of the level of
the Government's ability, no wonder the Oppo-
sition and the public are tremendously con-
cerned about what will happen with this land.

It is not difficult to criticise the performance
of the Government, because there has been
none.

The Minister said that the amendment
moved by the Opposition is nothing but a
stunt. Let us think about what he said: He said
the Government will not support the clause,
but that it will make the area an "A"-class re-
serve for the purpose of a national park. He is
saying that the Government is opposed to it,
but it will agree to it.

The working group's report was submitted to
the Government two years ago, but nothing
recommended in it has come forward in any of
the reserves Bills. It shows an incredible lack of
commitment and ability by this Government.

The Opposition has brought this amendment
before the Chamber and the Government can
further amend it. I suggest the Government ac-
cept the Proposed clause and further amend it
to provide the appropriate boundaries.

Mr Taylor: It is quite wrong to do that.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister does not
know the boundaries any more than does the
Opposition. It just highlights the fact that the
Government has not done its job.

If members want to read a convoluted
speech, they should read what was said by the
Minister for Lands.

The Minister is saying, "Why should it be an
"A"-class reserve? However, we will make it an
"A"-class reserve." He then says it is a political
stunt on the part of the Opposition, that it is a
unique area, a national asset and that some-
thing should be done, and that the Government
will not agree to the amendment. The Govern-
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ment should acknowledge that the Opposition
has caught it on the hop.

If the Minister were dinkum he would admit
that the Opposition is correct in bringing for-
ward this matter and would act on it as quickly
as possible.

Mrs Beggs: Did you do that when you were in
Government?

Mr LAURANCE: Of course.
If the Minister were in any way reasonable,

he would say, "I regret that it has been difficult
for you to determine the boundaries because
we have not done our job in the last three years.
However, I will get off my tail now as a result
of your amendment before the Parliament and
try to catch up on the work I should have been
doing before." If he said that, we would say
that that was fair enough. However, the Minis-
ter did not say that. He said instead that it was
a political stunt. He said that the Government
thought it was a great idea to have an *'A"-class
reserve in this area, but that it was a political
stunt for the Opposition to raise the matter.
That is how silly the remarks of the Minister
were. I only hope that the Minister gets the
message.

Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: It is quite obvious that the

Minister has not got the message, but I hope
that some of his more rational and reasonable
colleagues-for example, the Minister for Ab-
original Affairs-will take him aside later on
and say gently, "Now look here, young fellow,
there is a job you could do better than you have
been doing up to now." The Minister may even
be presented with a theodolite so that he can go
out and find for himself where this reserve
should be. The Minister should now have the
message. If I have not given it to him today, I
hope that his colleagues will. We have
indicated a very serious concern on the part of
the people of the State and it is about time that
the Minister did something about it.

Mr PARKER: The amendment which has
been put forward by the member for Gascoyne
represents one of the greatest threats to the
concept of trying to obtain rational decision-
making in terms of what pants of this State
should be locked up from mineral activity and
other activities which are inconsistent with
national parks that has come before this Parlia-
ment for a very long period.

We listened earlier to the Leader of the Op-
position talk about irrationality in the way in
which people approached national parks issues.
Without wanting to agree with what he said

about where things are happening and might be
happening and so on, it is certainly the case
that it is very difficult to obtain rational de-
cision-making overall on the issue of national
parks, principally because the concept of a
national park-l think we all endorse it-is
one which has tremendous popular support and
one which is of vital importance to the future
of our country and of our State.

The problem is that in developing the area
that ought to be included within a national
park, a range of different factors have to be
taken into account. The member for Gascoyne
tried to tell us what the Opposition would have
done when it was in Government. I will tell the
Chamber what it did. The member for Floreat
will probably endorse what I say. I give an
example of the Rudall River National Park.
The Rudall River National Park must have
been instituted at the time within the Cabinet
or the department very much in the way in
which the member for Gascoyne is putting for-
ward this amendment. The Rudall River
National Park consists of a vast tract of land-
off the top of my head I cannot remember pre-
cisely how much land, but around 10000
square kilometres-some of which is represen-
tative of very important areas which are in
need of conservation in view of the terrain.

The Mines Department of the time put for-
ward a proposition that before any of the
Rudall River area was converted into a
national park there should be an assessment of
its prospectivity and an assessment of those
areas of conservation value from all the differ-
ent definitions of what conservation value is.
Not only tourism, but also a range of other
factors go towards determining conservation
value. The Mines Department suggested that
all those things should be decided before the
area was declared a national park. I am sure
that the member for Floreat would agree that in
about 1978 or 1979 when the member for
Floreat was the Minister for Mines the entire
area of 10 000 square kilometres was gazetted a
national park. It did not go back to the Mines
Department and happened unbeknownst to the
then Minister. No-one had gone through and
worked out the areas that were prospective for
minerals or the other land uses that might have
had competing claims. No-one went through
and worked out what pants of the land needed
to be conserved, hut some person drew some
lines on a map. National parks are often the
result more of historical accident than conser-
vation value. For example, there is nothing
wrong with pastoral lease boundaries, but they
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do not bear any relationship whatsoever to
where there should or should not be a national
park. That is how the Hamersley Range
National Park was created.

Mr Cowan: I think you are using the wrong
word when you say "accident'.

Mr PARKER: I will say instead a factor
unrelated to national parks.

The Hamersley Range National Park, for
example, was Created from a number of pas-
toral leases which happened to be relinquished,
forfeited, or which otherwise became available.
Those responsible thought that it was a nice
area and that it would be a good idea to put
together all the leases and make a national
park. As I recall it, the Rudall River National
Park was not related to pastoral leases.

Mr Laurance: You are treading on dangerous
ground here.

Mr PARKER: I am not treading on danger-
ous ground at all. What the member for
Gascoyne seeks to do represents a great threat
to the very substantial mechanisms that have
been put in place. Some of them were initiated
as a result of concern about some of the things
Governments of which the member for
Gascoyne was a part did in relation to the cre-
ation of national parks. Huge areas of this State
were made into national parks without anyone
undertaking the elementary processes of
determining other competing land uses. I am
most concerned about mineral use, but there
are other land uses as well. The land was made
into national parks without determining the
areas which really were of conservation value.

To return to the example of the Rudall River
National Park, some of that vast tract of land
undoubtedly has conservation value and is of
great importance to the State. However, some
of it has no such value. Someone in the former
Government must have come into the Cabinet
with an amendment very similar to the one the
member for Gascoyne has put before the Par-
liament.

Mr Taylor: It might have been the member
for Gascoyne.

Mr PARKER: It might even have been the
member for Gascoyne. Thank goodness our
Cabinet does not work in that way.

Now that that area is called a national
park-even though some of it does not deserve
to be so called-if one tried to do anything
with the boundaries of that national park every
man and his dog in the whole country would be
screaming and shouting saying that one was

tampering with a national park. The necessary
care and attention did not go into creating
those parts that should have been in a national
park.

Put in place since then-both in relation to
the Conservation through Reserves Committee
report, the systems reports numbers I to 12,
and specific issues like this which arise-have
been mechanisms designed to ensure that that
sort of thing never happens again. I am sure
that the member for Floreat, if nobody else in
the Opposition, would endorse my comments
when I say that it never should happen again.
Rather, there should be a system whereby the
vari.ous departments, instrumentalities and
public interest groups who have an interest in
determining those areas which should or
should not be locked away from the benefit of
other competing land uses, have the oppor-
tunity to have an input. At the end of the day,
the Government has to make a decision as to
which is the more important competing land
use. Sometimes it will decide that the more
important competing land use is a national
park, sometimes it will decide it is mining or
whatever.

The Bungle Bungle massif is a tiny fraction
of the area which was recommended for man-
agement as a national park by the management
committee that reported a year or so ago. How-
ever, there is a view within national park
circles-I am sure there is some validity in it-
that we need a much greater area than the
actual area we are trying to conserve in order to
be able properly to manage the area. I am sure
that is true, but the question is how much
greater that area should be. The area
recommended was far greater than that of the
Bungle Bungle massif.

Speaking as the Minister in charge of the
mining industry I would think-I know that
geologists in the Mines Department would
think and I am fairly confident that people in
the mining industry would also think-that if
there were a valuable mineral resource under
the Bungle Bungle massif, the competing land
use which ought to be protected is nevertheless
the massif. I have no doubt that is the way in
which matters will finally be resolved. As it
happens, we are fortunate that the massif itself
is regarded as being low in mineral
prospectivity. However, in the area around the
Bungle Bungle massif and in the area
recommended as part of the management plan
of the park there is an area of very substantial
mineral prospectivity and there is an area
where there are in existence already a number
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of exploration licences and other mineral ten-
ements of which account ought to be taken.

We are also dealing with one of the most
remote pants of the State; and the task of trying
to identify an area-anyone can say there is the
Bungle Bungle, let us block it off-to get logical
boundaries for the national park, which can be
protected and managed by rangers, and the in-
tegrity of which can be assured, is a long pro-
cess. It is not simply a process of surveying,
although obviously that is pant of it; it involves
consultation with industry, various depart-
ments-most important of which in terms of
mineral activity is my own-and discussions
between Ministers and so on and so forth.

We are determined that we will not repeat
the mistakes of Rudall River or the Hamersley
Range National Park; we will have good
national parks in Western Australia. We will
create more; but we will not lock away without
any rational thought vast areas which are of no
conservation value, meaning that it is imposs-
ible to do anything else with them.

As the Minister for Lands said, his role is to
administer the Lands Act and to make sure that
the will of the Government in respect of land it
owns and wishes to deal with in different man-
agement ways is put into effect. The principal
Minister in charge of Bungle Bungle is the Min-
ister for Environment, who also has responsi-
bility for the National Parks and Nature Con-
servation Authority in this State. The Minister
for Environment and I have been through an
extensive process with our departmental
officials of working out those areas of the park
which are to be immediately placed in "A"-
class reserve status, and those to be placed as
part of a "C"-class reserve status, and those to
be placed as pant of a "C"-class reserve pending
further work on those areas which can
ultimately be transferred into the 'A"-class re-
serve. There is no doubt that there will be an
area of "A"-class reserve. The Minister for
Lands said that today, and the Premier has said
it in the past. It is a question of making sure
that we do not make the mistakes that the Lib-
eral Party made when in Government.

Mr Laurance: You want to put the whole lot
into a national park.

Mr PARKER: We do not want to put the
whole lot into a national park. It has been
agreed between the Minister for Environment
and me that the whole of the Bungle Bungle
massif and a considerable area around it will
became pant of an "A"-class reserve. Another
area is likely to be part of a "C"-class reserve,

and this part has to be assessed over a longer
period in order to establish those pants which
can ultimately be transferred into an "A"-class
reserve. Another area is not likely to become
part of any sort of reserve for conservation pur-
poses because it is of no conservation value,
and there are competing land uses which are
more important. That is what the Government
is doing.

The impact of the proposal before the House,
put forward by the member for Gascoyne,
would be to lock away from any such rational
decision-making, judgment, or ability by the
Government of the day, the Parliament, or
anybody to make rational decisions about what
should happen in that whole area. That is quite
contrary to the rhetoric of the Opposition
about such matters; it is quite contrary to what
the Government seeks to do. If we took that
action, exactly the opposite would happen; the
mining industry would be up in arms and ap-
proach the Opposition-perhaps not the mem-
ber for Gascoyne but the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition in his capacity as Opposition
spokesman on these matters-which would be
jumping up and down telling us how dreadful
we were to lock away this vast tract of the State
from potential mining activity.

Given the very strong interest groups and the
undoubted significance of the area, from both
conservation and mining points of view-I
suppose parts of it could be significant from a
pastoral point of view also-we are attempting
the very difficult task of working out the best
way of doing it. Agreement has been reached in
principle. We are talking about a very consider-
able, basically unsurveyed, area which requires
completely greenfields surveying in a very diffi-
cult terrain. We intend to do it properly. We
shall not, as the Minister for Lands indicated,
respond to this stupid stunt which, if the
amendment moved by the member for
Gascoyne were successful, would be the most
devastating blow to the mining industry in this
State. The amendment will certainly be
rejected in its entirety by the Government.

Mr HASSELL: It is interesting that the Min-
ister for Minerals and Energy was forced to his
feet to make a few comments, and at least he
added something to the debate.

The debate has been very grossly inadequate
until now. The Minister for Lands in particular
has failed to deal with the issues raised by the
Opposition. Since the Opposition raised this
issue the Government has been trying to brush
it aside.
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First of all we had the sniggering Premier
trying to make a giggle of it, and the Minister
for Lands joined him. This is a serious issue
and, even if the Government rejects the
amendment, at least we will have succeeded in
raising to awareness the issue of the Bungle
Bungle National Park and the need for it to be
protected. It needs protection not only in terms
of its immediate environment but also in terms
of the aspirations of the Commonwealth
Government through the Department of Abor-
iginal Affairs and the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority. That is the
issue.

The Minister has produced a map and said
that our land description is wrong; very well, it
may be. Certainly it was not our ambition or
intention to embrace all of those areas.

The member for Gascoyne pointed out that
the facilities available to the Opposition are
limited, and we have used a land description
which has been used by the Government itself.
If the Minister were genuine in wanting to do
something about this subject, as he has more
facilities and more opportunity by far than the
Opposition, he could have put the amendment
in order for adoption.

Mr Hodge: It cannot be done in 24 hours.
Mr HASSELL: It is interesting that the Min-

ister for Conservation and Land Management
has said that it cannot be done in 24 hours. Let
us talk about the time-frame because that is
one of the points involved-how long it is go-
ing on. I will tell the Minister about some of
these long-winded processes, including the fact
that Mr Davies, the then Minister, said on 27
March 1985-

The Government has a management
plan in the process of being prepared. It
will be prepared by the middle of April
1985.

That followed a series of answers in 1984
stating that there would be a management plan
in 1984. That did not materialise. These
answers go on and on, but they do not produce
a result. Members can go through the different
answers. On 27 March 1985, in answer to ques-
tion 2902 about when the Bungle Bungle work-
ing party examining the future of Bungle
Bungle was to report to the Government, the
Premier said-

The Group's final report will he submit-
ted to the EPA in the latter half of April
1985. The EPA would report to Govern-
ment as soon as possible following its con-
sideration of the report.

Yet, we find that-
Mr Hodge: I considered the report and too'

action.
Mr HASSELL: It has taken a very long time,

and in the meantime Bungle Bungle is under
threat from the ambitions of the various
groups.

I go back to another point raised by the Min-
ister for Minerals and Energy. The Minister for
Lands tried to scoff at the Opposition's sugges-
tion that there were threats to Bungle Bungle
from the World Heritage Group and the Com-
monwealth. I refer to an answer given by the
Premier in this House on Wednesday, 21
November 1984, in reply to a Dorothy Dix
question without notice from the member for
Pilbara who asked-

(1) Is he aware the Australian Democrats
believe Bungle Bungle should be placed on
the World Heritage Register?

(2)lIs he also aware that, unlike members
opposite, the Democrats have endorsed
the Government's proposals to manage the
area?

Apparently the question was asked a little while
after the Mt Lawley 'by-election because the
Premier's comments about the petition
circulating at the election filled a colum n-and-
a-half of Hansard.

He finally got round to the question by say-
ing-

To return to the question: Members will
be aware that a report on proposals con-
cerning the management of Bungle Bungle
has been released for public comment. The
deadline for submissions has been ex-
tended to 4 January. 1 was pleased to see
that Senator Colin Mason has endorsed the
proposed thrust of the report; that is, that a
joint management programme involving
local Aborigines and parks and wildlife
service officers should be organised. We
believe that is very important.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
interjected and said-

He wants it listed on the World Heritage
list so the Federal Government can take it
over.

The Premier said-
I am not sure that is the reasoning be-

hind his statement. I heard him on radio
and he seemed to be paying tribute to the
great beauty of the place and not saying
that he wanted a Federal takeover.
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So it goes on. Then the Premier said this-
I did not see the paper this morning, but

I heard him being interviewed on the
radio. To continue with the answer: That is
something we believe is important. Unlike
some members opposite who appear hell-
bent on destroying this precious pan of
our national heritage.

I do not know what we are supposed to have
done to destroy it. He continued-

Senator Mason has seen the need to in-
stitute such a practical management
scheme.

Members may also be aware that there
has been considerable correspondence be-
tween conservation groups and my col-
league, the Minister for the Environment,
and the Federal environmental Minister,
Barry Cohen.

So the Federal Minister was involved in
November, or before November 1984. The
answer continued-

There are several areas in Western
Australia which conservation groups have
proposed to place on the World Heritage
list. Bungle Bungle is among them.

That is fine. Listen to what the Premier then
said. One can understand our concern about
the fact that Western Australian people will
shortly have to front up in Paris, as did the
people of the Northern Territory, to argue
about the status of their land, because the
Premier said this-

I can tell the House that while there is no
immediate plan to press for this listing on
the World Heritage list, we are keeping the
proposition under review, and when re-
sources are available for proper manage-
ment programmes to be developed, this
matter will be considered by the Govern-
ment.

In other words, the Premier told this House
that the Government of this State would
seriously consider the listing of Bungle Bungle
on the world heritage list.

If the Minister for Minerals and Energy
wants to talk about locking the place up, let me
answer that by quoting his own Premier who
said the Government was prepared to contem-
plate its inclusion in the world heritage list.
That will lock it up and take control away from
the people of this State. What I have said has
been proved over and over again to be accu-
rate. Bungle Bungle is under threat. It is under
threat from the Federal Minister for Aboriginal

Affairs, who wants to do to Bungle Bungle what
he has already done to Kakudu and Ayers
Rock.

Mr Cowan: He cannot do that.
Mr HASSELL: Who says he cannot?
Mr Cowan: I did just then.
Mr HASSELL: I suggest the Leader of the

National Party must be overlooking the reality
of what has been done in Tasmania.

Mr Cowan: He cannot do it.
Mr HASSELL: Who cannot do it?
Mr Cowan: The Federal Government cannot

intervene in any land that is Crown land in this
State.

Mr H-ASSELL: May I tell the Leader of the
National Party that that is my view of the law
as it should be interpreted, but it is not the
view of the law as it would be interpreted by
the High Court. There is a belief in Canberra-
and it has been expressed by senior law officers
of the Crown in Canberra-that there should
be national uniform land rights, and that the
Commonwealth has the power to make such
laws for people of any race. This includes
power for the Commonwealth to make laws
respecting lands claimed to belong traditionally
to the Aboriginal people.

Mr Cowan: They would have to acquire it,
and in acquiring it the price would be so high
they would not come at it.

Mr HASSELL: I agree that that ought to be
the law, and I wish I could be as confident as is
the Leader of the National Party that it is the
law, but I do not believe one can rely on the
High Court of Australia to find that way, be-
cause the High Court has let down the State so
often. When one has the Commonwealth argu-
ing its power over Aboriginal affairs, as it was
prepared to argue, and as Mr Holding argued
on the basis of Commonwealth Crown Law ad-
vice, that the Commonwealth has power to im-
pose Aboriginal land rights, I do not think the
Leader of the National Party should be as con-
fident as he is. What he suggests should be the
situation, but I think we need to move in to
protect our national parks and our lands from
that sort of situation. That is the very purpose
of the move we have made.

Mr Hodge: Are you not aware of my
statement on this subject?

Mr HASSELL: May I take a moment to tell
the Minister that I am sorry he has not been
here for all the debate, because it is really his
responsibility. He should be responding to
some of these things, because he must know
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more about the subject than the Minister for
Minerals and Energy or the Minister for Lands.

Going back to 1983, 1 am aware of efforts to
set up a working party to examine the arrange-
ments for Bungle Bungle. As of 1986 there is no
proper reserve at Bungle Bungle;, no definition
of it has come from the Minister himself. He is
trying to brush us aside because we have raised
the issue. Hie thinks hie answers the issue by
saying, "You are wrong, you have your area
wrong because the land definition is not
wrong."~

The whole put-pose of bringing this amend-
ment forward has been made clear by the mem-
ber for Gascoyne and me. We have tried to
point out that in three-and-a-half years the
Government has not succeeded in producing
any form of reserve status or management plan
for Bungle Bungle. It has not taken the public
into its confidence as to precisely what is
proposed. All we have received is this latest
document-which is undated but which was
received in my office on I I January-from Syd
Shea, Executive Director of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management, planning
branch, Mt Pleasant, proposing a Bungle
Bungle national park draft management plan
early in 1986. The proposal to State Cabinet
was that the Bungle Bungle area in the south-
eastern Kimberley become a national park.
That has not been done. it goes on to invite
submissions.

This process of producing reports and invit-
ing submissions has been going on since 1983.
In the meantime people from the Common-
wealth interested in extending their control
over national parks, following the precedent of
Kakudu and others in the Northern Territory
and in this State, are trying to gain control of
all national parks.

The Commonwealth does not accept the
limitations which I believe exist in the Consti-
tution. I have been watching the interpretations
of the Constitution by the High Court for too
long to have any faith in the High Court being a
protector of the rights of the States or of the
Constitution. The reality is that the High Court
has utterly failed the States in interpreting the
Constitution; it has utterly failed the Federal
principle. The only protection we have now is
political, and that is all the Opposition is
seeking from the Government.

We have not come here today to attack the
Government, except in respect of its delay and
inaction. What we seek from the Government
is a commitment to do something to protect

this national park, and have it properly de-
fined.

Mr Hodge: That has already been done in a
Cabinet decision.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister can come up
with that nice saying, but I have already quoted
a number of answers to parliamentary ques-
tions spread over two-and-a-half years-in fact
more than two-and-a-half years-where these
things have been promised over and over again
but nothing has happened.

Mr COWAN: I have listened very carefully
to the debate on the amendment moved by the
member for Gascoyne. It seems to me that the
only factor of any importance is that the
Government has proceeded very slowly with
this matter. The National Party is not prepared
to support an amendment which will turn into
a national park an area of land of the size
suggested by the Minister for Lands, then pre-
vent all of the other land uses that should be
considered.

Mr Laurance: The amendment also mentions
an area of land-Reserve No. 28538.

Mr COWAN: I have read the amendment,
and it refers to the area of land set aside for
conservation. The Minister for Lands has satis-
fied me that that represents nearly 9 000 square
kilometres, and not merely the area known as
Bungle Bungle. The member for Gascoyne and
the Leader of the Opposition are quite right in
saying that the Government has proceeded
slowly in this matter, and as Opposition mem-
bers they have a right to bring this matter for-
ward and point out that the Government has
proceeded slowly. However, under no circum-
stances will the National Party support this
amendment if it will preclude the varied land
uses for the rest of that area originally set aside
for conservation purposes. We cannot support
that, and I suggest to the member for Gascoyne
that in future, if there still has not been any
activity by the Government, he should intro-
duce a private member's Bill and quite specifi-
cally designate the Bungle Bungle area. Then he
will receive the support of the National Party.

Mr Hassell: You agree with the principle but
not the amendment?

Mr COWAN: I agree with the principle of
conventing Bungle Bungle to a national park as
quickly as possible. I also agree with the Minis-
ter for Lands that that area must be properly
defined.

Mr Hasse II We have not disputed that.
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Mr COWAN: No, but unfortunately the
amendment does not designate the area of
land. The Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Gascoyne have quite rightly raised
the issue in the Parliament, but in doing so they
have inaccurately described the area of land to
be set aside, thereby denying the opportunity
for varied land use in the whole of the river
system. However, Ilam sure that if the Govern-
ment is tardy the member for Gascoyne will
have the opportunity to introduce a private
member's Hill which will more accurately de-
fine that land.

As to the Leader of the Opposition's com-
ment about the perceived threat from the Fed-
eral Government in relation to the parcel of
land described in the amendment, I am not a
lawyer-and certainly not a constitutional law-
yer-but as I understand the Constitution of
this nation, land in a State is protected by the
sovereignty of that State. If the Commonwealth
wants to take land from the State, it must either
negotiate an agreement or acquire that land;
and if it wants to acquire the land it must pay
fair and just compensation.

I would suggest that even if the Federal
Government decided to try to excise that
portion of land known as Bungle Bungle, it
could never do so without either having to pay
compensation or having this State declare that
area of land as part of an Aboriginal reserve, If
it did that, it may have some entitlement to
argue before the court. It would not be an
entitlement at law, but it may have the sym-
pathy of the Federal Court if it acted in that
manner. However, there is no way Crown land
would ever be successfully claimed by the
Commonwealth; or, if it were, I do not think
the High Court would ever stand by the Com-
monwealth's decision to do that.

I do not think we are under any threat from
the Commonwealth to have that land, or re-
sponsibility for its management, taken from the
State of Western Australia; but I do think the
Government should take note of the fact that
quite some time has elapsed between the an-
nouncement of its intention to have this land
declared a national park and the introduction
of the legislation which would allow that to
happen.

Because of the discrepancy between the land
comprising the Bungle Bungle area and the
land designated in this amendment, the
National Party cannot support the amendment.
Nevertheless, I agree it was appropriate that
the matter be raised.

Mr HASSELL: I want to deal with two final
points. The first relates to the remarks made by
the Leader of the National Party about the legal
position. It is important that we try to have a
better understanding about that position on
both sides of the Chamber, because
unfortunately it is not as clear-cut as the Leader
of the National Party suggests.

It is true that the Commonwealth does not
have jurisdiction Over State Crown lands. It is
also true that the Constitution provides that if
the Commonwealth requires State Crown lands
for the public purposes of the Commonwealth,
it must resume the land and pay just compen-
sation. However, the Constitution contains
other provisions which have been broadly
interpreted over the years by the High Court.
One of those provisions is the external affairs
power, and as a result of the Commonwealth
Government entering into a treaty relating to
world heritage, the Commonwealth has been
able to obtain complete control over the Frank-
lin Dam area in Tasmania without resuming it.

Mr Cowan interjected.
Mr HASSELL: lust a moment. l am trying to

get the message across that there is a distinc-
tion between the ownership of the land as
such-which is a distinction often drawn by
the High Court-and the control, management,
and use of the land. There are two ways in
which the Crown lands of the State currently
can be "taken over" by the Commonwealth
with no change in ownership and no payment
of compensation.

One way is through a treaty, and one way
that treaty has been used is in relation to the
world heritage, which has been illustrated in
Tasmania by the Tasmanian dams case in the
Franklin Dam area. The sovereign State of
Tasmania has totally lost control of the Frank-
lin Dam, which is now in the hands of the
Commonwealth, because of the world heritage
treaty and the application of that treaty to the
Franklin Dam area. The land has not been
resumed, nor has compensation been paid.

There is a second power under which the
Commonwealth has claimed control over State
lands,' and that is the Commonwealth power to
make laws for the people of any race. As we all
know, that provision in the Constitution, be-
fore 1967, used to say that the Commonwealth
had power to make special laws for the people
of any race excluding the Aboriginal race.

In 1967, the words "excluding the Aboriginal
race" were removed after a referendum and
ever since then the Commonwealth has
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claimed all sorts of powers with respect to
Aborigines. Included in the Commonwealth's
latest claim is the power to exercise authority
on behalf of Aborigines in relation to the use
and management of land without resumption
and without ownership. Ownership of land is
one thing, but if the owner is not permitted to
control it, then ownership is not of much use. If
one puts one's farm out on a 99 year lease at $1
a year rental, which can be done legally, that
farm would be valueless for the rest of one's
life. It would only begin to regain value for our
heirs and successors when it got close to the
end of the 99-year period. Ownership of that
land would be retained in fee simple all the way
through.

Mr Cowan: The Commonwealth has never
taken any action which would allow it to re-
sume control of any land in a State for Aborigi-
nal purposes. It has not done that.

Mr HASSELL: It has not yet, but it was
claiming the power to do it during the land
rights debate.

Mr Cowan: It did not do it. It would be
challengeable and it is one area where the High
Court-

Mr HASSELL: I agree it did not do it be-
cause of the political situation. Eventually, the
weight of public opinion against land rights was
so strong that the Commonwealth withdrew
fmom land rights temporarily. That does not
mean to say it will not try again in the future.
The land rights' argument is not dead. There
are still plenty of people who hold a belief in
land rights and they will come back at that
again. If the Government had gone ahead, it
would have been challengeable but there is ab-
solutely no guarantee that the challenge would
have succeeded.

Do not forget there will now be two
vacancies in the High Court and two left-wing
judges could be appointed, so we will have a lot
more of those sorts of decisions. The Minister
for Lands should go back and look at the
judgments of the late Justice Lionel Murphy.
His judgments were totally and consistently in
line with his political beliefs. There was never
any doubt about it. All I am saying about the
High Court is that its record of protection of
the Federal nature of our Constitution is de-
plorable and judges of the ilk of the late Justice
Lionel Murphy are the least likely to be the
defenders of federalism for a Federal Consti-
tution. It is unrealistic to imagine that we will
get protection of the Federal nature of the Con-
stitution through the High Court.

That is the reality of the world, bad as it is.
Since members opposite think I am biased in
my view, the worst* offender and the real of-
fence to the Constitution began with Sir
Garfield Barwick. In a judgment on the con-
crete pipes case he referred to what ought to be
in the Constitution as distinct fromn what is.
Judges stopped interpreting the Constitution
according to the law and changed to what they
thought ought to be the situation because of the
passage of time since it was written. That has a
lot to do with what is happening in this
Chamber.

1 appreciate the comments of the Leader of
the National Party. I understand he will not
support the amendment and if it be shown by
the Minister that the description of the land in
the amendment is wrong, then it would not be
something we would want to put through in
that form.

M r Taylor: You should withdraw it then.
Mr H-ASSELL. The mover may seek leave for

that to be done. The point is that the issue has
been properly raised. lt is an important one
and it relates not only to Bungle Bungle but
also to the protection of the Crown lands in
Western Australia against a number of outside
powers and authorities who would seek to exer-
cise control over them.

Mr HODGE: I cannot believe that the Oppo-
sition is serious about the amendment it has
moved. It is clear to anyone that it is a non-
sense amendment. I can assume only that it
was put on as a political gimmick so the Leader
of the Opposition could make another one of
his speeches, which we are quite used to by
now, and that it had little to do with Bungle
Bungle.

I do not know how sincere the Opposition is
about Bungle Bungle or why the Leader of the
Opposition has not noted the statements I
made earlier this year which clearly and con-
cisely set out what the Government plans to do
with Bungle Bungle. For the benefit of the
Leader of the Opposition, I will repeat them.

The Government has every intention of
declaring Bungle Bungle a national park and a
Class" "A" reserve. I hope that is clear.

Mr Hassell: The problem is that in 1984 the
Premier said that and it has not happened.

Mr HODGE: 1 admit it has been a long, slow
process. I do not think it has been any longer or
any slower than similar processes which oc-
cur-red under previous Governments. It does
happen to be a very involved arid complex
business. Nevertheless, I can reassure members
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I am doing everything in my power to achieve
that result as quickly as possible. The Govern-
ment is thoroughly committed to preserving
Bungle Bungle as a Class "A" reserve.

As an interim step, to ensure it has as much
protection as we can give it, we are in the pro-
cess of having it declared a Class "C" reserve.
That process is well under way in the Depart-
ment of Land Administration.

Mr Hassell: Why don't you go straight to a
Class "A" reserve?

Mr HODGE: There are a number of reasons
why we could not go straight to a Class "A"
reserve. I would dearly like to have done that.

Mr Laurance: It is already a Class "C" re-
serve.

Mr HODGE: The area is a Class "C" reserve
for the purposes of regeneration of certain pas-
toral areas. That did not afford the area the
type of protection we wanted to give it. The
area the Opposition has mentioned in its
amendment is incorrect. It is about 8 500
square kilometres and covers all the degraded
pastoral areas and several areas of very high
mineral potential so it would be entirely inap-
propriate to make it a Class "A" reserve.

Before we can have it declared a Class "A"
reserve, the final boundaries have to be de-
cided. We have done a lot of work on that, but
it is not entirely finished. It then has to be
surveyed. People have to go out on the ground
in thaw very rugged and remote area and
physically survey those boundaries. That work,
I am told, will proceed as quickly as possible.
Also, under the CALM legislation, before we
can complete that final step, we have to have a
management plan in position. Work has started
down that track as well.

Mr Laurance: You would not want to hold
your breath.

Mr HODGE: That is a long and involved
process. Under the provisions of the CALM
legislation, there has to be public involvement
and public participation. Work has started on
that. The Aboriginal communities, local
government, the tourist industry, and all the
people with vested interests, are being invited
to participate in the work of that committee to
draw up a management plan for a Bungle
Bungle National Park. That is proceeding as
quickly as possible.

As an interim measure, to protect the park
and ensure it is not damaged, we have funded
two rangers for the area during the tourist

season to try to protect it and guide tourists in
such a way as to minimise damage.

Mr Clarko: About two years ago the Govern-
ment indicated that it was trying to dissuade
people from going there. Has the Government
moved on from that particular phase?

Mr HODGE: The Premier answered a whole
series of questions from the Leader of the Op-
position, and I was consulted in the prep-
aration of those answers. We gave full answers
to the questions asked by the Leader of the
Opposition. The Government is still not too
happy about tourists just going higgledy-
piggledy into the area, forming new tracks, and
causing environmental damage. It is a very sen-
sitive area. The major tourist operators who are
going in there are responsible people and are
doing it after consulting with CALM officers in
the area.

Mr Clarko: 1 have been in there with one of
the tourist groups. While we were there, indi-
viduals were coming in from all directions in
totally unsuitable vehicles.

Mr HODGE: Yes, and that concerns me.
That is why I asked for additional funds from
Cabinet to put two rangers in there during the
cour-se of the tourist season. The Government
has no legal power to stop tourists going in
there, but we have appealed to major tourist
operators that if they are going to go in there-
and we would rather they did not-to notify
the CALM staff up there to get information
and advice about what to do and what not to
do.

Mr Clarko: Two rangers arrived while I was
the re.

Mr HODGE: Funding has been provided for
two rangers specifically for the Bungle Bungle
area. I made a public announcement after I got
that through the Cabinet meeting. I am sur-
prised the Leader of the Opposition and mem-
bers of the Opposition generally do not seem to
know that.

Mr Clarko: I think you will find that many
people are still doing the sorts of
environmentally damaging things that they did
in the past.

Mr HODGE: The Government is doing its
best to minimise that by putting the rangers
into the area itself They are resident there, and
they are doing their best to try to prevent the
extra damage being done.

M r Cou rt: Where do th ey l ive?
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Mr HODGE: As far as I know, they actually
live in Bungle Bungle. I am not too certain off
the cuff where they live, but it may be in a
caravan.

Mr Clarko: When you get there,' the very
thing you want to do is what is most
environmentally damaging-you want to clam-
ber over the massi f.

Mr HODGE: I am not sure whether that is
causing the damage. When I was up there, one
of the officers told me that most of the damage
was being caused by four-wheel drive vehicles
going through very sparsely Covered country,
churning up the ground and causing erosion.
They were forging new tracks and the rangers
are going to try to stop that, if possible.

As I understand it, the Aboriginal people
have no objection to this area being declared a
national park-an -A"-class reserve-and they
are going to participate in the working party to
draw up the management plan. I believe the
hypothetical business the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is going on with is really just so much
nonsense. There has been no indication since I
have been the Minister, from the Federal
Government, or any other body, that they in-
tend to suddenly come in and intervene to take
control of Bungle Bungle. Any concern I have
heard has been along the lines of anxiety about
ensuring that proper protection of this import-
ant environmental asset is achieved as early as
possible. The Western Australian Government
fully supports that. I have stated already that it
is the Government's intention that the land
will, on an interim basis, be made a "C"-class
reserve. That can be done fairly speedily, and
in fact work on that is well under way.

Once the area is made a "C"-class reserve, it
will be vested in the National Parks and Nature
Conservation Authority, which will then own
it. The NPNCA is the statutory authority estab-
lished for that very purpose. The Government
will then proceed to have the area surveyed and
to make the final boundaries for the "A"-class
reserve, which will be done as soon as possible.
It is my fervent wish to get that done as soon as
possible. I have the extra funding for the
rangers in the area, and I believe the Govern-
ment has made fairly good progress.

I concede that in total it has been a slow,
long, and involved deal. However, I believe the
Government is now making good progress.

Mr LAURANCE: It is a pity that the Minis-
ter for Environment was not here earlier be-
cause he could have thrown some light on the
debate. Nevertheless he has not removed all the

concern expressed by the Opposition. The very
fact that he has mentioned now, at a late stage
of the debate, that the Government is moving
to establish a 'C"-class reserve just highlights
the Opposition's concern, because a 'C"-class
reserve can be changed without the matter be-
ing brought to Parliament. That is a major con-
cern of the Opposition because we are talking
about the eventual ownership of this piece of
land.

Mr IHodge: Only the boundaries can be
changed. It will be vested in the NPNCA.

Mr LAURANCE: It can be changed without
parliamentary approval.

Mr H-odge: That is on an interim basis.
Would you rather we left it unprotected?

Mr LAURANCE: No, but it is unprotected
now. The 'C"-class reserve vesting can be
changed without reference to Parliament while
it is a "C"-class reserve.

Mr Hodge: Would you rather not see it as a
"C"-class reserve at all?

Mr LAURANCE:- I did not say that either,
but the Minister can see why the Opposition
has raised this matter because if the Govern-
ment goes ahead and does what it wants, it will
still have it wide open to-

Mr H-odge: Wide open to what?
Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: All that has to be done is

to change the vesting.
Mr I-odge: We are going to change the

boundaries and the vesting.
Mr LALJRANCE: Mind you, into the appro-

priate body. The Opposition agrees with the
Minister on that; however, that can be changed
again without reference to the Parliament while
it is in the "C"-class reserve category. The Min-
ister would acknowledge that.

This is still a matter of concern for the Oppo-
sition. This matter has taken a long time before
coming to this place in the form that the Oppo-
sition would wish to see it take. The Oppo-
sition has also highlighted the difficulty in
nominating the boundaries.

I would just like to read recommendation
4. 1.1 from the Bungle Bungle working group's
draft report to the EPA because it deals with
the area of land that should be defined. Before
quoting this, I should just like to say that I trust
that the Leader of the National Party, although
not present in the Chamber, can hear what I
have to say on this matter because he particu-
larly raised the point about boundaries. I take
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on board his comment that when a private
member's Bill is introduced in the correct
form, if that can be done-and 1 will explain
the difficulty of that to him latr-it would
gain the National Party's support. That is an
option that this side of the House will have to
look at, if the Government does not improve
its record on this matter.

The recommendation of the Bungle Bungle
working group reads as follows-

the north western portion of the Ord River
Regeneration Reserve (No. 28538)
extending to a boundary located south and
east of the Ord and Panton rivers, corre-
sponding to a rationalized version of the
existing fencelines adjacent to these rivers
should be proclaimed for a National Park;

Members can see the difficulty there. It is a
very hazy definition of the land, but we drew
from the report to try to give it an approximate
area. The approximate area nominated in our
amendment says in effect that the area Will
cover 450 square kilometres or thereabout, so
it is obvious-

Mr Taylor The area is actually 9 000 square
kilometres, not 450. You admitted you were
wrong a while ago.

Mr LAURANCE: Not at all. If the Minister
-tannot read, I will read the amendment for
him. It reads in part as follows-

- .. 450 square Kilometres or thereabouts,
That was the area of land intended by the Op-
position's motion.

Mr Taylor: It doesn't say that-
Mr LAURANCE: It does say that.
Mr Taylor: It says to the effect that it is

hereby classified as a Class "'A"-reserve. You
are saying it contains 450 square kilometres, it
does not, it contains 9 000 square kilometres.

Mr LAURANCE: That is why I intend to
withdraw the amendment. There is no clear
definition available, and getting a map would
not have helped because that does not help me
to define the precise form to put in a motion,
and the Minister would be the first to acknowl-
edge that. However this has highlighted both
the Government's inaction, and the Oppo-
sition's concern.

Mr Hodge: It has not highlighted any inac-
lion.

Mr LAURANCE: I will go through it again.
The definition laid down in the Government's
own report is a very hazy one, following fences
and lines corresponding to a rationalised. ver-

sion of existing fences. it was difficult to be
precise when drawing up the amendment. We
have highlighted the problem very effectively.
We have shown the Government's sensitivity
to this issue, and it is a pity the Government
bumbled around before it called in the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management, who
was able to throw some light on it.

In withdrawing the amendment I point out
the difficulty of defining the boundary. The
Government has acknowledged that point; it
does not know the precise area, but is trying to
find out as quickly as possible. That is one
thing we have found out.

Mr IHodge: You have not asked me a single
question; the only question was from the
Leader of the Opposition yesterday.

Mr LAURANCE: That is something the
Minister for Lands did not tell us until the
Minister for Conservation and Land Manage-
ment came along. He could have told us that
four hours ago.

Mr Taylor: What?

Mr LAURANCE: Thai the reservation of
Class "C" is being changed; the Minister is
hurrying it along.

Mr Taylor: It is in the answer the Leader of
the Opposition received yesterday.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister could have
told us that the boundaries are being defined as
quickly as possible. The Minister for Conser-
vation and Land Management has given us the
information which we were seeking in the
amendment, but the Minister for Lands was
not going to give it to us. It has thrown more
light on the matter. In withdrawing this amend-
ment we want the Minister for Lands-

Mr Taylor: You cannot withdraw it; you
have to have the leave of the Chamber.

Mr LAURANCE: I am going to seek leave.
The Minister for Lands indicated a moment
ago by way of interjection that he was prepared
to agree to our withdrawing it.

Mr Taylor: I suggested you should. It is good
that you are seeing the light occasionally.

Mr LAURANCE: We have achieved what we
wanted, and we have severely embarrassed the
Government. However, we are prepared to
withdraw this amendment if we get an under-
taking from the Government-I do not want to
prepare a private member's Bill as the Leader
of the National Party suggested.

Mr Taylor interjected.

4220



(Thursday, 13 November 1986])22

Mr LAURANCE: I have introduced more
private member's Bills than the Minister for
Lands.

Mr Taylor: I have introduced two; how many
have you introduced?

Mr LAURANCE: I introduced two last
night.

Mr Hodge: We will name this amendment
the "bungle amendment".

Mr LAURANCE: I want an assurance from
the Minister for Lands that he will indicate
what are the Government's intentions in this
matter. If he leaves the matter completely wide
open we will draw up a private member's Bill.

Mr Hodge: I spent 10 minutes telling you
what our intentions are.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for Conser-
vation and Land Management has thrown
more light on this than his colleague did in four
hours. We would like some indication from the
Minister for Lands as to what he intends to do
about this reserve.

Mr TAYLOR: I am very pleased that the
member has indicated his intention to with-
draw this amendment. It demonstrates the in-
competence with which it was drawn up. From
the start it was nothing more than a stunt on
the part of the Opposition. If it had any inten-
tion to pursue the matter it would have gone to
the trouble of finding out the exact size of the
reserve it wished to set apart as an 'A"-class
reserve. The Opposition did not go to that
trouble although the Minister for Conservation
and Land Management, the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy, and I have indicated that as
far as the Government is concerned Bungle
Bungle will be set aside as an "A"-class reserve
when the management plan is completed. The
guarantee that is sought by the member for
Gascoyne is virtually contained in the'answer
yesterday to the question asked by the Leader
of the Opposition.

Once again the member for Gascoyne has
shown he is so lazy he could not be bothered to
check what the answer was. Had he done so he
would not have had to ask the question he did a
while ago. As the Minister for Local Govern-
ment said to me in passing a moment ago, what
we have done in the last couple of hours is to
debate something we all arced on; that is, that
Bungle Bungle should be set aside as an -A--
class reserve. That will happen when the man-
agement plan is completed. That discussion on
one of our greatest national assets should be
carried out in such a disgraceful way is very
much in keeping with the quality and standards

demonstrated by this Opposition day in and
day out.

New clause, by leave, withdrawn.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for

Lands) [4.17 p.m.J: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [4.18 p.m.J: I
have no intention of delaying the House on this
matter, but if the Minister cannot give a simple
answer to a request and take it in good grace,
and agree to the withdrawal, I will use the op-.
portunity to come back at him. A few things
can be said about his response in the Com-
mittee stage. The first is that he was asked what
were his intentions and what was the Govern-
ment's timetable. He said the Government
would make Bungle Bungle an 'A"-class re-
serve and that that information was contained
in an answer provided yesterday. That infor-
mation was in an answer two and a half years
ago. I ask him now: What has changed?

For him to criticise members of the Oppo-
sition for not reading an answer to a question
yesterday is ridiculous. What is the difference
between the answer given yesterday and that
given two and a half years ago? There is no
difference. Obviously the Government has not
changed its advisers, because this matter is
stuck in neutral.

The SPEAKER: Order! I want to remind the
member for Gascoyne that, strictly speaking,
the third reading is not intended to be used in a
similar way to the second reading. The third
reading, in general terms, should relate strictly
to the content of the Bill rather than general
items of debate over which the member is
ranging now.

Mr LAURANCE: This Bill will leave this
Chamber with many deficiencies because it
should include a reserve relating to the Bungle
Bungle area.

Mr Crane: It is a bungle bungle Bill.
Mr LAURANCE: That is right. The Govern-

ment has spent all day telling us that it intends
to cover the area with an "A"-class reserve, but
has not included it in the Bill. I think one of
the reasons is that it cannot define the area. It
is not good enough for the Government to
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criticise the Opposition for not defining the
area when the Government, with all its re-
sources, has not been able to do it. There is no
excuse for that. It is no good saying that it has
not finished the management plan. The area
can be surveyed without a management plan.

The Opposition has no resources to define
the area of land or to prepare amendments ac-
ceptable to the Government. We have one part-
time draftsman available to us to draft amend-
ments to Bills and that person is flat out. She
told us that the Government would not even
give her a typewriter. That is the sort of diffi-
culty under which she is operating,

Point of Order
Mr TAYLOR: The matters being raised by

the member now have no relationship to the
Bill currently before the House.

The SPEAKER: The Minister's point of or-
der is correct. I point out also to the member
for Gascoyne that the person to whom he is
referring is actually employed by me, and if she
needs a typewriter all she has to do is ask for it.

Mr LAURANCE:, I thought she was
employed by the Joint House Committee.

The SPEAKER: I wonder whether you are
suggesting that the Chairman of the Joint
House Committee is in charge of it, or in some
other capacity.

Mr LAURANCE: Not at all. I asked her who
her employer was and she told me the Joint
House Committee was her employer. Mr
Speaker, I will take your advice and have her
ask the Joint House Committee for the facili-
ties she needs to do her job.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: It is vital at this stage to

express the difficulties we have in introducing
appropriate amendments to this Bill. We would
introduce appropriate amendments if we had
resources available to us.

Mr Parker: When we were in Opposition for
nine years, we introduced some good legis-
lation.

Mr LAURANCE: I do not know that the
then Opposition had only a pant-time
draftsperson.

Mr Parker: Yes, we did. That person also had
another job in the Office of Titles.

Mr LAURANCE: I agree with the Minister
that it is not good enough and I am pleased that
he supports my case.

Mr Parker: What case is that?

Mr LAURANCE: That it is not good enough.
I am pleased that I have received the support of
a Minister of the Crown. It is difficult to be
able to introduce appropriate amendments if
we do not have the proper facilities. Far from
the Minister criticising the Opposition and say-
ing that certain things should be done, the
Government should give us the facilities to en-
able us to introduce amendments in the appro-
priate manner. We do not need the 250 people
in the Department of Land Administration.

The SPEAKER: Order! I will not put up with
the member deliberately ignoring my ruling. If,
when he stands up, he deliberately ignores me,
I will sit him straight back down.

Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I
am referring to the Bill before the House and I
wish to deal specifically with it.

I have said already that the Bill is deficient. I
could go through the clauses. in it in more de-
tail, but I do not think that will be necessary.
None of the clauses contains anything to do
with the Bungle Bungle area. For that reason
we believe it is deficient.

Mr Taylor: It does not contain anything to
do with the sinking of the Titanic, either.

Mr LAURANCE: Is that also covered by a
management plan?

The SPEAKER: I suggest the member ignore
the interjections.

Mr LAURANCE: I suggest that they are
prolonging the debate and you, Mr Speaker,
would not want that.

I am trying to answer the criticisms of the
Opposition. The Government has been unable
to attend to this matter and has been delin-
quent in its attitude to it. The Opposition
operates under many difficulties and I do not
want to canvass that point again.

Mr Parker: Are you saying that you stuffed it
up, but you have not got enough resources?

Mr LAURANCE: No, the Minister has all
the resources. Mr Speaker, will I entertain that
interjection or would you prefer me to get back
to the Bill?

Mr Hodge: You have not started on it yet.
Mr LAURANCE: I certainly have. I have

been talking about this matter for some time. If
the Minister wishes to infuriate the Speaker
further, he should keep on with his interjec-
tions.

It has been difficult, but much has come out
oftthis debate. One thing that has become obvi-
ous is that the Opposition does not have the
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facilities to draw up amendments suitable to
the House. When the Government is not in a
position to be able to identify an area of land
accurately, what hope has the Opposition to
introduce an amendment suitable to the
House? The Government has been delinquent
in its dealing with this legislation. I am sure it
now has the message and it will move swiftly to
try to redress the situation.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

AMERICA'S CUP YACHT RACE (SPECIAL
ARRANGEMENTS) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from I I November.
MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.28 p.m.J: The

Government has requested the Opposition to
debate this legislation without delay because
there is some urgency -for it to be passed. It
passed its third reading in the other place on
Tuesday, it was then introduced into this
H-ouse, and we are now debating it on
Thursday. The Minister mentioned the Prime
Minister is coming to town this weekend and
the legislation might be required. I believe that
to be nonsense.

The legislation is totally unnecessary. It is a
remarkable piece of legislation and I do not like
it one bit. The Opposition has been happy to
cooperate with the Government when it has
come to passing legislation relating to the
America's Cup. We have cooperated in passing
legislation which gave the Minister special
powers in relation to liquor laws over the cup
period. We have dealt with legislation relating
to boat control and other matters on the water.
However, this legislation has been difficult to
analyse in the two days we have had to con-
sider it.

The Leader of the House, who is handling
the Bill in this place, must be very concerned
about some of the powers which have been
written into it. The powers which will be
granted are certainly very wide and under nor-
mal circumstances the legislation would not be
acceptable to either party. Later on I will give
more detail of the reason for the Opposition's
concern.

No-one denies that the America's Cup will be
a busy time and that there is a need to have the
ability to cape with the hopefully large crowds
which will be in Western Australia, particularly
during December, January, and February.

The laws of our land have been built up over
the years and they are quite capable of handling
this situation. I do not know whether the
Government has been advised by the people
involved with the America's Cup that there is a
need for these draconian powers relating to
traffic, camping and, very interestingly, to the
assembly of people. The assembly of people is
something that was very dear to the Labor
Party's beant when it was only too willing to
criticise and eventually change section 54B of
the Police Act.

I wish to clarify a couple of matters with the
Leader of the House. One matter, which I will
raise during the Committee stage, deals with
the duration of this legislation. As I understand
it, the legislation will cease to be valid on 30
June 1987. 1 cannot see any reason that the
legislation should not cease at the completion
of the America's Cup. I ask the Leader of the
House whether I am correct in assuming that
the legislation will cease on 30 June 1987:

Mr Pearce: Yes, that is right.
Mr COURT: I cannot see any reason that it

should not cease at the completion of the
America's Cup.

Mr Pearce: It allows a bit of room to move.
No-one is suggesting that the America's Cup
will last until June. Last time we considered
legislation relating to the America's Cup we
included a certain period as a safety margin. I
give an undertaking that when the America's
Cup concludes-Parliament will sit before
June-the Government will move to repeal
this legislation.

Mr COURT: Does the Leader of the House
give that assurance?

Mr Pearce: Yes.
Mr COURT: The America's Cup has to fin-

i sh by 10 February.
Mr Pearce: I guess there will be a wrap-up

period and parties.
Mr COURT: I understand that. We dealt

with a Bill recently which related to the
America's Cup and I recall that that Bill was to
cease some time in February.

Mr Pearce: It was the trading hours Bill.
Mr COURT: I read the debate on this Bill

which took place in the other House last
Tuesday, and some of the members spoke
about the legislation ceasing in February.

Mr Brian Burke: The trading hours issue was
controversial and if we had written "June" into
the legislation we would have been told we had
ulterior motives.
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Mr COURT: Has the Premier had car
dealers ringing him telling him about it? I
received a call from a Car dealer at 10 o'clock
one Thursday evening to tell me that he had
just arrived home from work. I should have
taken his telephone number to ring him when I
arrived home late from work one night!

One of the areas covered in clause 6 of the
Bill concerns traffic. The Minister with special
responsibility for the Arrerica's Cup will be
given very wide powers under this clause to
control different situations. It was mentioned
that Bob Hawke is coming to town this week-
end and chat we might need these powers to
control that situation. I think it will need more
than this legislation to help Bob Hawke out at
this stage.

I cannot understand the Government includ-
ing this clause in the Bill. The Minister will
have the power of regulating or prohibiting the
assembly of persons in any area, including pri-
vate land. Mr Speaker, you were concerned
about section 54B of the Police Act which, as I
have mentioned, was very dear to the Labor
Party's heart.

Mr Spriggs: This makes that look like a fairy
tale.

Mr COURT: It certainly does.

No-one denies that in a democracy such as
ours we have to protect the right of public as-
sembly, the right of freedom of speech, and the
right to be able to protest. What we are
discussing in this clause are some matters
which are very fundamental to our democracy.
We could debate for hours the powers which
are given in this legislation. I suggest that if
Government Ministers and members opposite
took the time to read and understand the
powers given in this clause they would he very
concerned.

I will give what members may consider a silly
example of what could occur if this clause is
passed. A person could be holding a Christmas
party at his home and the Minister with special
responsibility for the America's Cup could
walk in and tell his guests what to do. Members
may think that is a stupid example, but the
Minister is being given those sonts of powers in
this legislation.

The Opposition would not be doing its duty
if it did not highlight some of the powers that
are being given. If members of the Opposition
were to introduce such a Bill there would be
howls from members on the other side and they
would be the first to criticise it.

Mr Brian Burke: Not during the America's
Cup.

Mr H-assell: Have you read the Provisions?
Mr Brian Burke: Yes.
Mr Hassell: They are ridiculous. They are so

wide they are absurd.
Mr Brian Burke: I do not know whether they

are necessary or not, but with things like the
America's Cup and the Pope's visit, you must
acknowledge that the powers presently held by
authorities are less than those required.

Mr COURT: Is the Premier saying that the
laws under which we live are not capable of
controlling what happens in this State? Yet a
single Minister who has responsibility for the
America's Cup will be given the power to be
the el supremo over the whale operation.

Mr Brian Burke: In cases where there are
security risks assessed by the authorities to be
as high as they are in instances like the
America's Cup competition, there needs to be
wide powers available for instant application.
That is the advice received from the police.

Mr Hassell: That is the excuse made by all
dictators throughout history to seize more
power. You went on about section 54B which
regulated the assembly of persons, and here you
are giving a Minister the most incredible
powers I have ever seen.

Mr Brian Burke: Compared with section
54B, is it not different to have powers
circumscribed to time and to the nature of the
event?

Mr COURT: I point out to the Premier that
it is a sporting event. We have sporting events
in this State every day of the week. The
America's Cup might be a bigger sporting event
than another type of sporting event-

Mr Parker: So you think that what the
Queensland Government did about the Com-
monwealth Games was wrong too?

Mr COURT: Were the powers the same as
those provided in this legislation?

Mr Parker: More powers were given.
Mr COURT: How could any more power

than that provided in this legislation be given?
Mr Parker: We used the Queensland legis-

lat ion as a model and took a lot out of it before
we brought it in.

Mr COURT: How is it possible to give mare
power7 This legislation gives a single Minister
the ability to regulate the assembly of persons
on any land anywhere in the State. That is the
widest possible power. The powers that are
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given in this legislation are capable of being
misused. That is the Opposition's concern. we
would not be doing our duty if we did not make
the point that these powers could be misused.

The Government has made some moves in
advance towards planning traffic control in the
Fremantle area. It has tried to work out what
problems will occur in the area and it has
employed a person specifically for the purpose
of covering that area. Mr Metropolis has been
seconded from the Main Roads Department. I
forgot his official title.

Mr Brian Burke: It is Traffic Co-ordinator,
America's Cup, I think.

Mr COURT: He is doing a good job in that
area. An attempt is being made to preempt the
problems that may occur and different contin-
gency plans have been worked out. The normial
powers given to the police enable them to coop-
erate in this matter. I cannot see that these
special powers have to be granted.

The clause dealing with caravans, camping
and other amenities gives the impression that
local governments are not capable of helping
out in this type of situation.

Mr Brian Burke: That's very unfair. We have
had good cooperation from the Fremantle City
Council.

Mr COURT: Why then is it necessary to in-
troduce legislation enabling the Government to
override the council?

Mr Brian Burke: Because the council does
not have the powers. That is one of the prob-
lems with zoning breaches.

Mr COURT: Local government has shown
over the years that in handling these one-off
situations it has the ability and the flexibility to
cooperate. Certainly with the sporting events
that I have been involved in local government
has always cooperated to the fullest extent.
This clause represents an overkill and is an
attempt to give the Government the power to
control that area.

We have been asked to pass this legislation
quickly. We believe that it is unnecessary. We
went along with the parent Act which covered
mainly navigation matters and possible control
of the media centre and a few other things. We
accepted the legislation which gave flexibility
over the America's Cup period to the liquor
industry. However, in this case we believe that
the Government has gone too far, especially
with respect to the powers given to the Minister
in regard to the assembly of persons. Those
powers cannot sit very easily with members
(133)

opposite in view of the sentiments they
expressed in previous debates. Wchave only to
go back to debate on the Public Meetings and
Processions Bill in 1984. It was introduced by
the member for Morley-Swan. He made some
interesting comments with respect to the
repealing of section 54B of the Police Act.
However,' I do not want to delay the House
with going into those arguments because mem-
bers opposite know only too well what sort of
approach they took.

Mr Tonkin: I do not think my opinion would
carry much weight.

Mr COURT: We could turn to other mem-
bers' speeches. Even the member for Pilbara
had a bit to say on this matter in the debate.
Members could imagine what the reaction in
the Pilbara would be if the Minister decided to
use this sort of power up there.

Mr Brian Burke: That's the whole point. lie
cannot use this power up there because there's
no America's Cup being sailed there.

Mr COURT: That is not right. Clause 6
states that the Minister may make orders-

... in any area of the State for the purposes
of any activities held or Proposed to be
held in connection with or incidentally to
or with reference to the America's Cup
Yacht Race or any event relating thereto
the Minister may by Order give such direc-
tions as the Minister considers are necess-
ary or convenient for that purpose.

That is a very wide definition. I know it is an
extreme example, but the Minister would have
the power to come to a Christmas party I was
holding and tell the people there what to do.

Mr Parker: Your Christmas party is not re-
lated to the America's Cup.

Mr COURT: The Minister could quite easily
prove that it is.

Mr Parker: You could quite easily prove that
it was not.

Mr COURT: The final point I make is in
connection with the time-frame for this legis-
lation. I appreciate that the Minister said that if
Parliament sits soon after the America's Cup,
the legislation will then be repealed. That at
least gives some safeguard that it will not re-
main in place until 30 June.

Mr Brian Burke: I will give this guarantee:
We will repeal the legislation at the first avail-
able opportunity after the America's Cup and
its postscripts are concluded. If that is I I
February and we are sitting that is when we will
repeal it.
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Mr COURT: Certain parts of the legislation
cause considerable concern. They are unnecess-
ary because we can cope with the situation with
the existing laws.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [4.49 p.m.]: Th6 provision of real
concern to me is clause 6. If we read it through,
we see how wide it is and how absurd it is;,
more importantly, we see how dangerous it is.
Proposed section I11 B states-

Where the Minister is of the opinion ...
Thus it can be seen that only one man, the
Minister, need have an opinion.

Mr Parker: You are a lawyer. You know the
courts read those things in ways that say Minis-
ters must have soundly based opinions. They
cannot take a capricious view.

Mr HASSELL: I did not say that that was not
the case, but let me finish. Proposed section
I IB states-

Where the Minster is of the opinion that
it is necessary or convenient-

It has only to be convenient. To continue-
-to make special arrangements for the

purposes of any one or more of the follow-
ing purposes-

It is strange drafting. To con tinue-
(a) the movement of traffic or pedestrians

or both; or
(b) the assembly of persons or parking of

vehicles or both,
The part I am interested in and the most
dangerous part relates to the assembly of per-
sons.

The clause provides that where the Minister
is of the opinion that it is convenient to make
special arrangements for the purposes of the
assembly of persons in any area of the State for
the purposes of any activities held or proposed
to be held in connection with or incidental to
or with reference to the America's Cup yacht
race or any event relating thereto, the Minister
may by order give such directions as the Minis-
ter considers are necessary or convenient for
that purpose. Without derogating from the gen-
erality of subclause (1) an order may include
directions regulating or prohibiting the as-
sembly of persons on any area, including pri-
vate land, referred to in the order absolutely or
subject to the terms and conditions specified in
the order.

Does the Premier realise that that means the
Minister could order Ansett not to hold a func-
tion in its Golden Keel Lounge or permit

people to enter, or that somebody who wanted
to hold a meeting in St John's Square in
Fremantle, could not do so? These are the ab-
solute and uncontrolled powers. The event has
only to relate in some way remotely to the
America's Cup.

The Government cannot tell me that for the
purposes of organising the America's Cup any
Minister needs to be given or entrusted with
the power to direct that the assembly of persons
on private land may be prohibited. I remind
members of the absurd arguments some mem-
bers opposite raised about section 54B;. how
well I remember them because they were
directed at me for a couple of years.

Mr Hodge: You did not take much notice of
them.

Mr HASSELL: No, because they were stupid
arguments. The Government will find in due
course that the replacement of section 54B is
inadequate and indeed the very reason it has
introduced this legislation is that some of the
existing powers are inadequate as soon as any
pressure arises.

Mr Brian Burke: We did not want a police
State.

Mr HASSELL- Members opposite argued in
relation to section 54B that it would permit the
police to stop a church service. It was not true
in that case but it is true in this case. Here is
precisely that provision. It is an unfettered
power whereby people can be stopped from
attending a church service or a function. The
Minister could stop the contestants' teams
from assembling in their own headquarters.
That might be one way, or the only way, to win
the America's Cup, I suppose! Is this the real
reason for the legislation?

The Bill provides that the Minister may
make an order and give directions prohibiting
the assembly of persons on private land and the
Government proposes to give a Minister the
power to do that. Whether or not it be for the
America's Cup-I remind the Premier that it
has nothing to do with the Pope's visit, yet I
would have thought that that involved a much
greater 'security risk-I remind members that
after all, despite all the ballyhoo, it is only a
yacht race.

Mr Hodge: Many other visitors are coming
for the America's Cup.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, many other visitors are
coming but are we going to turn our State up-
side down to cater for them? We have not had
provisions like this for the visits of the Queen.
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Mr Court: Bob Hawke is coming this week-
end and it has been said that we need the Bill in
place before he comes, but he has not needed it
before. He is getting bigger and bigger crowds
around him.

Several members inteijected.
Mr HASSELL: He is getting louder and

louder boos, as happened at the Melbourne
grand final. When we hold the Australia Day
parade on The Esplanade on 26 January each
year we do not need these provisions.

Mr Brian Burke: This is an international
event and we are advised by the police, to
whom we look for advice, that it has attracted
international attention.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier is not so
inexperienced in Government that he does not
know that departments give Ministers all sorts
of advice which it is the duty of Government to
modify, control and sometimes direct. That is
why we have an elected Government and why
we do not have government by departments.
Perhaps this is a result of the fact that it has
gone through the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, who we know is a
lightweight.

If this advice came from the police, it should
have been rejected or modified. I do not care
where it came from; it is wrong advice. It is
convenient for the department; it always is for
departments. The Premier knows very well that
if the Government lets departments go-as
they have tried many times and I have taken up
the case many times-to draft legislation relat-
ing to off-moad vehicles or anything else, they
will include provisions which presume the per-
son charged to be guilty until he is proved inno-
cent. Do they not? The member for Morley-
Swan knows' that departments write those
things and a Minister must say to his depart-
ment that such things are not acceptabile.

It clearly is not acceptable to have a pro-
vision allowing a Minister to prohibit the as-
sembly of persons on private land; that is, in a
private house, church, cinema, theatre, res-
taurant or anywhere.

I do not care that it will be repealed the day
after the America's Cup. This is absolute non-
sense and I do not give a damn if the Aga Khan
or anybody else is visiting Western Australia;
we do not have to throw away our democracy
because of our visitors. They come to Western
Australia on our terms, which are democratic,
and they must accept those terms. Imagine the
United States having a situation in which a
Minister of the Government prohibited people

from assembling. Of course, it would be illegal
because it would contravene their Constitution,
the Hill of Rights. If we had a Bill of Rights in
Australia it would be illegal here also.

Mr Brian Burke: You are opposed to the Hill
of Rights.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, I am but the Govern-
ment members support it.

Mr Brian Burke: You are on every side of
every argument if it suits you.

Mr HASSELL: I ask the Premier to please
not try to be smart all the time; it really is a
serious matter. The Government has gone too
far with this legislation. Why does it not ac-
knowledge that and amend the Bill? It is bad
legislation. Sure, we need special provisions,
we will concede that. We are not arguing on
that point. Certain arrangements are needed
about traffic and closing streets. We will not
argue about the provisions in which the
Government can overrule the local government
by-laws for a short period. It might be a good
exercise if some provisions were made perma-
nent and some existing areas of regulation were
got rid of.

However, when it comes to a Minister of the
Crown having power to prohibit people from
assembling, it has gone too far. The Govern-
ment knows that and if anybody else
introduced such legislation it would be the first
to squeal and the trade unions would be the
first to protest, challenge it, and go to the
streets. Why does the Government not concede
that it has made a mistake? The Opposition
will accept that with grace and support. The
Government can then get on with putting
through the Bill which has been introduced for
good reasons.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [5.00 p.m.]: I think I thank the Oppo-
sition for its support of this legislation, but I do
not know whether it supports it or not.

Mr Hassell: Not that clause!

Mr PEARCE: I thank the Opposition for
supporting all the Bill except that clause. It is
rather unusual to be operating as a House of
Review on a House of Review.

Mr Brian Burke: It is not possible to operate
that way, because this is not a House of Re-
view.

Mr PEARCE: Not in this case, because it is a
House of initiation. The Bill rolled through it
without any great problem.
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'While I appreciate the general points made
by the member for Nedlands and the Leader of
the Opposition, the point raised is a valid one.
The powers given to the Minister in the cir-
cumstances, at first blush at any rate, appear to
be relatively draconian and far-reaching. A
range of Governments have to face up to these
problems in this day and age. These large,
single events have a massive impact on a small-
ish society like Perth's. Special powers are
required to deal with special circumstances. It
is not true to say that existing powers will do.

I will give the House a specific example with
regard to planning powers. In the yacht area of
Fremantle a large "Fosters" sign has been
erected. That is an illegal sign. I have had a
deputation from Swan Brewery about that sign.
Swan Brewery threatened to put up an illegal
sign of equal size. The Fosters people have
been told to take their sign down, but there is a
certain period-35 days-within which they
have to do that. One can erect an illegal sign
and leave it for 34'/2 days. On that day an ap-
peal is lodged and the whole business goes on.
By the time the process comes to an end the
America's Cup competition will be over.

Mr Hassell: Many people have this frus-
tration in commerce and business because
Governments do nothing about it.

Mr PEARCE: We are doing something about
this, otherwise we will have signs larger than
Fosters' painted all over Fremantle and the
whole process will be unable to cope. That is
why, in these special circumstances where com-
mercial and other pressures exist, special
powers are needed.

The Leader of the Opposition is a lawyer,
and I am told a good lawyer. The Premier is
almost a lawyer. I am told he is a good lawyer. I
have nothing against his legal qualifications.
The Leader of the Opposition did very well in
his studies, but he cannot say, as the Premier
can, that he has a 100 per cent record of A's in
his legal studies. The Premier can make that
claim because he has done one unit and
received an A. However, The Leader of the
Opposition has a distinguished record.

The point I make, and it is a real one, is that
the ambit of this Bill is not unconstrained. The
Minister with special responsibility for the
America's Cup cannot go up to Kununurra and
break up a crowd in the hotel there without
acting outside the parameters of the Act.

Mr Hassell: Take the example of the Golden
Keel room operated by Ansett in Fremantle in
connection with the America's Cup.

Mr PEARCE: What the Leader of the Oppo-
sition says is right. In theory the Minister could
go down to the Golden Keel club and order all
those people out. If he took that action, two
constraints would operate against him: He
would lay himself open to a charge of abuse of
power, and he would lay himself open to the
political constraints of any Minister acting in
such a foolish way, and he would deserve the
judgment of the electorate.

A much more likely instance of what would
happen at the Golden Keel club, or some other
hotel or establishment, is not that he would
order no-one to go into the premises, but after
957 people were in there, he or some other
person deputed by him might order other
people not to go in to implement a crowd con-
trol situation. This is the sort of situation
which may well arise late in the America's Cup
competition.

People must understand the kinds of circum-
stances covered by this Bill.

Mr Brian Burke: What about a terrorist
threat?.

Mr PEARCE: The whole purpose is precisely
that.

Mr Hassel]: You have all the powers necess-
ary to deal with these situations, quite apart
from the basic question of natural cooperation
from people in this State.

Mr PEARCE: One gets natural cooperation
from the people. We have been very fortunate.
We are facing something with the America's
Cup competition the like of which we have not
faced before. I suppose the only thing which
might come close to it would be the 1962 Com-
monwealth Games which were held here. The
approach to sport has changed since those
Commonwealth Games. We are now facing a
radically different situation. There is now a
potential for a terrorist threat. The
crayfishermen the other day were concerned
about a decision governing pot sizes and they
paraded their boats up and down.

Mr Hassell: We do not call them terrorists.
Mr PEARCE: No, they acted in a responsible

way. Nothing dreadful happened; they made a
point without going overboard. But the
potential is there for dreadful things to happen.
As the cup competition moves on to the semi-
finals and finals, and the world's media atten-
tion becomes more and more concentrated on
Perth, the temptation to become involved in
those activities will be greater, and the powers
provided should be greater as well.
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If we reach a 3:3 situation in the final set of
races, which happened at Newport, we will be
facing something in Perth, and particularly in
Fremantle, which we have never had to face in
Western Australia before. Extraordinary times
require extraordinary measures. The Govern-
ment is uncomfortable with the extent of some
of the clauses in this Bill. I concede that. Our
advice is that in order to respond rapidly in
what might be a very awkward and difficult
situation, our powers require to be relatively
untrammelled. Both the Premier and I have
given an undertaking that once the America's
Cup and its festivities are over, this legislation
will be repealed rather than allowed to run on
to its sunset date of 30 June.

That last point shows the difference between
this legislation and section 54B. If we are dic-
tators, we are dictators with sunset clauses. In-
stead of giving a general power which could
apply anywhere in the State-

Mr Court: You do not want to argue that at
the university campus.

Mr PEARCE: It is a short-term power for a
special purpose. It will not be abused. It may
well not prove to be necessary. It is better to be
safe than sorry in these circumstances. The
Premier is right when he says that if we had let
that go on the basis that all might well be well,
had some disaster occured in late January or
early February, or if there was chaos, or terror-
ist action, the Opposition would have been the
first to say, "Why did the Western Australian
Government not bring in legislation as the
Queensland Government did to make sure
those things did not happen at the Common-
wealth Games?"

It is easy* to take both sides of an argument
depending on how circumstances pan out. Our
view is that it is better to be safe than sorry,
and although we are ourselves concerned about
the ambit of some of the powers in the legis-
lation we are advised that they may be necess-
ary if a situation gets out of hand, and we want
to be sure that we can move pre-emptively
rather than after the event.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs
Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Pearce (Leader of
the House) in charge of the Bill.

Clause I put and passed.

Clause 2: Commencement-

Mr COURT: In my second reading com-
ments I remarked on the fact that this legis-
lation will run until 30 June. 1 appreciate the
assurances given by the Premier and the Minis-
ter that if they have an opportunity in Parlia-
ment before then and the America's Cup's ac-
tivities are completed, they will repeal this
legislation.

That is an important assurance and one to
which the Opposition will make sure the
Government holds.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 3 to 5 put and passed.

Clause 6: Part hA-

Mr COURT: We could debate this clause all
night, but the Opposition cannot support it as
it is presented to the Chamber because it really
does go too far. Today I read some of the de-
bates held over the years relating to the section
54B issue, and all the arguments that members
opposite put forward. If they had done their
homework and read this legislation they would
be very nervous about allowing this clause to go
through, because it gives unfettered power to
the Minister concerned. Members such as the
member for Morley-Swan will certainly have
difficulty supporting this part of the legislation.

It has been said that the America's Cup is a
large event and therefore requires these powers.
But the impact of the America's Cup will not
hit us hard over the space of a week; it is some-
thing that has been building up gradually for
months, or even years, and its peak will last for
about six weeks. I believe all the systems are
already in place to handle that sort of peak,
without giving a single Minister the unfettered
powers contained in this clause. The Minister
has said he is a little ill at ease with this part of
the legislation, and I think he should be ill at
ease because the Government is setting a
precedent with this clause.

Leaving aside the assembly of people, in my
own electorate I have problems when the
Nedlands City Council tows cars away from the
Nedllands Park Hotel or the Claremont
Showgrounds, and in cases like that the Minis-
ter could have a field day with this legislation. I
know how the public react when people in
authority use the very wide powers that are
already in existence, let alone giving the Minis-
ter the unfettered powers contained in this
clause.
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The Opposition cannot support this clause as
it stands because it is opposed especially to that
part which regulates the assembly of persons on
any area, including private land. As the Leader
of the Opposition said, the Opposition goes
along with same other pants of this clause that
deal with control of road closures, traffic, and
so on, but for the reasons I have mentioned it
will oppose this clause.

Mr PEARCE: I appreciate the point of view
of the member for Nedlands, and if the pro-
vision to which he objects were something be-
ing enshrined in legislation for ever, it would
be reasonable for him not to accept assurances
that these powers will not be abused, because
over time they would become built into the
fabric of our laws and the temptation to abuse
them would be there. However, the America's
Cup event will not last for a long period. We
are now into November and are looking at
maybe another two months over which time
these powers would apply.

The Premier and I have given an undertak-
ing that the Bill will be repealed. Under those
circumstances we feel that it is not too wide a
set of powers to be bestowing, given the con-
straints already contained in the legislation. I
give a clear undertaking on the Government's
behalf that there will be no abuse at all of this
power, and that the Minister will use the
powers sparingly, if at all, and only in cases of
dire necessity. There will be no move to
capriciously use any of the powers to the detri-
ment of the citizens of Western Australia.

If that undertaking were not honoured, we
would expect to pay the political penalty of that
abuse of power. That is why it is important that
those- powers be vested in the Minister-be-
cause he is somebody accountable, not only
legally as is any citizen, but also politically; and
the Government would be politically account-
able for the specific use of any of those powers.

If there were another way to do this, we
would embrace it, but we do not see that there
is. The fact that the member for Nedlands has
not moved an amendment indicates that he
agrees there is no other way. I can assure him
that the concerns he has expressed about the
possible misuse of these powers will not come
to pass in the best of all possible worlds. I hope
none of the powers enshrined in any of the
America's Cup legislation-except those relat-
ing to trading hours-will be used at all, and
that certainly would be our preference. They
will be used only in dire circumstances where
such powers are called for.

I believe the Opposition should assent to this
clause, but be prepared to hold its judgment
and make sure that it plays its role in ensuring
that the commitments I have given on behalf of
the Government are honoured.

Clause put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result-

Ayes 30
Mr Bertram Mr Parker
Mr Bridge Mr Pearce
Mr Brian Burke Mr Read
Mr Burkett Mr Schell
Mr Carr Mr D. L.S
Mr Cowan Mr P. J. S
Mr Evans Mr Stephe
Dr Gallop Mr Taylor
Mr Grill MrThoma
Mr Gordon Hill Mr Tonkin
Mr Hodge Mr Troy
Mr House Mrs Watk
Dr Lawrence Dr Watsor
Mr Marlborough Mr Wilson
Mr Nalder Mrs Bucha

Noes 15
Mr Bradshaw Mr Lightf
Mr Cash Mr MacKi
M r Clarko Mr Menua
Mr Court Mr Rushtc
Mr Crane Mr Sprigg
Mr Grayden Mr Tubby
Mr Hassell Mr Williai
Mr Laurance

Pairs
Ayes

Mr Bryce Mr Thorn
Mr Terry Burke Mr Watt
Mr Tom Jones Mr Blaikic
Mrs Beggs Mr Lewis

Clause thus passed.

Clauses 7 to 10 put and passed.

Title put and passed.
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Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Pearce (Leader of the House), and passed.

FOREIGN JUDGMENTS (RECIPROCAL
ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 14 October.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [5.28 p.m.]: If
there is such a thing, this is a lawyers' law. The
amendments in the Bill will affect very few
people but we have to look after their interests.
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The parent Act of 1963 enables enforcement
of judgments in proclaimed overseas countries
in Western Australia provided that they are
decisions of a superior court. If the judgments
are by countries not proclaimed in the parent
Act they still can be enforced, although it is a
longer procedure and is based on common law.

The Standing Committee of Attorneys Gen-
eral has decided that because circumstances
have changed, there should be an amendment
to the Act. This is what the Bill does. It refuses
the enforcement of judgments in a number of
cases. These are enumerated in the Bill.

The appearance of a Western Australian de-
fendant at an overseas court to argue some as-
pects of the case shall not be taken as sub-
mission to that court's jurisdiction in four dif-
ferent circumstances: Firstly, if a Western
Australian defendant only contests the juris-
diction of the overseas court, it means that
when he goes to litigation he can argue that the
overseas court has no jurisdiction.

The second provision is similar, although if
the Western Australian has not been brought
into litigation he invites the overseas court not
to assert jurisdiction over him.

Thirdly, if a Western Australian defendant
has assets in a foreign country, which may be
seized if the plaintiff obtains a judgment he
may seek that his seized property be released.

In the final case, a Western Australian plain-
tiff can enter a Mareva injunction to prevent a
defendant, who is overseas, from removing his
assets from a foreign country.

The Hill has one further provision: Because
these changes do not all refer to reciprocal ar-
rangements, the title of the Act is proposed to
be changed from the Foreign Judgments
(Reciprocal Enforcement) Act 1983 to the
Foreign Judgments Act.

In view of the short time left, and because
the Opposition does not intend to oppose this
Bill, I will not dwell on this legislation any
longer.

However, I would mention one further thing
which is akin to the provisions of this Hill, and
that is the question of interstate cases in the
Family Court. As Opposition spokesman on
legal matters, I can assure members that there
is no subject on which I have received, either in
the past or at present, more complaints than
those which pertain to family law cases and the
Family Court. It would be in the interest of the
public, and particularly in the interest of those
who are involved in this matter, if the Attorney
General were to seek some solution in cases

where one or the other of parties involved in a
Family Court case goes interstate. The situ-
ation then prevails that the other party to the
dispute is not able to follow up that case and
receive satisfaction, either financially, or, more
often, from the point of view of either custody
of or access to children.

The Opposition supports the Bill.
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of House)

[5.32 p.m.]: I thank the Opposition for its sup-
port of this measure.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

[Questions taken.]
Sitting suispended from 6. 00 to 7.15~ p.m.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Burkett)

in the Chair; Mr Pearce (Leader of the House)
in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 6 put and passed.
New clause 7-
Mr PEARCE: I move an amendment-

Page 2, after line 18-To insert a new
clause to stand as clause 7-

Section 6 amended
7. Section 6(1)(b) of the principal

Act is amended by deleting "the Court
of Chancery of the County Palatine of
Lancaster or the Court of Chancery of
the County Palatine of Durham,"

New clause put and passed.
Clauses 7 and 8 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with an amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Pearce (Leader of the House), and passed.

PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY:
PREPARATION
Support: Motion

DR GALLO)P (Victoria Park) [7.22 p.m.]: I
move-

This House supports the action taken by
the Presiding Officers of the Parliament
over several years in promoting the prep-
aration of a history of the Western
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Australian Parliament, commends the
Governments which have provided the
financial support necessary for the project
and notes with sincere appreciation the
contributions being made by this State's
tertiary institutions and the several dis-
tinguished honorary authors.

This motion relates to the parliamentary his-
tory project which was mounted a couple of
years ago and which is overseen by the Parlia-
mentary History Advisory Committee. Mem-
bers would know that this committee is chaired
by David Black, who is the principal lecturer in
the School of Social Sciences at the Western
Australian Institute of Technology. The com-
mittee contains representatives from both sides
of Parliament, from the parliamentary staff
and from the academic community within
Western Australia.

The primary objective is the production of a
book on our Parliament by 1990. The book will
contain two baskc sections. One of those sec-
tions will be chronological. Its various chapters
will deal with the Parliament at these times in
its history: Before the introduction of respon-
sible Government in 1890; during its formative
years from 1890 through to 1911; the time up
to and including the Second World War; the
post-war years up to the changes that occurred
to the Legislative Council in 1965; and in the
20 years since then. I think we could say that
we now have a quite contemporary and mod-
em Parliament, in the sense in which we use
that term in the major democratic countries.

The second section is a thematic section
which will deal with a wide range of themes on
all aspects of Parliament and its relationship
with other parts of the political system. There
will be chapters on the following: Parliament
and the State Constitution; Parliament and the
Governor; Parliament and the Public Service;
parliamentarians in other Parliaments; the Par-
liamnent in the community; and an overview of
the future of Parliament by Professor Gordon
Reid.

The information that will be obtained from
the research which should come to fruition by
1990 will be very useful. Governments past and
present have made the budgetary allocations to
allow for the employment of research assistants
to gather much of the information- Some of
that information possibly may not be used by
the authors of each of those chapters, but it will
provide an enormous research bank for future
students of politics and Parliament in this
State.

Members will be aware of the important
work in oral history that is being undertaken.
The biographic, factual and anecdotal material
which has been collected through the oral his-
tory part of the project will be extremely useful.
Indeed, an enormous amount of material-
written and oral, factual and anecdotal-on the
way Parliament has functioned in the past, on
the personalities involved in Parliament and on
the factors that determine its effectiveness and
relevance is being gathered.

Academics from all our major tertiary insti-
tutions-the University of Western Australia,
Murdoch University, the Western Australian
Institute of Technology and the Western
Australian College of Advanced Education-
are contributing to the project. They ought to
be congratulated for the work they are putting
into improving our knowledge of the past.

I conclude by passing a special vote of thanks
to David Black from the Western Australian
Institute of Technology for his efforts in pro-
moting the project when it was merely an idea,
for chairing the advisory committee and super-
vising most of the research activity. David has
become the State's leading political and elec-
tion analyst because he lias worked longer and
harder than anyone else in accumulating and
analysing the facts of our political life. He has
won the respect of all sides of politics because
of the impartial approach he has adopted to
these roles of analyst and historian.

The parliamentary history project will
produce an enormous amount of material
which will be of use to future historians. The
final product of this research will be enor-
mously useful to those of us who are involved
in Parliament and to students of politics in
Western Australia. Indeed, the very process of
bringing together the officers of Parliament,
parliamentarians and those who write on poli-
tics outside Parliament is in itself an admirable
activity.

It is with much pleasure that I move this
motion. Thus far the project has been a
splendidly cooperative endeavour. I hope it
stays that way in the future.

MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) [7.28 p.m.]:
it is my pleasure to have the opportunity to
second this motion. We are fortunate indeed to
have officers of this Parliament who have a
regard for some matters that would not be pur-
sued if it were left to members of Parliament.

I pay particular tribute to the Clerk of the
Legislative Assembly, Bruce Okety, who was
involved in the initial stages of this idea. In-
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deed, the idea arose from a meeting between
Bruce Okely and David Black when I was the
Speaker. In May of 1981I David Black wrote to
me and said that arising from a meeting that he
had had with Mr Okely, he was putting to me a
suggestion that a committee be formed to com-
mence work on preparing a history of the West-
em Australian Parliament. The idea was to
have that history ready for completion when
the Assembly celebrates its 100th anniversary
in 1990. 1 was happy to support the project.
Very soon after we decided to appoint a com-
mittee, I approached the then Premier, Hon.
Sir Charles Court, who gave his blessing to the
project.

A little further down the track when the proj-
ect needed more money, I approached the then
Premier, Hon. Ray O'Connor, who in turn
supported the project. It is quite clear from the
fact that the work is still going on that the
present Premier and his Government support
the project; I commend them for continuing
the work.

The member for Victoria Park outlined some
of the activities which will take place over the
next few years in the compilation of this his-
tory. Other activities to be undertaken, which
will embellish the programme, include a re-
vision of the publication by Bolton and
Mozicy, entitled The Western Australian Legis-
lature, 1870-1 930. Professor Bolton is involved
in this programme and he has readily admitted
that the publication of this book is incomplete
in many respects. This programme will provide
an opportunity for Professor Bolton and others
to refine the work done in the preparation of
that publication.

It is the intention of the committee to run an
essay competition and all high schools in West-
ern Australia will be encouraged to participate
in it. If the past involvement of the educational
institutions in this State in our activities is any-
thing to go by, I am sure they will be happy to
participate in such a competition.

A thorough review and examination will be
made of the Parliament's archives. I am sure
members will have noticed with interest over
the years the displays in the library and in other
parts of this building of some of the memor-
abilia. We have a wealth of valuable articles,
books, and the like in this place and it is im-
portant that those items be thoroughly
examined and action taken to preserve them
for posterity.

Several members of Parliament have been
involved in this project and I pay tribute to the
work done by Hon. Colin Jamieson, who will
continue to be involved. Hon. Phillip Pendal
has been involved and I am sure many mem-
bers of this House will know that long before he
came to this Parliament Mr Pendal had an
interest in the history of Parliament and the
key figures involved. Phillip was a journalist
when I first met him in 1970 and he was work-
ing on a story of the life of Hon. Bert Hawke.
He has in his possession a tremendous amount
of material which T am sure will be of benefit to
him and the committee in recording the life
and work of Hon. A. R. G. Hawke.

We are fortunate that such eminent people as
the present Governor of the State of Western
Australia, Professor Gordon Reid, have been
involved with the committee, as has Professor
Boyce, the Vice Chancellor of Murdoch Uni-
versity. Associate Professor Tom Stannage, a
person well known for his work in this area, is
also involved with the committee.

I commend the committee on its work thus
far. It is important that work such as this be
undertaken, but it is probably not high profile
as far as some people in the community are
concerned. However, we owe it to future gener-
ations of Western Australians to adequately
record the history of this Parliament and leave
them a base upon which to build so that in the
years to come the people of this State will have
the opportunity of knowing how our legislature
was formed and how it has operated through
the ages.

I was particularly happy to be associated
with the project when I was Speaker. I am sure
that you, Mr Speaker, have had some involve-
ment in the work of the committee. I hope you
will use the prestige and influence of your
office to encourage the committee's work and,
more particularly, to encourage the Govern-
ment to provide the necessary funding to en-
able the work to be adequately completed.

I am sure the Oral history programme, which
is to be undertaken, will be of immense interest
to present members. I have been provided with
a copy of some of the work already undertaken
by Rhonda Jamieson, the oral history officer
working in association with the committee. I
have not read it thoroughly but I have scanned
the record of an interview with Iris Abbott,
who many members I am sure will know was
the telephonist in this place for many years.
She has recounted many interesting things
associated with this institution but, more par-
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ticularly, about the members who have served
in it.

I conclude by commending all who have
been associated with the work thus far and I
hope it continues to completion. It will be a
great thing for this Parliament in a few years
time when it reaches the age of 100 years and it
is only right and proper that the history of this
place should be adequately recorded.

Question put and passed.

MOTOR VEHICLE (T HIRD PARTY
INSURANCE) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR LEWIS (East Melville) (7.39 p.m.]: The

Opposition Liberal Party supports this legis-
lation. The Bill will amend section 26 of the
Act to make it clear that the provisions apply
only to contracts which restrict liability for per-
sonal injury. We have spoken to the Insurance
Council of Australia Ltd and the Road
Transport Association and they also support
the legislation.

The need for this Bill arose from a recent
interpretation which has been manifest by the
High Court and which related to similar legis-
lation in a South Australian Act. The amend-
ment is principally to section 26 which states-

Any contract (whether under seal or not)
by virtue of which any person in advance
contracts out of any right to claim damages
or any other remedy for the negligence of
any other person in driving a motor ve-
hicle shall to that extent be void.

That section implies that a haulier or transport
operator who carts goods cannot do so unless
he accepts responsibility for any damage to
property that may be caused due to negligence
when driving a motor vehicle.

A simple example is that of a bus company
contracting to carry passengers. The ticket indi-
cates that that transporter will take all due and
reasonable care to ensure that the luggage is not
damaged but not withstanding will accept no
responsibility for damage to goods or packages
caused by a motor vehicle accident. It asks its
patrons to insure their own goods.

In a similar Act in South Australia a clause
has recently been interpreted as not allowing a
bus company to disclaim responsibility for
damage to property which may happen as a
result of an accident. It does not allow the car-
rier to advise its patrons that those goods are
carried at their own risk.

To come back to this Bill, this section was
introduced to avoid a situation whereby inter-
state hauliers were putting notes on their dash-
boards warning passengers or hitch-hikers that
they travelled at their own risk. This Act
prohibited the carrier of a third person from
advising those people that they travelled at
their own risk. Indeed it was obligatory for
those people to insure against accidental dam-
age or death. Section 26 of the parent Act
prohibited anyone from refusing to accept liab-
ility for death or accidental damage, and per-
mitted the third person to claim damages for
that injury.

In the second reading speech the Minister
identified the South Australian legislation, the
provisions of which were upheld by the High
Court, whereby property was included and
damage to that property could be claimed as a
liability against the haulier.

Turning to the original Act, No. 32 of 1943,
the long title requires owners of motor vehicles
to insure against liability in respect of death or
bodily injury caused by the use of such motor
vehicles to make certain provisions in relation
to such insurance, to amend the Traffic Act
1919-1941, and for other purposes. This
specifically identifies the third party's need for
insurance is only in respect of death or bodily
injury.

In the second reading speech recorded in
Mansard, 1943, at page 786, the Minister for
Works, Hon. Harold Millington, MLA, said
this-

The general principle laid down in the
Bill is that before a license can be issued a
policy of insurance must be taken out by
the owner of every motor vehicle, which
will cover the legal liability of any person
driving the vehicle, whether lawfully or
unlawfully, in the event of death or bodily
injury occurring to any third person. The
Bill does not relate to insurance against
damage to property.

Further on, in response to an interjection, the
same Minister for Works said-

We are not proposing to insure property,
the object of the Bill is to insure third party
risk.

I quote that because the Minister, in his second
reading speech, suggested this was retrospective
legislation. I do not believe it is retrospective
legislation at all. I believe it is legislation which
clearly identifies the original intent of the Act,
and this Bill spells out that the original Act was
intended to cover death and injury to a person
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and not property. I cannot accept the conten-
tion that this is retrospective legislation. This
Bill spells out in unequivocal terns that the
original Act did not apply to property.

Notwithstanding the Crown Solicitor's ad-
vice, which I understand the Minister has
taken, if a claim for damage to property was
made and the court followed the usual course
of considering the intention of the legislation as
manifested in the parliamentary debates, which
I have repeated, there would be no doubt that
the existing legislation would be seen in the
way proposed, and it would apply only to per-
sonal injury or death and not to property.

All this Bill does is to correct any possibility
of misrepresentation, bearing in mind the High
Court decision. In that regard it is very necess-
ary that this Act be qualified. I do not believe
this legislation is retrospective, and this
amendment makes that point very clear. There
is no reason why this legislation should be
rejected or opposed, and the Liberal Oppo-
sition supports the Bill.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [74 p.m.j: I appreciate the research
put into this matter by the member for East
Melville, and I agree with all the comments he
has made. I thank him and his colleagues for
their support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Hill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Pearce (Leader of the House), and transmitted
to the Council.

FORREST PLACE AND CITY STATION
DEVELOPMENT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 23 October.
MRt CLARKO (Karririyup) [7.50 p.m.]: This

Bil requires future purchasers of land within
the Forrest Place and city station development
area to be bound as equally legally to the re-
quirements of this Bill as were the original
landowners. Clearly, this is a necessary action
if the aims for this area as previously approved
by Parliament are to be properly met. It will
also be advantageous to potential purchasers of

land in this area if certificates of title for the
land are endorsed with a note indicating any
rights and obligations relating 10 this land, as is
proposed in the Bill. Those are the two funda-
mental issues dealt with by this piece of legis-
lation, and they should both be supported.

Parliament first passed the Forrest Place and
City Station Development Bill a year ago, and
at that time I indicated the Opposition's strong
support for the creation of this facility-which
has been described as a magnificent city square
of international standard-in and around
Forrest Place. I pointed out in this House a
year ago the Court Liberal Government's in-
volvement in the acquisition of the Padbury
Buildings site in 1976, when we saw some sig-
nificant action towards this matter which
culminated in the legislation passed in 1985.
The actions of the Court Liberal Government
in creating the cultural centre in the area north
of the railway line, which is today known as
Northbridge, further indicated the belief of the
Court Government in the creation of a north-
erly movement within the area of Perth.

The legislation passed in 1985 was a logical
extension of those earlier steps. Since we dis-
cussed this matter a year ago a draft report
entitled "The Central Perth Policy Document"
was released in February this year. The aim of
the policy document was "to stimulate public
interest and comment". If it is necessary, I re-
mind members that the area concerned-the
area of Forrest Place and the central city
stat ion-is a fundamental section of central
Perth, within what the policy document de-
scribes as the retail core.

The draft policy document outlines a strategy
for the future development of the Perth central
area and sets down a variety of policies which
need to be implemented, and what action
should be taken to achieve what the authors of
the report see as "the goal of making the central
area a more attractive place". That is without
question an excellent objective. However, I am
sure the people who prepared the report want
to create not only an attractive Perth, but also a
functional Perth. Some would say the plan
needs to be flexible as well, because it is diffi-
cult to anticipate future requirements, and if
we have a plan that is not flexible as well as
being functional and designed to create an at-
tractive city, we will have to set up further
studies like this in the years to come.

The Minister is pant of a group called the
Minister's Liaison Committee, which is
adopting a very high profile in seeking to im-
plement this policy paper for central Perth. The
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policy document was presented with an at-
tached statement indicating that the committee
was seeking responses and comments on the
report over the next six months; a period
which would have elapsed in about August. No
doubt the committee is now considering those
submissions. A statement was made, I believe
on the Minister's behalf but certainly by a
senior person in the area, to the effect that the
committee hoped to have the policy document
endorsed by the end of this year. I am not
holding the Minister to that, but ask him
whether that will happen.

Mr Pearce: I think it may slip a little past the
end of the year, but it will be close. The com-
ments have all been received and collated.
Comments have been made by the City of
Perth; the State Planning Commission is
presently considering it; and the City of Perth
should consider the matter at its next meeting.
It will be completed either late this year or
early in the New Year.

Mr CLARKO: Perhaps the Minister could
indicate whether that document will represent
offlicial Government policy, and whether it will
be referred to the Parliament.

Mr Pearce: It will be an agreement between
the Government and the City of Perth contain-
ing recommendations which will guide future
decisions with regard to the central city area. It
will not be a binding document but will set out
guidelines.

Mr CLARKO: I understand that the Govern-
ment has been negotiating with the Common-
wealth Government with a view to having the
Perth GPO building made available to the
State for the purpose of a Magistrate's Court.

Mr Pearce: That is correct.
Mr CLARKO: Can the Minister indicate

whether that matter is progressing and, whether
he believes a positive result is likely? If the
matter dragged on for Some time and eventu-
ally reached a negatie conclusion, would that
inhibit the pace at which the Forrest Place de-
velopment would proceed?

Mr Pearce: It will not make any difference to
the speed of development at Forrest Place. The
Australia Post building is there and the exterior
of the building will not change. Negotiations
between the Government and Australia Post
are proceeding concerning the Purchase of that
building for use as a Magistrate's Court. I think
it probably will not go ahead. On the basis that
the cost of converting the building and
relocating Australia Post is probably more than
it is worth, but that has not yet been decided. It

will depend on architectural studies which cur-
rently are being undertaken.

Mr CLARKO: The Opposition is strongly
supportive of any proposition which will en-
hance the beauty of Perth to be covered by the
draft document to which I have been referring.
In particular, the Opposition is very supportive
of what is happening in Perth as a whole, in
Forrest Place and its bus station. I urge this
Government to continue its good work and
any Government that follows it to continue to
work to develop a much more beautiful Perth.

I congratulate all those people associated
with what is happening there today. It is a pity
that Mr Terry Burke is not here today because
I would like to compliment him for what has
been done in East Perth. I congratulate the
Minister, his liaison committee, the Perth City
Council, the various officials of the State
Government and any others who are playing a
part in creating a grand and more attractive
Perth. All those people deserve tribute from the
people of Western Australia. The Government
deserves the support of the citizens of Perth
whenever it takes positive steps to make Perth
an even more beautiful city than it is already. It
has a reputation for being one of the most
beautiful cities in the world. Everything must
be done towards this end. Decisions have to be
made which will lead to changes to existing
buildings. It is a difficult path to tread between
preserving our heritage and making new build-
ings available.

We must not ignore the classical beauty.
After going to Athens some years ago 1 find I
am still spellbound by the columns lying on the
ground. It is a great pity we have moved into a
form of architecture which is often called a
11weetie box" type or as I often call it "the neo-
German lavatory style". It is essential we have
attractive buildings so we have an uplifting ex-
perience when we look at Perth. It is beautiful
to look at the huge water area. It is important
that it be framed by the lovely bridge across the
Narrows, although I do not think one could say
the same about the Causeway bridge. We need
to make Perth beautiful by using man, with his
architecture and the creation of fine buildings,
as well as the mundane side of creating road-
ways which will give people ready access to the
city and enable it to row and not die. Perth
was dying.

Forrest Place will be part of the retail core of
Perth. We have an opportunity to improve the
commercial aspect which will bring people into
a city where they can relax and enjoy the view.
The Minister would appreciate the comments

4236



[Thursday, 13 November 1986] 43

made in the study about attracting more people
to live in Perth. I cannot give the figures off the
top of my head about how many people lived in
Perth 10 years ago in comparison to now but I
understand it is now only about 5000. The
draft document is seeking to work out ways i n
which we can get More people to reside in
Perth.

I have not touched on the area of crime be-
cause I normally leave that to the member for
Mt Lawley. We need more police enforcement
if we are to lower the level of criminal activity.
This is a beautiful city, comparable to any
other city in the world. People should be able
to come here freely and easily, whether it be for
the commercial aspect, entertainment or as
someone once said, to stand in the centre of St.
George's Terrace and soak up the beauty of the
city.

The Opposition supports this legislation.
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for

Planning) [8.05 p.m.]: I appreciate the support
of the member for Karrinyup on behalf of the
Opposition. I agree with him when he says that
the Forrest Place city station project is the most
exciting redevelopment in the heart of any
capital city in recent times. It will give a focus
and heart to the city of Perth which will add a
great deal to what is a very attractive city.

A range of measures are in place to make
sure that the future planning of the city area is
carried out according to a good set of
guidelines and plans which are agreed to by all,
and which all will honour. In the past the city
has suffered from a range of ad hoc decisions,
particularly with regard to the central city. That
is exemplified by the fact that in recent months
the city of Perth has instituted a town planning
scheme of its own. It was the last local auth-
ority in the State to adopt a town planning
scheme. It was 17 or 27 years in the making,
which is much too long. The combination of a
new city scheme for the local authority and the
central area study will be a guide for everyone,
and the exciting central city project of the
Forrest Place city station redevelopment in
which the Government, the Commonwealth
Government, the City of Perth, and the Boans-
Myer-Coles group are all working at together,
will produce an excellent result.

We do have to look after our heritage. The
member for Karrinyup was quite right in refer-
ring to that. We have to make sure that in the
desire to create a more attractive city and bring
people back to it-and it is not just for the
people who live here, but also for those who
work, trade, shop, and use the retail centres-

(here is not a decline proportionately in the
number of people who use the central city for
shopping purposes in comparison to those
using the suburban shopping centres.

The executives of the big companies are
based in the central city, and although the
amount of office space increases, the top execu-
tives usually have more space per person than
was the case previously. The work force, in the
administrative areas, actually declined. The in-
tention is to increase the number of workers
from 80 000 to 100 000 by the turn of the
century.

There is a lot to be done and every one is
working together to achieve these things. On a
personal note, I would like to say that I really
do appreciate the support the member for
Karrinyup gives to me in these projects. It is
easy when in Opposition-and I have done it
myslf-to knock and attack at every possible
opportunity. The member has shown a very
responsible approach to his portfolio of plan-
ning. He criticises where he believes that criti-
cism is needed and he does not stint in that
criticism. When he thinks something is deserv-
ing of support, he says honestly what he thinks.

Mr Laurance: He is fulsome in his praise.
Mr PEARCE: He is fulsome in his praise

when he thinks it is deserved. He is probably a
model for some of his colleagues.

Mr Clarko: Don't go too far.
Mr PEARCE: The member for Karrinyup

came here in 1974. He and I have been
longtime opponents, ever since I came into this
Parliament in 1977, and particularly in the
education area on many an issue. I think there
is a friendship-there certainly is on my side. I
appreciate his constructive approach. It is im-
portant, in terms of planning for crucial areas
like Perth, that there is a bipartisan agreement
about the way in which matters progress. If we
do not work together for the betterment of
Perth there will be radical shifts in policy as
Governments come and Governments go. That
situation has not occurred as far as Penth is
concerned, and I certainly hope that it will not
happen in the future. If circumstances should
pan out in the way the member for Gascoyne
rather over-optimistically hopes will occur in
1989, and the member for Karrinyup might
become the Minister for Planning, and if I last
into the shadow Cabinet, as shadow Minister
for Planning, I hope I will have the statesman-
ship to adopt the same type of attitudes that the
member for Karrinyup has done.

Question put and passed.
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Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Pearce (Minister for Planning), and
transmitted to the Council.

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)

[8. 12 p.m.1: The Opposition supports this Bill.
In 1983 the tax advantages for friendly
societies were removed by the Federal Govern-
ment. Before that, friendly societies had a tax
advantage over insurance companies in West-
ern Australia and Australia generally.

The Opposition certainly supports the move
to increase the amount that friendly societies
can hold on behalf of their members in a single
premium assurance policy. Under this Bill, the
amount friendly societies are able to hold on
behalf of their members will be determined by
the registrar and recommended to the Minister.
This will build in a safeguard and will allow the
friendly societies to become more competitive.
[n addition, the legislation will help friendly
societies to retain their membership.

The Opposition supports this Bill.

MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister for
Housing) [8.13 p.m.]: I thank the Opposition
for its support of this Bill.

As the member for Murray-Wellington
indicated, this Bill is a move which will enable
friendly societies in Western Australia to re-
main competitive with societies, particularly in
Victoria, where this product has been very
much in demand and where we have a danger
of funds from Western. Australia going out of
the State to other States and so being lost to
industry, and in this case, with the extension of
the societies into the home building industry
area, to home building in Western Australia.

Again, I thank the Opposition for its support
of the Bill. I commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
Wilson (Minister for Housing), and transmitted
to the Council.

House adjourned at 8.14 p. m.
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QUESTI1ONS ON NOTICE

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Audiomtetric Testing Unit

1557. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Does the State Energy Commission

have either a mobile unit or equip-
ment for audiometric testing?

(2) If so, when was this purchased and
what was the cost?

(3) If yes to (1), has audiometric testing
been carried out, and how many
people have been tested?

(4) Is audiometric testing being carried
out according to the Noise Abatement
Act and its regulations?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1985. The cost is commercially confi-

dential.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.

ARTS
Grants: Rural

1594. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for The
Arts:
(1) With reference to the grants and loan

assistance available through the West-
ern Australian Arts Council and the
new Department for the Arts, in 1985-
86 what projects or activities were
funded or supported in the agricul-
tural region and the south-west by-
(a) direct assistance from the West-

ern Australian Arts Council;
(b) Instant Lottery grants;
(c) other public funds?

(2) What projects or activities are to be
funded or supported in these regions
in 1986-87 by-
(a) direct assistance from the Depart-

ment for the Arts;
(b) Instant Lottery grants;
(c) other public funds?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) (a) Assistance from the Western

Australian Arts Council.

Total grants to
country regions
(Agricultural not
specified)
Funds provided
through touring
programme

$ $

234 444

248 693
483 137

(b) Instant Lottery
rntsA cultural not
specified) 267 902

(c) Reional cultural
facilities fund 1 350 000
Bunbury Ant Gal-
lery 600000
Walkington
Theatre Karratha 750 000
WA Art Gallery-
exhibition to
country high
schools 2 900

(2) I will be happy to provide details and
figures for the member on 1986-87
support in the region at the end of the
current financial year. At this stage.
however, it is neither possible nor
reasonable to accurately predict which
projects or activities will be
supported. The process of support is,
to a large extent, reactive to the in-
itiatives put forward by the arts com-
munity, country shires, and rural com-
munities. The Department for the
Arts is embarking up on a review of
public spending in the arts for regional
and country areas over the past years
in order to assess appropriate
priorities for the future and establish
clear policy guidelines. When this re-
view is complete, I will be happy to
forward details to the member.

IMMIGRATION
Increase: Premier's Call

1629. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Was he correctly reported as propos-

ing that Australia significantly in-
crease its immigration rate?

(2) Where will those immigrants be
housed on their arrval in Western
Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Any serious call for an increase in a

country's migrant intake is made with
the full knowledge of the associated
social and economic costs that will
have to be borne in the short term by
the country that embarks upon a
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course of inviting people from other
parts of the world to settle, contribute,
and prosper in a new land.

However, the Australian immigration
experience has shown that the long-
term benefits brought to the
Australian society by people from all
pants of the world, and of diverse cul-
tural backgrounds, have greatly
outweighed the initial costs associated
with their settlement.

I . Migration has served to provide
much of the labour for the enor-
mous resource development that
occurred in Australia, and par-
ticularly Western Australia in the
1960s and 1970s.

2. Migration has increased the level
and diversity of domestic de-
mand.

3. Migration has served to improve
our international relations, and in
doing so increased our prospects
for trade.

4. Australia's ability to absorb mi-
grants is well established.

5. A specific planned migration in-
take will allow producers to plan
for expected levels of demand.

6. Migration has provided the
Australian society with a level of
cultural understanding and
tolerance not evident in other
parts of the world.

The Australian people have benefited
enormously from immigration pro-
grammes that have been developed
and modified over the years since
settlement, to ensure a growing popu-
lation.

With the current low natural popu-
lation increase and the overall ageing
of the Australian population, an
expanded migration policy, which
continues to reflect the present cul-
tural balance of Australian society,
will be necessary to maintain the
nation's growth. This is nothing like
the cynical claim by the member for
Gascoyne that all I could say at the
conference in Kununurra was that "we
should bring in a heap of Asians". The
member's statement was untrue and
nothing more than an unfortunate at-

tempt to gain political advantage from
the racism issue.

In an overpopulated world where the
demand for energy, raw materials, and
food is growing at an exponential rate,
the simple question of where these mi-
grants will be housed shows a distinct
lack of imagination on the pant of the
member asking the question.

The real challenge to be met in an
expanded migration policy will be
where best to employ this new labour
in an underpopulated, under-
developed resource-rich country like
Australia, to take advantage of in-
creasing world demand for food, en-
ergy, and minerals.

WATER RESOURCES
Manjirnup: Government Cornmitment

1649. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Industr and Technology:

Further to question 1418 of 1986,
what are the details of the extent to
which he tried to encourage discussion
between principals of Manjimup Can-
nery, Southern Processors, and
Edgell?

Mr BRYCE replied:
On my behalf, officers of the Depart-
ment of Industrial Development
arranged for discussions to be held be-
tween the Managing Director of
Southern Processors and the chief
executives of the Manjimup Cannery
and Edgell-Hirdseye. The discussions
took place. The simple fact, therefore,
is that through the good offices of the
Government, the way was opened for
cooperative arrangements between the
parties.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTION
Common wealth Development Bank Interest

Penalty
1658. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware that the Commonwealth

Development Bank currently applies a
three-month interest penalty on loans
paid out early, including those loans
which are refinanced with cheaper
alternative funds?
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(2) What action will he take to assist in
ensuring that the Commonwealth De-
velopment Bank and any other
financial institution applying this
penalty removes this impost?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Representations have been made to

the Commonwealth Development
Bank, and the matter has been taken
up with the Minister for Primary In-
dustry.

HEALTH
Genetically Engineered Organisms: Use

1683. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Industry
and Technology:
(1) Referring to his answer to question

1410 of 1986 concerning genetically
engineered organisms, where is
Escherichia coli being-
(a) used;
(b) tested,
in Western Australia?

(2) What hazards are associated with the
use and testing of Escherichia colt?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) The Commonwealth Govern-

ment's Department of Industry, Tech-
nology and Commerce-DITAC-has
established the recombinant DNA
monitoring committee, which moni-
tors the use and testing of genetically
engineered organisms in Australia, in-
cluding Western Australia. This com-
mittee also assesses any potential haz-
ards associated with the use and
testing of such organisms. I would
suggest that the member address
specific questions to the committee.

PLANNING: SUBDIVISIONS
Rating

1695. Mr LEWIS,
representing the
Management:

(I)

to the Minister
Minister for Budget

At what stage in a land subdivisional
process do the individual lots on the
survey plan become rateable by the
following authorities-
(a) local government councils;
(b) Water Authority;
(c) State land tax office?

(2) At what stage in a strata title
subdivision do the individual lots on
the strata plan become rateable by the
following authorities-
(a) local government councils;
(b) Water Authority;
(c) State land tax office?

(3) Under what Act or Acts or regulations
are the commencement dates for
rating purposes prescribed for new
lots created under the Transfer of
Land Act or Strata Titles Act for-
(a) local government councils;
(b) Water Authority;
(c) State land tax office?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Questions (1) (a), (2) (a), and (3) (a)
have been incorrectly addressed and
have been referred to the Minister for
Local Government for a written reply.
Questions (1) (b), (2) (b), and (3) (b)
have also been incorrectly addressed
and have been referred to the Minister
for Water Resources for a written re-
ply.

(1) (c) and (2) (c) Ilam advised that newly
created lots are assessable for land tax
in the assessment year immediately
following approval of the relevant
plans by the State Planning Com-
mission.

(3) (c) I am advised that appropriate pro-
visions are contained in the Land Tax
Assessment Act.

DEFENCE
Army Bases: Land Offer

1701. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Minister for
Defence Liaison:
(1) Has the Western Australian Govern-

ment offered land to the Army as a
future base?

(2) If so-
(a) is that land near Koolyanobbing

in Western Australia;
(b) is the land near Kalgoorlie?

(3) What is the State Government doing
actively to have the Army base re-
located in Western Australia from
New South Wales?

4241



4242 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (3) The Western Australian

Government has indicated interest in
the Army establishing major training
facilities in the goldfields. A number
of possible sites have been identified,
including land between Kalgoorlie and
Koolyanobbing. A detailed sub-
mission to the Department of Defence
is currently being prepared.

AGRICULTURE
New Land Farmers Survival Group:

Submissions

1741. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What action has he taken in relation

to the submissions of the new land
farmers survival group?

(2) In particular, what action is he taking
in relation to-

(a) the problem of debt for the pur-
chase price of land;

(b) proposal for a fertiliser subsidy;

(c) proposal for a short-term interest
subsidy under special arrange-
ments with the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation?

(3) When will final decisions be made?
(4) As he is no doubt aware of the desper-

ate plight of a number of people
involved with the group, will he please
expedite all decisions?

Mir GRILL replied:
(1) to (4) 1 have established a task force

comprising representatives of' indus-
try. Government. and new land
farmers to consider the nature of the
problems, the various submissions
that have been made, and any other
measures which may be appropriate.
The President of the Primary Industry
Association, Mr Winston Crane, is the
independent chairman, and the first
meeting is scheduled for Monday. 17
November 1986.

OFFICE OF REDEPLOYMENT AND
RETRAINING

Staff

1742. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) How many people are involved per-

manently in the operations of the De-

partment. of Redeployment and
Retraining?

(2) How many members of the Public Ser-
vice and persons otherwise engaged by
the Government are currently
awaiting redeployment?

(3) How many public servants are on the
"attached" list?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) 15. It should be noticed that the Office

of Redeployment and Retraining is
not a department; rather it is
encompassed within the Public Ser-
vice Board.

(2) 181.
(3) 553.

DAIRYING
Milk Price: Cross-subsidy

1755. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Is he aware that at least one supermar-
ket chain is cross-subsidising milk
prices to enable it to advertise milk at
59 ca litre?

(2) Does the Dairy Industry Authority
monitor price wars in the retail milk
trade to ensure the continued avail-
ability of milk at a stable and fair
price?

(3) What action, if any, is he taking to
ensure that milk vendors are subject
only to fair i.e. unsubsidised compe-
tition?

(4) What assurances, if any, has he given
milk vendors about their future in the
milk industry?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) 1 amn aware that supermarkets have

offered milk at prices as low as 59 c a
litre.

(2) The Dairy Industry Authority moni-
tors retail pricing of milk to ensure a
continuous availability of suitable
quality milk and dairy produce and
consumers are not charged more than
the gazetted maximum retail price.

(3) The Dairy Industry Act 1973-1983
protects the margins of milk distribu-
tors. and vendors against price
discounting. The decision of super-

4242



[Thursday, 13 November 1986] 44

markets to reduce their own margin by
discounting can only be considered a
normal commercial practice and one
in which Government would not wish
to intervene.

(4) The household milk vending sector
has a number of serious structural
problems which have arisen quite in-
dependently of price discounting. The
future of milk vendors will depend on
their ability to address these problems,
and I understand the matter is under
review between the Dairy Industry
Authority and representatives of the
vendors.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE
CORPORATION

Interest Rates: Increase

1758. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has there been a recent increase in the

interest rate of finance available
through the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation?

(2) If yes, when, by how much, and why?
Mr GRILL replied:

The member is referred to the answer
to question 134 1.

DAIRYING
Milk Quotas: Auction

1774. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Would he give details of the method

to be adopted in the auction of milk
quotas?

(2) How much-
(a) growth quota;
(b) special milk products quota;
(c) returned quota, will be available

at the first sale?
(3) What is the expected frequency of

milk quota auctions?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) A document entitled "Quotas

Exchange by Auction, How it Works"
has been sent to the member by the
Dairy Industry Authority.

(2) (a) Nil;

(b) and (c) not known. Closing date
for lodgement of and transfer ap-
plications with the Dairy Industr
Authority is 17 November 1986.

(3) The Dairy Indust" Authority is con-
sidering three auctions per year, but
actual frequency and timing will de-
pend on farmer interest.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS

Vandalism: Cost

1777. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) What has been the cost to the Edu-
cation Department of-

(a) damage to school buildings and
equipment by vandals-

(i) in 1983;

(ii) in 1984;

(iii) in 1985;

(iv) so far in 1986;

(b) lost teaching time due to such
Vandalism?

(2) What percentage and number of
offenders have been apprehended by
the police?

(3) Of those apprehended, what percent-
age and number have been dealt with
in the-

(a) Children's Court;

(b) Local Court?

(4) What restitution, if any, has been
made to the department for damage
sustained by vandalism?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) (a) (i) 1983 $871 222;

(ii) 1984 $1 327 726;

(iii) 1985 $543 203;

(iv) so far in 1986 $756 329;

(b) not available.

(2) 778 offenders have been apprehended.

(3) (a) Children's Court-not available;

(b) Local Court-not available.

(4) Not readily available.
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EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
Caretakers: Abolition

1778. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What cost savings resulted from the

abolition of school caretakers?
(2) In connection with the installation of

electronic security systems in
schools-
(a) what costs have been incurred

since the inception of the scheme
in 1984;

(b) how many schools are linked to
the system to date;,

(c) how many more schools will be
linked to the system;

(d) what will the total cost amount
to?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No definitive answer to this question

can be provided. The necessary calcu-
lation would require consideration of
both capital and recurrent funding el-
ements. It should be pointed out, how-
ever, that the presence of a caretaker
on a school site did not provide the
level of security available through the
use of electronic systems. Since their
initial installation three years ago,
these systems have been highly effec-
tive in reducing the effects of vandal-
ism and in assisting the apprehension
of perpetrators.

(2) (a) Since the inception of the scheme
in October 1983, $1 012 013 has
been incurred to date;

(b) 131;
(c) and (d) 20 will be linked to the

system in the current financial
year, at a cost of $250 000.

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS
Clarkson Report; Legislation

1779. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1)lIs the Minister going to introduce

legislation in the current Budget
session pertaining to implementations
of recommendations of the Clarkson
committee report on the legal pro-
fession?

(2) If so, which recommendations will be
implemented in the proposed Bill?

(3) If rnot-

(a) when will the Minister conclude
consideration of the recom-
mendations;

(b) when will the Minister introduce
legislation?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) to (3) Legislation in respect of the
Clarkson committee's recom-
mendations for the establishment of
an independent cost fixing authority
will be introduced shortly. Other
recommendations contained in the re-
port are under consideration by the
Government.

WATER RATES ASSESSMENTS
Farmers

1780. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) How many water rate assessments are

issued to farmers where the assess-
ment includes more than one property
farmed as one unit by the ratepayer
and where a quantity of water is
prescribed to which the owner or oc-
cupier is entitled without charge by
measure?

(2) What is the aggregate amount--or if
not available, the estimated aggregate
amount-of money which, consider-
ing the 1986-87 charges, is paid by
farmers who receive a water rate as-
sessment on several properties farmed
as one unit on account of the fact that
the quantity of water to which the
owner or occupier is entitled without
charge by measure is not allowed on
every property represented in the as-
sessment?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) and (2) Nil.

HOUSING CONSTRUCTION
Mandurah

1781. Mr READ, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) What is the number of rental homes

and residential units constructed in
Mandurab by Homeswest in-
(a) 1984-85; and

(b) 1985-86?
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(2) What are the proposed figures for
Homeswest construction in Mandurah
in 1986-87?

(3) Can he supply a comparison of build-
ing construction by Homeswest in
Mandurab and other shire
municipalities within the State of
Western Australia in 1984-85 and
198 5-86?

(4) Does Homeswest consider, when
developing residential estates, that it
should develop public open space
areas provided for the use of tenants
in that subdivision in a comparative
manner to the development of public
open space by private developers?

Mr WILSON replied:

As the information requested will take
some time to collate, I will provide a
written response to the member in due
course.

EDUCATION: PRINCIPAL

Ku/cerin: Accommodation

1782. Mr NALDER, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) Is he aware that the Government Em-
ployees Housing Authority has
budgeted for the erection of a new
house for the headmaster of the
Kukerin Primary School in the current
financial year?

(2) If yes, and in view of the condition of
the substandard dwelling, could he
give an accurate indication of the
commencement date and an appropri-
ate completion date of the dwelling?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) It is not possible to provide precise
details of commencement and
completion dates. The Government
Employees Housing Authority is pro-
ceeding with preliminary action to en-
able tenders to be called for construc-
tion of the replacement house. It is
anticipated that a contract will be let
early in 1987, and that the new dwell-
ing will be completed by about the
middle of the year.

LAND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT
Branch Offices

1783. Mr WAI T, to the Minister for Lands:
(1) Does the Government have any plans

for the establishment of branch offices
of the Department of Land
Administration in any regional
centres?

(2) If so, which centres are to be included,
and when?

(3) Will Bunbury and Albany be the first
centres where branches are to be es-
tablished, in view of the Govern-
ment's development plans for those
regions in the form of "Buribury
2000" and "Albany Tomorrow"?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) to (3) The Department of Land

Administration already has offices in
Kununurra, Broome, South Hedland,
Kalgoorlie, Karratba, Geraldion,
Meekatbarra, Carnarvon, and
Narrogin. Plans are under way to open
a further office in Bunbury.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
Head Office Staff Redeployment

1784. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for
Education:

With the redeployment of t1tO
teachers from head office to schools,
can he guarantee that the present level
of education information and support
services will be maintained?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The Education Department's present
level of services to schools has devel-
oped incrementally over many years.
New priorities have been added to
earlier priorities, and the system has
become so overloaded that it has
declined in effectiveness. This situ-
ation has been recognised and so a
functional review of the Education
Department has been mounted and is
approaching its final stage.
It is now clear that the Education De-
partment can provide essential ser-
vices to schools more efficiently
through new and reorganised
priorities and that it can do so with
less staff. Implementation of Govern-
ment policy of devolution of decision-
making to schools will accompany this
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development. Therefore the planned
redeployment of teachers from head
office to schools will contribute to
greater cost effectiveness in the Edu-
cation Department's services to
schools.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
Dale Electorate: Expenditure

1785. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:

Will he please tell me of the-
(a) capital development;
(b) maintenance,

Mr
(a)

to each school in the Dale electorate in
this financial year?

PEARCE replied:
(i) Additions and alterations

estimated to cost $550 000 will be
commenced at Boddingion Dis-
trict High School;

(ii) additions and alterations
estimated to cost $300 000 will be
commenced at Serpentine Pri-
mary School;

(b) not available. The Building Manage-
ment Authority is responsible for the
maintenance of school buildings.

TECHNICAL AND FURTHER
EDUCATION

Rockingham: Laboratory Practices Course
1786. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Education:
Will he please confirm that the second
year of the laboratory practices course
will be available at Rockingham Tech-
nical College in 1987?

Mr PEARCE replied:.
The second year of the programme
will be available.

SPORT AND RECREATION CAMP
Noalimba: Sale

1787. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) Is it still intended that Noalimba

centre be sold?
(2) Does this mean that these buildings

will no longer be available for accom-
modation for country students on city
excursions?

(3) If yes to (2), what alternative economi-
cal accommodation is available for
country students?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The future of Noalimba beyond the

end of April 1987 is the subject of a
feasibility study being conducted by
the Western Australian Development
Corporation, which is taking account
of the needs of country as well as other
user groups.

(2) Future availability will be dependent
on the outcome of the study referred

to in (1).
(3) Irrespective of any decisions which

may result from the feasibility study,
alternative accommodation is avail-
able through the Department of Sport
and Recreation's other facilities
located in Buckley, Point Peron, Point
Walter, Hillarys, and Woodman
Point.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
Employees: Overpayment

1788. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:

Adverting to my question 1242 of
1986 concerning overpayment of an
employee, will he please itemnise the
written off overpayments for amounts
of over $5 000 during the period from
1982 to the present time?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Since I January 1982 the following
overpayments of remuneration in ex-
cess of $5 000 to Education Depart-
ment employees have been written
off-
Employee

Mr M. Jackson

Amount Written Off

6 168.49
Ms M. Kroon
Ms F. Saunders
Mrs P. Y_ Whiteman

7 050.85
5 272.89

34214.64
A court ruling was given that Mr
Jackson did not have the means to pay
his debt, and the matter was ad-
journed sine die.
Legal advice with respect to the debts
of Ms Mv. Kroon and Ms F. Saunders
was that further recovery action would
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in all probability be unsuccessful, and
involve significant legal costs.
Information on the debt of Mrs
Whiteman has been provided in the
answer to question 1242.

FORESTS
Logging: Parliamentary Approval

1789. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) What percentage of the-

(a) karri forest;
(b) jarrah forest;
(c) wandoo forest;
on public land is precluded from-

(i) logging;
(ii) mining;

without parliamentary approval?
(2) What area of the-

(a) karri forest;
(b) jarrab forest;
(c) wandoo forest;
on public land precludes-

(i) logging;
(ii) mining;

without parliamentary approval?
Mr HODGE replied:

The information requested by the
member is extremely difficult to ob-
tain and would entail many hours of
work, not only by the Department of
Conservation and Land Management
but also the Department of Land
Administration and others. I am not
prepared to devote the resources
necessary to obtain this information.
However, if the member has an in-
quiry of a more specific nature, I
would be happy to receive it.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Annual Report

1791. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Economic and Social Development:
(1) When will the annual report of the

Western Australian Exirn Corporation
be released?

(2) When will the annual general meeting
of shareholders be held?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) November 1986.
(2) 24 November 1986.

ROAD

Mullalco Drive: Speed Restrictions
1792. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Transport:

What changes have been made to
Mullaloo Drive as a result of the re-
cent petition signed by residents
seeking speed restrictions on this
road?

Mr TROY replied:

Mullaloo Drive is a road under the
control of the Wanneron City Council.
I have not seen the petition referred
to, but understand a Petition was
addressed to council requesting a
roundabout at Centaur Street.

MOTOR VEHICLE PARK

Mill Street Rebuilding
1793. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Transport:
(I) Has Cabinet approved the building of

a multi-storey car park and bus station
on the site of the present car park No.
I at the foot of Mill Street?

(2) What is the anticipated cost of this
project?

(3) How will it be funded?

(4) What is the likely construction time-
table?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) No.

(2) to (4) The detailed design and evalu-
ation phase is presently proceeding.
Costs and funding depend on the final
agreed nature of the project, involving
State, Commonwealth, and - local
government. Transperth proposes that
a major contribution to the bus junc-
tion should be made from the Com-
monwealth Government's Australian
bicentennial road development trust
fund and, under the terms of this
fund, the project would need to be
completed in the 1988-89 financial
year.
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EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Oakford: Site

1794. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) Has a decision been made as to the

future siting of the new Oakford pri-
mary school?

(2) If yes, what is the decision?
(3) If no to (1), when will the decision be

made?
(4) What-

(a) capital work;
(b) maintenance is to be carried out

for Oakford Primary School this
financial year on the-
(i) present site;

(ii) new site?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) and (4) The various options for

Oakford Primary School are still being
considered.

NATIONAL PARTY
Accommodation: Parliament House

1795. Mr COWAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works and
Services:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the staff of

the Parliamentary National Party still
do not have permanent office accom-
modation?

(2) Is the Minister aware that there have
been a number of projected
completion dates for the renovation to
7 Harvest Terrace, and that all of
these predictions- have, so far, been
wrong?

(3) Who is responsible for the delays?
(4) Will the Minister say exactly when the

staff of the Parliamentary National
Party will be able to move into 7 Har-
vest Terrace?

Mr PEARCE replied:
This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister for Works
and Services. It has been referred to
the Minister for Budget Management,
and he will answer the question in
writing.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

GRAIN
Freight Rates: Increases

358. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

My question relates to the grain
freight rates presently being
negotiated.
(1) Is the Minister aware that the

long-haul freight rates are to rise
this year under the rates
recommended by Westrail, when
the recently released report by Dr
Taplin indicates that these rates
should fall significantly by 1988-
89?

(2) Is the Minister aware that the
Westrail figure for Southern
Cross, as an example, has been
announced as $26.49 per tonne
for 1986-87, whereas the steering
committee has recommended
$22.76 per tonne and Dr Taplin's
competitive rate for 1988-89 is
$ 17.35?

(3) Does the Minister support a de-
crease in the rate for Southern
Cross and other long-haul areas
this year to give these areas some
benefits as an interim measure
while moving towards the 1988-
89 competitive rate which will
mean substantial savings for these
areas?

Mr TROY replied:
(I) to (3) The question of long-haul rates

results from submissions which led to
a subsequent report by Dr Taplin and
which draw attention to the matters
that the member for Gascoyne has
indicated. That problem is being
addressed at the moment in nego-
tiations between Westrail, CBH, and
other elements of the industry. Quite
clearly it must be addressed as pant
and parcel of the overall grain freight
examination that is currently
underway. Certainly the matter can-
not be considered in isolation from
that general problem.
In respect of the particular rates which
were listed, I think it will be appropri-
ate for the member to wait for devel-
opments that are currently occurring,
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and I will certainly be in a better
position to answer his question oni
those razes, I hope next week, as I
indicated in answer to a question
asked earlier in the week.

I met with the President of the Yilgarn
Shire Council yesterday, and he put
the position of the long-haul rates
quite effectively. There is certainly no
dispute between him and me in re-
spect of Dr Taplin's rates. I san hope-
ful those matters will be addressed in
the negotiations that are currently
underway.

MIDLAND ABATTOIR

Site: Value

359. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Is it correct, as asserted by the Leader
of the Opposition in Parliament yes-
terday, that the face value of $920 000
on the mortgage granted by Prestige
Bricks over the Midland Abattoirs
land to Tricontinental Corp Ltd
supported the view that the property
was thereby worth $1.4 million?

Mr GRILL replied:

I thank the member for the question.
The assertion made by the Leader of
the Opposition yesterday was totally
incorrect. When I answered the ques-
tion yesterday I warned the Leader of
the Opposition that he could not make
the assumption he was making on the
basis of the evidence which he had
before him.

I said that the value of the property
could not be drawn from the face
value of the mortgage, and that it may
well be that only part of a security for
the loan was being taken over the
Midland abattoir property and that
other securities may be taken for part
of the loan. That was one explanation.
Another explanation could have been
that the face value of the mortgage
represented a loan for Tricontinental
that was proposed to be given to
Pilsley Investments Pty Ltd, and that
that amount of money could be drawn
down as construction on the site
commenced.

Either of those explanations could
have been valid. I have checked with
the solicitors for Pilslcy Investments
today, and I have a letter sent to me
this morning signed by the solicitors,
Freehill, Hollingdale and Page. The
letter essentially supports the
proposition I put last night, that one
cannot make the assumption the
Leader of the Opposition made-that
the land may only be part security for
the loan. That, in fact, is the case.

I will now read the letter which was
sent to me by Freehill, Ilollingdale
and Page today. It was addressed to
my office and reads as follows-

Dear Sir,

Pilsley Investments Pty. Ltd.

We act for Tricontinental Corpor-
ation Limited.

We refer to our telephone conver-
sations of today's date.

Following this letter are copies of
the face sheets of three mortgages
relating to the three properties
mortgaged by Pilsicy Investments
Pty. Ltd. ("Pilsicy") to
Tricontinental Corporation Lim-
ited.

I repeat: Three properties, not one.
The letter continues-

You will note that the first page
relates to Certificate of Title Vol-
ume 1242 Folio 287, and is a
copy of the stamped document
whilst the remaining two "face"
pages are merely our file copies.
The originals of these documents
are currently with the Land Titles
Office for registration. We con-
firm that the "Abattoir" mortgage
is stamped to secure the sum of
$920 000, being the maximum
amount which may be drawn
under the facility between or cli-
ent and Pilsicy. In this regard, we
advise as follows: -

1. Pursuant to the Stamps Act
1921, a document to be
stamped must reflect the
maximum amount which
may be drawn down under its
related facility.
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2. In accordance with standard
practices, all properties have
been mortgaged to secure the
amounts which may be
drawn down under the fa-
cility. All, mortgages have
been cross-collateralised.

3. Each mortgage secures all
moneys and amounts which
may be owing from time to
time by Pilsley to our client.
The amount for which each
document is stamped (i.e.
$920 000), of course, need
not necessarily bear any re-
semblance to the value of the
land comprised in each indi-
vidual mortgage.

I understand further from speaking to
Mr Ellett this morning that the actual
amount nationally secured by the
mortgage over the abattoir site is
$440 000, $10 000 less than he paid
for it.
I think that it was most unfair and
improper for the Leader of the Oppo-
sition to spring that very technical
question on me yesterday without one
moment's notice. He obviously had
that particular question, and the
knowledge which backed that particu-
lar information, in mind for quite
some time. Had the Leader of the Op-
position given me a copy of that ques-
tion-and I think he well knows
this-I could have given to Parlia-
ment yesterday the information that I
am giving tonight; but the Leader of
the Opposition did not do that. On a
technical, legal matter the Leader of
the Opposition was not prepared to
give me one moment's notice in the
hope, I believe, of getting some cheap
headlines in today's papers. For that
the Leader of the Opposition ought to
be roundly condemned. He was en-
tirely wrong in his assertion; three
properties were involved, and three
mortgages each secured the same fig-
ure of $920 000. The notional amount
attached to the abattoir land was
$440 000, which is $ 10 000 less than
Mr Ellett paid on behalf of Pilsley In-
vestments.
I made one mistake earlier when I said
that Freeh ill Hollingdale and Page
were the solicitors for Pisley; in fact,

they are the solicitors
Tricontinental.

for

MIDLAND SALEYARDS

Lease: Protection

360. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

I refer the Minister to a letter he sent
to members of this House, in which he
said the future of the Midland
saleyards was secured for eight years.

(1) Is he aware of any document
which precludes Pilstey Invest-
ments from giving notice after
four years of its lease term that it
will require the saleyards at the
expiry of the lease?

(2) If yes, what is that document, and
will he table it?

(3) If no, can he explain to the House
how the future of the saleyards is
protected for eight years?

Mr GRILL replied:

(I) to (3) It is my view, and I explained it
in some detail to the House last night,
that the Midland salcyards wilt be
protected for at least six years under a
formal lease, and thereafter the terms
cannot be varied without giving two
years' notice. The terms of that lease
are now being drawn up and 1 believe
will reflect my view. I gave an under-
taking to the House last night that I
am prepared-

Mr Hassell: Have you had settlement with-
out the lease?

Mr GRILL: Without it being executed, yes.

Mr Hassell: You have settled the deal with-
out the lease?

Mr GRILL: Yes. That is normal. One can-
not have a lease until such time as the
new owners have settled on the prop-
crty. It is impossible to have it any
other way.

Mr Hassell: The leaseback is usually given
as part of the settlement, as you well
know. That is standard practice, and
no lawyer would advise private panics
to settle on any other basis.

Mr GRILL: That is nonsense.

4250

.. , I



(Thursday, 13 November 1986] 45

SEWAGE DISPOSAL

Gamne/is City Council

361. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) As the Minister is no doubt aware of
the resolutions passed unanimously by
the 384 people who attended the
meeting at Gosnells City Council last
evening, and as one of those
resolutions called on the City Council
to close the pit on 25 November 1986,
and the indications are that the coun-
cil will agree to the people's wish,
what action will he take?

(2) Will he override the wish of the coun-
cil and the people and use his power to
subject the residents to the appalling
conditions which prevail because of
the dumping of this liquid waste?

(3) Will he respect the resolution
demanding that the bacteria proposed
to be used not be used until 25
November?

(4) Will he close the pit immediately as it
is beyond doubt a health hazard and,
according to the news release by his
officers yesterday, clearly lacking in its
design to operate safely?

(5) Will he visit the area and see for him-
self how one of the nicest areas to live
in, nestling in the foothills, has been
turned into a nightmare for many resi-
dents who have developed their dream
homes?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) to (5) As a result of reading the news-
paper and discussing the matter with
the Acting Commissioner of Health
today, I am aware of the resolution
passed by people at the meeting last
night. I will be considering the matter.
I will not be suggesting that the bac-
teria not be used. I think the depart-
ment and the council have to be given
a chance to see whether it works.

As I said to the member yesterday,
in a couple of weeks when the
methods that have been suggested to
the council have been put to use, I will
visit the area and consider what
further action, if any, should be taken.

MR PETER ELLETT
Income Tax A voidance

362. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Is it correct that the Government
helped Mr Ellett of Prestige Brick to
avoid tax on more than $400 000 in-
come from the sale of the Midland
abattoir?

Mr GRILL replied:
The allegation made last night by the
member for Moore was a very serious
accusation. it implied conspiracy be-
tween elements of the Government,
Mr Ellett of Prestige Brick, and poss-
ibly elements of the Taxation Office.
One would have thought that when an
allegation of that sort was made in this
House some evidence would be
produced to back it up and some ex-
planation given of the basis upon
which that allegation was made.
If one examines the member's speech
one finds he really gave no basis for
the allegation. He made almost a bald
accusation without any evidence, and
I believe no real understanding of
what he was saying. I believe he was
put up to it by someone else, and did
not understand what he was saying or
doing.
I will read what he said last night, and
I will be surprised if he can under-
stand it; and if anyone else can under-
stand it I will be even mare surprised.
The member said-

We find that not only was the sale
illegal, but also the site, as has
been reported, was nationally
valued at $915 000 without im-
provements. We find that the
Government has fixed a price of
$450 000, counting the difference
which amounted to $465 000 as
being in lieu of rental for up to six
years for the presumed use of the
saleyards.

In other words, the Govern-
ment deducted that amount for
rental which it would have to pay
to the purchaser for the use of
those saleyards. I come back to
the question of tax evasion. This
enabled the purchaser to avoid
having to record as income the
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$465 000 effectively paid as rent.
He would not have to declare
that, and he has effectively
evaded tax. As well as that, he has
been aided and abetted by the
very Government which has de-
cried the activities of such people
in both the State and Federal
spheres.

The statement is almost incoherent. I
do not believe anyone here can fully
understand it. Was the member
talking about sales tax or income tax?

Mr Crane: I was talking about income tax.
It is money he would have received
over the next six years as lease pay-
ments for the property, but because
that amount was deducted from the
sale price he will not be receiving it
over the six years, and therefore he
will not receive it as income.

Mr GRILL: I am glad the member has
cleared up the point:, he is saying it is
income tax. What he is saying is arrant
nonsense; it is unbelievable that he
could say it.
The facts are that the salcyards are
being leased back to the Meat Com-
mission for $1 a year for a period of at
least six years. The Meat Commission
then rents its property to the various
livestock users. The Meat Com-
mission makes the profit-a very
substantial one. None of that profit,
other than $1 a year, goes to Mr Ellett
or to Pilsley Investments.

Mr Crane: He has received it by not having
to pay that amount in the first place.
He received it by not having to pay it
in the purchase price of the property.
flat is on page 6 of the Select Com-
mittee report which I quoted from last
night.

Mr GRILL: That is why I asked the mem-
ber whether he was referring to stamp
duty. He has said clearly he is talking
about evasion of income tax. I have
already explained there is no basis for
what he said. All the income is going
to the Meat Commission; none of the
income, apart from $1 per annum, is
going to Pilsley Investments- It was a
silly and stupid statement which the
member never understood and still
does not understand, -and somebody
else put him up to it.

Mr Crane: Nobody put me up to it; I put
myself up to it.

POLICE STATIONS

Single Officer: Closures

363. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

The Minister would be aware that,
after the 38-hour week was pranted to
the Police Force, the Commissioner of
Police announced that there may have
to be some adjustments to the
manning of police stations, particu-
larly single-officer police stations in
country centres which may have to be
closed. Is the Minister prepared to
give a categoric assurance to the
House that single-officer police
stations in country centres will not be
closed?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

The quote the member attributes to
the Commissioner of Police is incor-
rect. When he made the comment to
the media that the non-operational
roles of police activities would have to
be addressed-

Mr Cowan: He was actually talking.

Mr GORDON HILL: [ will tell the mem-
ber what the Commissioner of Police
said. He stressed that non-operational
police areas would have to be
addressed, firstly, to determine
whether there would be cutbacks in
those areas. The second point he made
was that he would have to maintain
existing levels of policing and said
that, perhaps, the smaller one or two-
man stations may be difficult to main-
tain during periods of annual leave.
That is exactly what he said. He said
that the matter would have to be
addressed in due course but he could
not give an undertaking on that at that
time. Neither can I because it is an
operational matter and it is up to the
commissioner to determine how he
deploys his officers. lHe said he would
have difficulty in maintaining the
present levels of policing, particularly
in respect of smaller stations when
officers are on annual leave, but that is
something that will be addressed in
the future. That is what he said.
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Mr Cowan: He said he would close single-
officer police stations.

Mr GORDON HILL: I understood him to
say there was no intention to do that.
He said there would be difficulty in
maintaining them in periods of annual
leave. He never said that one or two-
man police stations would be closed.

LIQUOR: HOTELS
Management Standard

364. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Has the Minister seen the article on

page 2 of the Daily News criticising
the standard of management of Perth
hotels?

(2) Will the Minister advise what the role
of Government is in determining the
private investment in the hotel sector
and what rights it has to determine
whom private enterprise employs to
manage hotels?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(t) and (2) Yes, I am aware of the article

and I am reluctant to even reply to a
question like this because I do not
want to give credence to what Mr
Benhaim says.
I think it is important for me to de-
rend the hotel and restaurant industry
from Mr Benhaim's comments. The
logical consequence of these sugges-
tions would be a Government-con-
trolled hotel industry with Govern-
ment-appointed managers. I think he
suggested that I should employ every
manager to ensure that every hotel is
managed in the way the Government
wants it managed. I doubt very much
whether leading hoteliers would re-
quire that-

Mr MacKinnon: Plainly, many peopfe
agree with his comments that you
have wasted millions of dollars.

Mrs BEGGS: I think Mr Benhaim actually
says in the article that Perth hotels
and restaurants offer three-star service
at five-star prices, and he blames me
and the WA Tourism Commission. He
says that hundreds of millions of dol-
lars have been invested in the indus-

try, but it has been put in the wrong
hands. He suggests that the WA Tour-
ism Commission or I put it in the
wrong hands.

This Government has been
aggressively positive in its attitude to
proposals to develop the hotel and res-
tau rant industry in this State. It is up
to hoteliers to determine for them-
selves whether they are capable of get-
ting a slice of the market. If the mem-
ber for Murdoch and Mr Benhaina are
suggesting that it is the Government's
responsibility to invest money in
hotels to make sure they are run prop-
erly, they are wrong.

As I said, I do not want to give too
much credence to his remarks. As far
as I can ascertain, Mr Benhaim is not
known to hoteliers or to anyone else in
the tourism sector.

I have every confidence in the Perth
hotel and restaurant industry. In my
limited experience, Western Australia
should not hang its head. We are as
good as if not better than most places
in the world at competitive prices.

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
MODIFI CATION BILL

Delay

365. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Planning:

In relation to the use of 33 Third Av-
enue, Bassendean, would the Minister
agree to allow the Bill amending the
Town Planning and Development Act
to remain on the Notice Paper until
the autumn 1987 parliamentary
session if the Bassendean Town Coun-
cil and the Slow Learning Children's
Group of WA agree to postpone the
hearing of the current court action un-
til an appropriately constituted work-
ing party has reported its findings to
the Government prior to the start of
that session?

Mr PEARCE replied:

I thought I answered that question
when I delivered the second reading
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speech on the Bill yesterday. The
Government is prepared-to not pro-
ceed with the legislation if there is a
clear commitment from the
Bassendean Town Council not to pro-
ceed with the prosecution or if it

- agrees to a deferment of the pros-
ecution until a fixed date so that the
working party or whatever process of
discussion is set up can take place.

We will not be put in the position of
agreeing to defer the legislation and
then have Parliament not sit because
it has been prorogued for a period of
two or three months and during which
time five young children are evicted.
If the Bassendean Town Council
agrees to withdraw the prosecution
and not to reinstate it, or agrees to
seek an adjournment of the court ac-
tion to a specified time in the autumn
session of Parliament, but long enough
to give the working party time to reach
an agreement, and if the council sticks
with the conclusions, the Government
will not proceed with the legislation.

BRICKWORKS
Prestige Brick Union Funding

366. Dr GALLOP, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is the Minister aware of an assertion

made by H-on. Neil Oliver that the
new Midland brickworks are being
ftinded by the Builders Labourers Fed-
eration and other unions?

(2) Is it correct?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am quite emphatic in saying

that such an assertion is absolute non-
sense. I have made inquiries today
which indicate that Tricontinental
Corporation Ltd is providing all of the
finance, and the Builders Labourers
Federation has nothing to do with Mr
Ellett. The other building unions are
not known to Mr Ellett in any business
sense.
The accusations made by Mr Oliver
are wild and irresponsible, a fabri-
cation, and are without basis; and he
epitomiises the lies and deceit with
which the Opposition has conducted
its campaign.
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