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The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie) took
the Chair at 10.45 am., and read prayers.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Petition

MR ORAYDEN (South Perth) [10.46 a.m.]: I
have a petition to present which is in the following
terms-

To--the Honorable, the Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in
Parliament assembled:

We, the undersigned residence in the State
of Western Australia do herewith pray that
Her Majesty's Government of Western Aus-
tralia will support the Tobacco Products Ad-
vertisements Bill now before Parliament.
Your Petitioners as in duty bound will ever
pray.

This petition bears 66 signatures; and I certify
that it conforms with the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 3S.)

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Petition

DR DADOIJR (Subiaco) [10.47 a.m.]: I have
three petitions. The first reads as follows-

Ta-the Honourable the Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in
Parliament assembled:

We the undersigned Physicians of the
Medical Service of the S.C.G.H. deplore the
continued advertising of tobacco products in
this state, in the face of continuing recruit-
ment, addiction, disease and death due to
tobacco usage.

We urge members of the Legislative As-
sembly and the Legislative Council to sup-
port the Smoking and Tobacco Products Ad-
vertisements Act currently before the Parlia-
ment.

Your Petitioners as in duty bound will ever
pray.

The petition bears 18 signatures of the leading
physicians in Western Australia; and I certify
that it conforms with the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 36.)

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Petition

DR DA DOUR (Su biaco) [ 10.48 a. m.]1: Th e sec-
ond petition reads as follows-

To the Speaker and members of the Legis-
lative Assembly in Parliament in Western
Australia.

We the undersigned Staff of the Respirat-
ory Medicine Wards of the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital recognise and affirm the
dangers of smoking to health and the re-
lationship between smoking and premature
death.

They continue in the same terms as the other pet-
itions relating to the Smoking and Tobacco Prod-
ucts Advertisements Bill, asking members to sup-
port the Bill. The petition contains 31 signatures;
and I certify that it conforms with the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petit ion No. 3 7.)

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Petition

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [10.49 a.m.]: The
third petition reads as follows-

To the Speaker and members of the Legis-
lative Assembly in Parliament in Western
Australia.

We the undersigned Staff of the Medical
Typing Department at Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital recognise and affirm the dangers of
smoking to health and the relationship be-
tween smoking and premature death.-

The petitioners also support the Bill before the
House to ban the advertisement of smoking and
tobacco products. The petition bears t7
signatures; and I certify that it conforms with the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petit ion No. 38.)
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APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN FUND)
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from I I November.
MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [10.52 am.J: It

is nice that at least we are rolling again, and there
is the hope that before the end of the day more of
the business will be deletcd from the notice paper,
despite the confusion confounded which seems to
exist, the change in direction, the change of
instructions, and the change in the-

Mr Nanovich: That is not very fair.
Mr DAVIES: It is eminently fair.
Mr Nanovich: It is not.
Mr DAVIES: Last night I was told by the

Deputy Premier that we would go straight on to
the Town Planning and Development Amendment
Bill this morning. I have been here since 10.30,
waiting for that to happen; and immediately
someone came into the House, we were told that
the Minister for Town Planning and Development
was not here-she has gone home, or some-
thing-and that we would not proceed with the
Bill. We then went to order of the day No. 7, and
then we decided to take order of the day No. 8.

The Deputy Premier is supposed to be in charge
of the House; but we have had continued con-
fusion.

Mr O'Connor: Why don't you speak to the
Bill?

Mr DAVIES: I can see some members on the
Government side nodding their heads, indicating
that we have had confusion in the running of the
House.

Mr Nanovich: Why don't you deal with the
Bill?

Mr DAVIES: We should go back to the old
days when the Premier was running the House. I
must say that in those days we seemed to get
together. Of course, we had the former Premier
here-

Mr Sibson: You always used to criticise him.
Mr DAVIES: As far as the running of the

House was concerned, we met together and
agreed. I must say that in the last fortnight at
least we have seen no pattern in regard to the
business of the House.

The very best we can say is that the only pat-
tern that has evolved is one of continued con-
fusion. We arc ready to proceed with these mat-
ters, as long as wve know in which order they will
be debated. As I said, the Deputy Premier came
to me at 1.30 am, today and asked whether I
would be prepared to proceed with the Town

Planning Bill this morning. I gave him an assur-
ance and sat up part of the night making certain
my notes were in order. If the Government Whip
wants to take the blame for the confusion on this
occasion-

Mr Nanovich: Yes, I will.
Mr DAVIES: -at least a new confuser is

emerging. He has not had a finger in the pie pre-
viously and I congratulate him on this elevation in
status and indicate that he has probably caused
the greatest confusion out of all the confusion
which has existed in the past three weeks or so.

However, that was not the matter about which
I wished to speak in the Loan Estimates. I
referred yesterday to the employment position,
because when I rose to speak I had just listened to
the 12.30 p.m. news and was shocked to rind that
employment in Western Australia was in a par-
lous position and that 8.3 per cent of the work
force was seeking full-time employment. It was
indicated further that we had exceeded the
national unemployment average of 7.7 per cent. I
suppose I was shocked, because I might have be-
lieved what the Premier had been saying that we
had a splendid record of employment in this
State. Of course, he told us that approximately
1 220 extra jobs had been created in Western
Australia over the past 12 months. I suppose we
would expect the Premier to be accurate and
truthful and, indeed, he was truthful-i 220 jobs
were created, but they were part-time jobs.

When one looks at the number of full-time jobs
which have been created, one sees a drop has oc-
curred in the figures from September 1981 to
September 1982. I have the latest statistics of all
the mainland States and they show that, in West-
ern Australia, available jobs in the metropolitan
area dropped by I 300 in that period. The number
of part-time jobs increased by 1 350, therefore, if
one subtracts the difference, one produces an ap-
proximate figure of 1 220. So the Premier is ab-
solutely right-we have created jobs, but those
jobs are part-time jobs. The Premier can surely
take no pride in that.

I suppose the Premier adopts the attitude that
some work is better than no work and it is a phil-
osophy which, in the present economic conditions,
we might have to accept. Indeed, increasing
numbers of people are seeking to work a four-day
week instead of a five-day week, but some restric-
tions apply to that, because it appears that if they
are working under awards-it is doubtful how
many people will be working under awards of the
Industrial Commission before long-they cannot
break those awards and work less than a 40-hour
week in five days. So confusion and concern exists
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even where employees say they might be prepared
to work fewer hours. Frequently they find that
employers are not prepared to take the risk, be-
cause at same future time the person who has
been given a shorter week can sue the employer
saying, "You broke the conditions of the award"
and there is no guarantee people will not do that.

Even if an employee gave a guarantee i n
writing that he would not do it, there is nothing to
stop him doing it at some future date if he wants
to.

We must all be alarmed about the situation,
particularly when we look at this morning's news-
paper and see the rapid increase in unemploy-
ment. Approximately 600 people a week are
joining the dole queue in Western Australia.
Members would be staggered to see the graph on
the front page of the paper. That graph is now
climbing at more than a 45 degree angle to reach
what will be astronomical figures when the school
leavers go onto the labour market in December
and January, which is the period of real concern.

We had hoped that the Premier might take
some positive action to reinforce the suggestions
which have been made that another Premiers'
Conference be called to discuss this very import-
ant and worrying matter, because we have the
same percentage of people out of work in Western
Australia as in New South Wales. The only State
which showed any improvement in the last month
was the Labor State of Victoria under John Cain.
I am waiting to hear members opposite-

Mr Nanovich: You will!

Mr DAVIES: -say that Labor Governments
cannot do anything about unemployment. How-
ever, the only State which showed some
improvement in its employment position was Vic-
toria.

Mr MacKinnon: What has happened to Vic-
toria's total work force over the last 12 months?

Mr DAVIES: Victoria is in about the same
position as is every other State.

Mr MacKinnon: The numbers have declined.
Mr DAVIES: At least the position has started

to improve there. Here is a Minister trying to de-
rive an improvement in the employment position
here.

Mr MacKinnon: No, I am not. I am just asking
you for the facts.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister's Liberal col-
leagues in Tasmania have reached a level of I I
per cent unemployed which is the highest figure
ever in that State. That has occurred under a Lib-
eral Government which was going to cause all

kinds of magical improvements in the labour mar-
ket.

The only State which is doing anything in this
regard is that of the former Premier's old friend,
Mr Joh Bjelke -Petersen, but employment is drop-
ping markedly even in Queensland.

It is necessary for all political leaders in Aus-
tralia, irrespective of party, to get together to try
to emphasise to the Commonwealth Government
the need for some positive action to be taken to
create jobs. One would have thought that, bearing
in mind the seriousness of the position, something
positive might have emerged since yesterday.

However, on the 10.30 am. news today the
Federal Treasurer (John Howard) said, "Freeze
wages. Let us call for a wage freeze!" He then
went on to say, "Not only should we freeze the
position in relation to salary and wage earners,
but also we should do so in respect of professional
people, company directors, and the like". The re-
porter then asked, "What about a freeze on
prices?" The Federal Treasurer said, "Oh no.
You can't work it. You can only freeze wages."
Can members imagine lawyers, doctors, and the
like saying, "Yes I will limit myself to $50 000
this year". What an absurd situation. Politicians
might even have a look at it.

Mr MacKinnon: Our party has done it before.
Mr DAVIES: For about six months, but as

soon as the six months were up they were
knocking on the door to have the amount restored.
However, I congratulate them on that action.

Mr Hassell: It has been done three times.
Mr DAVIES: [I did not make much difference

and, indeed, most members of Cabinet at least
would not notice the amount of money they de-
cided to forego on that occasion. However, it is
ridiculous for the Federal Treasurer to say, "Let
us have a wage freeze on everybody. Let us limit
ourselves."

I suggest politicians might not be the best
people to look at the problem of unemployment.
We isolate ourselves in an ivory tower and receive
a very comfortable wage, to say the least; how-
ever, I am becoming more and more concerned at
the number of people who are finding it imposs-
ible to meet the costs of day-to-day living. They
are coming into my office to ascertain in which
direction I can point them for some help. Not only
does this apply to young people who cannot get
jobs and have never had a job, but also it applies
to people who, because their companies have been
taken over, find that, after giving 20 or 30 years'
solid support to a Western Australian company,
all the account work or something similar is being
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done on computer in an office in the Eastern
States and their services are no longer required.

As has been mentioned on many occasi ons,
more and more small businesses are having to give
up the ghost, because they are not able to meet
rising costs.

A wage freeze certainly is not novel, and if we
are to have one, let the Government do something
about freezing charges, because in the last Con-
sumer Price Index some of the greatest ri ses in
the indices related to Government charges. Is i
not time the Government decided to take a care-
ful look at Government spending as a whole, not
only as it affects the employment of staff, but also
at how the money is being spent? Was it necess-
ary for the Metropolitan Water Authority to
spend that huge amount, an amount highlighted
because of questions asked in this House and re-
ported in this morning's paper?

When we ask, "How many full-time jobs were
created in the last 12 months?", the answer is
"Zero"; not one full-time job was created-I 300
were lost. When we ask, "How many full-time
jobs were created in Queensland during the same
time?", the answer is "8 600"; it is the only State
to record any increase in full-time emplo~ment.
When we ask, "How many full-time jobs were
created in WA for the male work force over the
last 12 months?", the answer is "Zero"-l 000
were lost. When we ask, "How many full-time
jobs for females were created in the last 12
months in WA?", the answer is "None'-300
were lost. When we ask, "How many jobs of any
description, either full-time or part-time, were
created for young people in WA over the last 12
months?", the answer is "None"-3 600 were
lost. When we ask, "Which mainland State now
has the highest proportion of its unemployed work
force in part-time employment?", the answer is
"WA-l9.7 per cent in September 1982 com-
pared with a national figure of 16.8 per cent". We
are nearly three per cent higher than the national
average for our work force in part-time employ-
ment. So on full-time employment and part-time
employment for both young and older people, WA
is leading the way, and this is a matter for con-
siderable concern.

These figures have been supplied by the Aus-
tralian Bureau of Statistics, and I can table them
if members require. They indicate that something
positive must be done, even if it involves a biparti-
san approach to the Federal Government. The
Opposition would be happy to go along with the
Government to see what could be achieved.

Mr O'Connor: Did you agree that WA, apart
from one State, has the highest employment per
head of population in Australia?

Mr DAVIES: Those two States have not lost
jobs as fast as the other States have.

Mr O'Connor: The position is not good any-
where.

Mr DAVIES: We are all saying we will do
something, but no-one is doing anything. The
Federal Treasurer is calling for a wages freeze,
but not a prices freeze; he wants everyone to limit
their wages.

We are blaming the Eastern States for the
drought there and its effects on people here; the
Eastern States are blaming Japan for the steel
position; Japan is blaming America for not buying
enough goods; America is blaming Europe for the
common market: and Mrs Thatcher is saying her
Government is doing everything possible and it is
a worldwide situation which is beyond her control.
Everyone is blaming everyone else; no-one is
doing anything.

Everyone blames the interest rates. Surely
someone somewhere has the ability to control
interest rates. If every country in the world is sup-
posed to be in the same position, is it not time
every country started to look at what might be
done instead of blaming someone else and saying
the problem is just too hard?

Politicians got the world into this sort of situ-
ation in 1929, and they are doing it again. We
have to accept the blame. We are the people who
should be doing something about this problem.
However, we are a bit isolated; we are cocooned
in our ivory towers. We get a comfortable wage
and we think everyone is living like we do.

The Premier said he would do something. I
think it was the week before last that we saw a
splash in The Sunday Times about the number of
jobs the Premier would create. If every job that
had been announced by The Sunday Times would
be created in WA over the last few years had
come to fruition, we would all have six jobs each.
Weekend after weekend that paper tells us of
giant programmes which are about to happen, but
which never do happen.

The Premier said he would bring forward the
spending of loan money for 30 projects, but the
amount of money involved was less than one per
cent of the total works programme. In the metro-
politan area this meant a spending of about $6.4
million. Of the jobs to be advanced in the 30 pro-
grammes he announced about half would be ad-
vanced by no more than a month. That is the only
thing the Government is doing. We are grateful
for it, but we would like to see the Government do
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this 10 times over. Although this proposal will
mean jobs will be provided, when we consider it
amounts to just one per cent of the total works
programme, we know it is not something about
which we can be ecstatically happy.

If we consider the estimates of expenditure of
loan funds we find the usual number of pages and
the usual lists of work to be done and we might
even clap our hands with joy when we think that a
few jobs might be created. However, when we
examine the work proposed to be done, we see
that in many instances it involves only token
measures.

The Millen Special School, in Carson Street,
East Victoria Park, has a very good parent group
working for it. It seems to be a feature of the
special schools that the parents, knowing they
have handicapped children, put in a great amount
of time and raise a tremendous amount of money
for the schools, I will not denigrate the effort put
in on behalf of the Government, and I indicate to
the Minister for Health that we are grateful for
the allocation to provide two speech therapists. I
am sorry, I did not want to wake him up, but I
wanted to pass this message on to him.

Mr Young: I don't mind being woken up to
hear someone thank me.

Mr DAVIES: We have been talking about the
provision of speech therapists since the last Par-
liament; the Minister promised he would look into
it for the next Budget, and he has done this. Two
therapists will be provided in each area. Of
course, we always could say this is not enough as I
understand they work only on a primary level, but
this allocation has restored the position of one
therapist and extended the services of another.

These parent groups do a lot of work and ex-
pect co-operation from the Government. I was de-
lighted to see on page 20 of the estimates that the
Millen Special School for handicapped children
was to have $20 000 spent on it. The parents
involved knew some work was to be done because
they had spoken with officers of the department
and had received a promise that certain work
would be done. They asked me if I could find out
just what would be involved in the work.

In question 1864 of 28 October I asked the
Minister for Education the following question-

What work will be done in regard to new
buildings and improvement of grounds at the
Millen special school, Carson Street, East
Victoria Park, this financial year?

The Minister replied-
A start will be made on classroom ad-

ditions, manual arts extensions, provision of

more administration and storage areas,
together with carparking, covered area, a hit-
up wall, and some modification to the
existing outdoor area.

That is a typical answer, I knew all that already; I
wanted some detail of what would be spent, and
when it would be spent. Perhaps I wrongly
phrased my question; however, we have some
smart Ministers who like to give as little infor-
mation as possible. They do not realise that this
involves them in answering further questions. On
the occasion to which I refer, that is what hap-
pened. On 3 November 1 asked question on notice
1902 which states-

(1) Referring to question 1864 of 1982 re-
specting the Millen special school, can
he detail-
(a) the extent of classroom additions;
(b) the extent of the manual arts exten-

sions;
(c) the extent of the additional

administration and storage areas?
(2) Will the work cost in excess of the

$20 000 shown in the General Loan
Fund Estimates?

(3) If so, what is the estimated cost?
The answer states-

(1) (a) One classroom will be added;
We knew that. To continue-

(b) the existing manual arts shed to be
demolished and replaced. An ad-
ditional shed to be supplied for
storage of equipment currently
stored in the manual arts shed;

Further detail of the work to be carried out was
provided, and then it was stated how much it
would all cost. As members who have been
listening closely will recall, I said that an amount
of $20 000 is listed in the Estimates for the work
required. Members must listen to this part of the
answer-

(2) and (3) The total allocation for the job
is $260 000. The $20 000 mentioned in
General Loan Fund Estimates rep-
resents the expenditure to be incurred in
1982-83, the balance of funding to come
from 1983-84.

Therefore less than 10 per cent of the money that
needs to be spent on this school will be spent this
Financial year, with the balance to be spent in the
next Financial year. I have looked down the esti-
mates and found that many schools will be in a
similar position-these schools have been allo-
cated a token $20 000. Indeed, the memnber for
Gosnells has been asking questions about this.
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It seems a lot of pork barrelling is occurring; it~
seems that a lot of promises are being made and
that, with an eye to the approaching election, the
Government is saying, "We will spend the re-
quired money on that school, hospital, or build-
ing." However, in relation to the school to which I
have referred, only $20 000 out of a necessary
$260000 will be spent this financial year. The
Government is trying to pull the wool over the
eyes or the parents or the children attending that
school; those parents have been led to believe that
the required work will be accomplished this
financial year, but they will be lucky to see it ac-
complished within five years unless there is a
change of Government next year.

Members would understand that if no change
of Government occurs, the parents of these
schools will be told that the money promised will
have to be diverted to other work, to meet other
promises made. The work will be done only bit by
bit.

This kind of listing in these General Loan Fund
Estimates distresses me. It is all very well for the
Treasurer to say that a remarkable amount of
money will be spent, although not as much as he
would like to spend. However, I appreciate it is
not as much as he would have been able to spend

unrder the system abandoned by the present Fed-
eral Government, and I can appreciate the prob-
lems this Trcasurer has.

I drew attention on another occasion to the
great increase in State charges and taxes paid per
head of population by Western Australia over the
past several years. and I indicated that this
amount of money is likely to increase as the years
go by unless there is a change in the policy of the
Federal Government. However, I am distressed
about the way the Estimates are listed, and about
the way in which the Government attacks its re-
sponsibility to meet its electoral promises. I am
distressed that the Government is prepared to
have tax-paying parents believe wrongly that the
Treasurer's promises will be met this financial
year. I am unhappy about the way Government
Ministers answer questions asked in this House. I
only wish they would realise it is far better to
answer questions fully than to have those
questions followed by further questions.

I noted the report brought down yesterday by
Mr Oliver Dixon on his further inquiries into the
Police Force. As yet I have not had time to read
it, but from a speed reading of an article about it
in this morning's paper I feel the report suggests
that everything in the garden is lovely. As I said
in the House the other night, I do not have any
reason to doubt the ability of Mr Dixon, but I do
have some concern about the types of witnesses to

whom he has spoken. I would have thought this
type of inquiry would necessitate his going a bit
further to settle once and for all the comments we
continue to hear around the city about the Police
Force, and which do not do the force any good.

I only wish the Government had grasped the
nettle in 1975 when Inspector Daniels was pre-
pared to make public statements about gambling
and prostitution in and around Perth. If, at that
time, the Government had widened the terms of
reference of the Norris Royal Commission, some
of the matters being known now would have come
out on that occasion. In particular, I refer to the
escort agency run by Mr Bercove and his wife.
Not the slightest doubt exists that those assisting
with the inquiry in 1975 knew that that agency
was operating, yet seven years later it took a man
in Melbourne investigating the painters and
dockers' union to discover what has been hap-
pening here under the nose of the Government for
some time, and has been known to be happening
by at least some people in authority at the time of
the Norris inquiry. While it must be heartening
now to Inspector Daniels-he is long since retired
and lives in Albany-to know that his claims in
1975 were justified, it still must be galling to him
and others who were willing to speak out at the
time, that the Royal Commission in 1975 was pre-
pared to slander them.

The matter cost Inspector Daniels a consider-
able amount niot only in legal fees, but also in re-
tirement benefits. He was the only police officer
who did not have his legal fees paid by the
Government, but he was the man prepared to
speak out to uncover what he considered were less
than desirable events occurring in the community.
His legal fees ran into thousands of dollars. He
was fairly philosophical about that expense,
although the money he used was part of his nest
egg for retirement. He said, "Well, if it has done
some good, it has been worthwhile."

The powers that be were not content with refus-
ing to pay Inspector Daniels' legal fees; the com-
missioner of the day changed the system in regard
to the retirement of officers, and as a result In-
spector Daniels lost something like an additional
$2 000. Up to that time officers retiring were able
to work until their 60th birthday before clearing
leave. Just before Inspector Daniels retired, one
retiring officer was told he had to clear his leave
before he turned 60, and that same condition was
applied to Inspector Daniels. It then applied to In-
spector Sweeney and, perhaps, one or two others
who retired at about the same time.

As soon as the matter died down, the Police
Department went back to the old system for re-
tirement, but the initial change of policy was de-
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signed to spite Inspector Daniels so that he would
suffer a $2 000 decrease in earnings at retirement,
which he was entitled to expect.

In 1975, Mr Archie Marshall was associated
with a civil liberties group, and he also felt it
necessary to speak out. I have listened to some
tape recordings of interviews he conducted, and I
believe they will be made available in due course
to Commissioner Costigan. I am sure they will be
of some interest to him. As well, I have listened to
recordings of phone conversations that occurred
between ex-madams and Inspector Daniels. They
made their remarks in private and would not re-
peat them in court. I am convinced that what In-
spector Daniels said was correct. We did have
later a further inquiry, but it related only to two
people;. it did not relate to that continuing concern
which was expressed as long ago as 1975, and
which remains with us today.

Mr Archie Marshall is a constituent of the
Deputy Premier. He feels that, in view of his
speaking up at the time of the Norris inquiry, and
his being slated by Commissioner Norris for what
he said, now that the matter of Bercove has come
to light this might be the time for the Government
to do the decent thing by apologising to him.

I was pleased to hear one of our members say
yesterday that he was happy to see our leader
apologise when he was wrong, but it seems to be
the exception in this House, rather than the rule.
Mr Archie Marshall wrote to the Deputy Premier
as his member of Parliament and asked for some
consideration of an apology in view of what has
transpired in the last several days. He wrote to
him on 29 August and received this letter on 3
November-

I have now had the opportunity to study
your letter dated August 29th and to take ad-
vice on this matter.

I am advised that you did provide the
counsel assisting the Commissioner, Mr D.
O'Dea, with information to the effect that
Mr Bercove of the Deputy Commonwealth
Crown Solicitor's Office in Perth was associ-
ated with the conduct of an escort agency.
However, all that was put forward in support
of your suggestion that the escort agency was
involved in prostitution was the statement of
a well known criminal.

I will interpolate there and point out that Mr
Marshall wants to know who the well-known
criminal who made that statement was because he
is not aware of such a person. The letter con-
tin ces-

There was no suggestion that the matter
had any immediate relevance to the Royal

Commission's terms of reference and Mr
O'Dea did not adduce any evidence before
the Commissioner. It follows that there can
be no suggestion that any of the criticism
which Mr Norris later directed at you had
anything to do with your allegations against
Mr Bereove. It also follows that the said
criticism is in no way invalidated by anything
which Mr Costigan has since said about Mr
Bercove.

Your letter also made reference to the
police witnesses, who gave evidence before
the Commissioner. As you have indicated in
your letter, one was subsequently charged
with a criminal offence and dismissed and
another resigned. I am advised that whilst it
is true that the Commissioner said that
Tangney was a 'capable and responsible'
policeman, as he may well have been at that
stage, the fact is that the Commissioner's
conclusion directed towards you did not de-
Pend on the evidence of either of these
officers.

On the basis of the advice given to me and
having regard to all the circumstances
involved, I do not believe that the Govern-
ment is obliged to comply with your requests
for an apology and compensation.

So despite the fact that the evidence shows that
Mr Marshall and Mr Daniels were right, the
Government has no intention either to apologise
or to climb down. On the one hand, it is saying,
"You told us something a criminal told you", but
it did not check the facts out. It was not a crimi-
nal who told them the facts, as I understand it.
Mr Marshall is not aware of any criminal.

Here is the statement which was handed to Mr
O'Dea on I5 December 1975 which draws atten-
tion to the escort agency being run by Bercove;
after all, prostitution was under consideration at
that time. It is a matter for regret that although,
as Mr Marshall points out, some of the evidence
given by police officers has since appeared to be
under something of a cloud, the Government is
not prepared to do anything in regard to apologis-
ing for its continued action.

I hope at some stage at least Mr Daniels will be
compensated for the considerable sum of
money-$2 000 in wages, plus approximately
$4 000 or $5 000 in legal fees-which he had to
pay out as a result of being prepared to stand up
and be counted. We can see what happened to
him. I have the greatest admiration for that man,
and, if he overreacted, it was because of his deep
feelings for the situation. He stood up to be
counted and he certainly suffered for it.
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I am sorry the Minister for Education is not
here because yesterday he made one of the most
despicable interjections which I have ever heard.

Mr Laurance: He is just outside the door. I was
going to call him, but when I beard the tone of
your comments I thought I had better not.

Mr DAVIES: He made one of the most des-
picable comments I have ever heard. When we
were talking about a tavern being near a school he
said the Opposition would like massage parlours
in schools because of its attitude towards prosti-
tution and homosexuality, and he is a Minister!

Mr Nanovich: And a good one, too.

Mr DAVIES. I wonder about the Minister; one
would think he was lecturing or coaching a reform
school football team. He must surely have some
responsibility as a Minister to see that he upholds
his department, and even though he might like to
make what he considers to be funny and catching
remarks, when he makes those untrue and stupid
comments he does himself little good and it IS
time he got himself out of the gutter and recog-
nised that as a Minister he has to bite his tongue
on some occasions. Policies on homosexuality and
prostitution have been with the Labor Party for
years and are likely to remain.

Dr Dadour: Vested interest!
Mr DAVIES: As the member for Subiaco re-

minds me, there is a lot of vested interest in the
field of prostitution.

Dr Dadour: No, I meant the Labor Party.

Mr DAVIES: We have not got any; in the field
of prostitution there is, but he does not say any-
thing about Government policies in regard to
prostitution, containment, and toleration, nor does
he say anything about the Government's policies
in regard to gambling. He did himself little credit
by that comment.

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [11 .31 am.]: I missed
the opportunity to speak on the Budget so I take
this opportunity to say a few words.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!

Dr DADOUR: I have been interested in, the
health area for some time and in the estimates
and annual reports I could not find any reference
to the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service. I
found no explanation for its deletion from the es-
timates. I could not even find out the cost per kilo
of laundry!

In 1971, when I first came to rarliament, the
then Minister for Health, the member for Vic-
toria Park, brought in a Bill to institute the Hos-
pital Laundry and Linen Service. This had been
leat on the table by the previous Minister for
Health (Mr MacKinnon) of the former Govern-

ment. Later people latched onto this and began to
bring about the birth of the service. We were in
Opposition then and we argued and argued that it
would be wrong to introduce this type of
centralised labour service, one of the reasons
being that, if such a service went on strike, it
would cripple the hospital system overnight, more
or equally as readily as if nurses and doctors went
on strike. That was a most valid argument.

The Hospital Laundry and Linen Service was
set up with money raised by teaching hospitals
and the Home of Peace, and that is how it came
into being. As members know, on at least two oc-
casions the Hospical Laundry and Linen Service
by strike action was able to cripple hospitals;
surgeries were cancelled and no hospital ad-
missions were accepted unless in extreme emerg-
encies. It had an effect as devastating as if the
doctors and nurses had gone on strike. In my op-
inion, the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service
could be done away with. It is a constant threat
they may go on strike and the hospitals would be
reduced to chaos. I thought that we would have
closed that service by now and let it out to private
enterprise, because it would then be done much
more cheaply.

I do not have the figures for the Hospital Laun-
dry and Linen Service charges, but I do know that
private enterprise could carry out the service just
as efficiently. During the strike the hospitals had
their laundry done by smaller laundries in order
that the hospitals could remain open, and they
found that the cost was much less.

if the teaching hospitals contracted their linen
and laundry to sheltered workshop laundries, We
would then not have to grapple with strikes. We
could be very cunning and make sure that we ob-
tain all the linen and laundry we need.

Mr Davies: No-one will be able to Strike at all
from now on.

Dr DADOUR: The sheltered workshops would
not go on strike and we would never have any
problems. As for saying there will be no more
strikes in the future, it is like saying there will be
no more jobs in the future. It is just not on.

Mr Davies: We're working towards that now.

Dr DADOUR: Every member of Parliament
must feel that what happened early this year with
the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service leaves a
great deal to be desired.

Mr Hodge:, Whom do you blame for the situ-
ation?

Dr DADOUR: I must blame the union for it.
Mr IHodge: You do not think the employer is to

blame?
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Dr DADOUR: The employer is the State
Government, and that could not have been to
blame.

Mr Young: The Industrial Commission did not
seem to think it was the State Government which
was to blame and ordered the workers back to
work. They refused because they did not like the
decision of the umpire.

Dr DADOUR: It seems we abide by the umpire
when it suits us. However, we still have this ma-
lignant growth at Murdoch and it is ready to
spread its tentacles at any moment. If another
strike occurs, it will bring the whole hospital ser-
vice to its knees.

Mr Davies: You remember this service was
started by the Minister who preceded me as Min-
ister for Health.

Dr DADOUR: The plans were left on the table
and, when the member for Victoria Park took up
his position, he instigated the plan because it was
a real socialist measure and he and his party
thought it was good.

We tried to defeat the move in the lower House
and it went to the upper House where we have a
majority, but it received the okay of the upper
House.

Mr Davies: My biggest political surprise.
Mr Bertram:, You can get some surprising re-

sults from the upper House.

Mr Blaikie: Would that not show that the
upper House acted as a House of Review, as it is?

Dr DADOUR: Can it be recorded in Hansard
that I am laughing? House of Review? Mischiev-
ous, that is what it was. However, I am not al-
lowed to make such comments about the other
place.

When the Liberal Party was in Government
previously, and Mr Baxter was Minister for
Health, the situation continued as it did under the
next Liberal Minister for Health. I hope some-
thing will be done about the matter now. I know
how to overcome the problem-close the place
down.

Mr I-odge: What about improving the indus-
trial relations out there?

Dr DADOUR: That will not work.
Mr Hodge: Industrial relations out there are

not so bad.

Mr Young: We saw some of the industrial re-
lations during the strike; they stood over some of
the women.

Dr DADOUR: The accounting of the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service is hidden in the
Budget. I looked for it for some time and found it

hidden under "Subsidies to Public Hospitals and
Related Services, $323 million".

Another matter which distresses me is the hos-
pita] computing service. We note that expeniditure
in hospitals is being cut down, particularly in
teaching hospitals. I always have argued for this,
but I have argued that it should be done with as
little interference as possible to patient care.

Reference was made to the health computing
services in the annual report of the Department of
Health and Hospital and Allied Services of 30
June 1982. The report includes a list of the new
systems installed or implemented as well as a list
of the existing production systems and new lo-
cations. However, it tells us nothing about how
much it Costs.

Supposedly, I1I1 people are employed by the
health and computer service and the staff has
been increased by approximately 30 this year. In
private enterprise that work load could be carried
by 40 people. That is an estimate off the top of
my head because I have no way of checking it out.
However, we have an increase of 29 to 30 staff in
the health area this financial year when hospital
services are short or' money. The Budget Esti-
mates do not show that a bedside or patient care
service is included in this amount to be spent. I
find it rather difficult to understand that a pro-
vision has not been made for that service.

Once again, this service is hidden in the 3323
million. I wonder what else is hidden and what
other departments have sprung up over the years.
How much of it is jobs for the boys? How much is
really needed for patient care? I would be far
more selective in cutting back expenses in our
hospitalIs.

Another point that worries me and the adminis-
trators of hospitals is that this year the cutback in
finance was $34 million. This will be repeated
next year, and the year after. I am led to believe
that this is the case and the Grants Commission
intends cutting back Western Australia's grants
to what it believes the Government should be
spending on health. We are being compared with
our Sister States. Last year the Grants Com-
mission said WA spent on health funding $96
million in total more than it should have com-
pared with the other States. This year the total
overspending was $130 million, and that is the
way in which the Grants Commission is trying to
peg back health costs.

There are three different categories of hospital
beds in teaching hospitals. We have one class of
beds for super specialities which are very expens-
ive and cost in the vicinity of $1 000 per day.

Mr Davies: What makes them so expensive?
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Dr DADOUR: It is because of the intensive
treatment of those patients. Naturally the cost of
open heart surgery is much more than the cost of
an appendectomy. In the case of open heart sur-
gery a team of 40 doctors, paramedics, and nurses
is required to ensure that everything is co-
ordinated. This cost is terrific.

Much of the cardiac and open heart surgery
has been necessary because of cigarette smoking
and when we take into consideration the surgery
and associated costs, overall, the increase is great.
Fifty per cent of the open heart surgery per-
formed in this State-at a phenomenal cost-is
necessary because of the effects Of Cigarette smok-
ing and this fact substantiates my argument
further.

Mr Davies: Are there a couple of heart oper-
ations a day?

Dr DADOUR: About 800 such operations are
performed each year and this is the reason that
the speciality beds are required.

I was referring to the three categories of hospi-
tal beds. There are the super speciality beds, the
teaching hospital beds, and ordinary beds, and
many of the patients occupying ordinary beds
could be cared for in peripheral hospitals. How-
ever, the patients are required to be treated in
teaching hospitals because the medical students
must have experience with not only the uncom-
mon illnesses but also with all the common
ailments. The patients using the speciality beds do
not provide much experience for the medical
students because often the condition of the pati ent
is so serious that his treatment must be in the
hands of the experts.

Mr Davies: What is the average bed cost per
day in teaching hospitals?

Dr DADOUR: The average cost is $300 per
day. However I am not exactly sure of this figure
because so many charges are loaded into the
health computer service and this in turn is in-
cluded in the charges for teaching hospital beds.
This must occur because I cannot find any allo-
cation in the documents I have before me. I think
what happens is that the Health Department re-
ceives $X and this goes into the hospital fund with
each of the teaching hospitals receiving so many
millions of dollars. A certain percentage of this
money Must go towards the health computer ser-
vice. If this is not the case, from where does the
health computer service receive its funds? I am
unable to find any allocation for this; it must be
buried in some other charge.

Mr Cordon Hill: Is it a Government cover up?
Dr DADOUR: It is not a Government cover

up, but we, as members of Parliament, should be

able to determine the details of money expended
in these categories; they should be before our
eyes.

In the present allocation for health there should
be a category for linen and laundry services, but
this is not mentioned.

Mr Young: You realise it is self-supporting.
Therefore, all the hospitals pay for the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service.

Dr DADOUR: If that is the case it is more
reason for us to know the details.

Mr Young: There is not a drain on the revenue.

Dr DADOUR: That may be the Minister's op-
inion, but I think it is a drain on revenue.

Mr Young: My understanding is there is no
cost to the State for hospital laundry and linen
services.

Dr DADOUR: I would like to know what it
costs each hospital per item of laundry.

Mr Young: You can get that figure from me if
you want it.

Dr DADOUR: Why is it not shown?
Mr Young: You will not get the cost per kilo of

laundry in the CRF. If you want that Figure I will
get it for you.

Dr DADOUR: Investigations should be under-
taken to ascertain if private enterprise could
undertake this service, because if this were the
case there would be no dark cloud overhead in re-
gard to strikes.

Mr Gordon Hill: Your Minister said that the
service is not a drain on revenue. If this is the case
the sale of the service to private enterprise would
not save the State any money.

Dr DADOUR: It is a drain on the revenue and
the member for Swan cannot tell me that the
linen and laundry service would not function as
efficiently if it were undertaken by private en-
terprise.

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you disagree with your
Minister?

Dr DADOUR: What the Minister is saying is
compatible with what I am saying. He is not ar-
guing about the costs.

Mr Gordon Hill: Were you suggesting earlier
that there would be no strikes in the service if it
was operated by private enterprise and it would,
therefore, be more efficient?

Dr DADOUR: We have all our eggs in one
basket and that one basket can easily cripple the
whole industry. If we were to have the service that
existed before the Hospital Laundry and Linen
Service came into existence, with the laundry
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being washed on site or by private enterprise, we
would not have a strike situation.

Mr Gordon Hill: I ask again, are you saying
that there would be no strikes within a privately
operated linen service?

The SPEAKER: The member for Swan and
the member for Subiaco are having an exchange
which is essentially a private one between them-
selves and neither the Hansard reporter nor I can
hear. Would the member for Subiaco address his
comments to the Chair and if the member for
Swan wants to interject perhaps he could do so in
a manner that ensures that we can hear.

Dr DADOUR: I am sorry Mr Speaker. I am
trying to break the egg into as many small parts
as possible so that if a Strike occurred it will not
affect all the hospitals.

We were in Opposition in 1971 when the Bill to
establish the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service
was introduced. I thought then that it was a
socialist idea. It was orginally suggested by a
Liberal Minister, but after the change of Govern-
ment, the incoming Labor Government latched
onto it and produced legislation which became the
current Act. This should never have been born. It
should have been destroyed before it was even an
embryo. However, that was not to be.

I would like to see the dark cloud removed,
even by our closing the place down. That is the
only way it could be done. We could then use the
building For something else; it does not matter.
From what I can see, an amount of loan funds is
being spent on buying the houses in Servetus
Street; and the department is crying out for more
funds. Perhaps we should allow the department to
start raising funds at 14 6 per cent. Plenty of
money seems to be available in the loan funds so
that the hospitals will be able to expand one day.
Whatever we lose by closing the Hospital Laun-
dry and Linen Service, we will pick up in the long
run because we will then be in a position that we
have removed one more thing that has caused
trouble in the past.

The service will continue to cause trouble as
long as it remains. The fact that I am speaking
about it will probably give the employees good
cause to go on strike because I am trying to bring
about their demise. Anything could happen from
that point of view.

I return to the teaching hospitals. I find that
new categories have been taken on in the teaching
hospital area over the years. I would have thought
that we as a Government would be looking at
more of these areas where expansion has oc-
curred, and the new categories of hospital workers
that have been born. We should give consider-

ation to what would happen if we were to remove
them from their positions, or make the positions
defunct. That is the way I see it.

One category to which I refer is the so-called
ward pharmacist. T have spoken about this situ-
ation before. Pharmacists always have been in the
hospital pharmacies, dispensing drugs for out-
patients and inpatients. However, somewhere
along the line somebody had a good idea that we
should put pharmacists in the wards; so instead of
our having pharmacists in the pharmacies only,
we now have pharmacists in the wards. They top
up all the bottles of drugs in the wards and ensure
that enough drugs are available. They walk
around and tell the patients what the drugs are
supposed to do. In my time, that was all done by
the doctors, the nurses, or the sisters in charge.

A big thing has been made of having ward
pharmacists. They talk about the interaction oc-
curring with certain drugs on occasions; and poss-
ibly they have saved a few lives. How far do we go
with having more and more people in more and
more categories in the hospitals?

Mr Davies: Are you saying there is a full-time
pharmacist in every ward?

Dr DADOUR: No, not in every ward. I think
they have one to two wards, or something like
that. They have more or less doubled the number
of pharmacists in the teaching hospitals because
of the ward pharmacist situation. I am talking
about only the pharmacists, because they were the
last category to be acknowledged by the Public
Service Board.

I would have thought that this was one area
which we could cut back in toto rather than cut
back on a category involved in bedside care. That
is the only argument I can put forward. As I say,
the problem of cutting back on the staff in our
hospitals is vast. The build-up has been slow over
a number of years; and if We were to leave it to
the administratiuns of the hospitals to cut back,
we would be skating on thin ice because if an
adminsitration wanted to be nasty, it would cut
back on an area which would affect the patients
the most.

We should have a great deal of consultation
and a great deal of care shown to ensure that a
case cannot be made out for the hospital service
to be less effective in bedside care. I am talking
about Certain Categories of non-bedside care, such
as the health and computing service, which should
come under great scrutiny. The staffs have in-
creased, but we are floundering because we are
not in a winning position. We have had nothing
but trouble, trouble, trouble; and, ever since, we
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have been getting further and further into the
quagmire.

I know that the university is making an input in
certain areas; but we must have 61 maintenance
men in that area to keep it going. We have prob-
lems in areas, but we do not have balance sheets
or any other way of checking on the exorbitant
amount of money being spent to very little effect.

I am not satisfied about the situation. The
Government has no books and accounts or tables
for me to Aind out exactly what is happening.
Something is wrong with the whole system; and
we should be able to see exactly what is wrong.

The SPEAKER: Order! I apologise to th
member for Subiaco for interrupting him again
There is too much background noise for members
in the Chamber to hear the debate.

Mr Gordon Hill: I beg your pardon?
Mr Nanovich: Smart aleck!

The SPEAKER: I take the point of the member
for Swan. There is too much background noise,
and I ask members to have regard for the fact
that some people are trying to listen to the debate.

Dr DADOUR: Thank you, Mr Speaker, for
looking after my interests.

Mr Pearce: You have some friends!

Dr DADOUR: We should be able to see at a
glance where every penny of hospital expenditure
goes. As members of Parliament, we should be
made aware of what is going on, and where the
money is coming from. We should do our bit
toward ensuring that the Government acts far
more economically than it has been doing.

The thought of the Public Accounts Committee
makes me laugh. How many reports have come
out? I think it is about 25. Does anyone know?

Mr Davies: Up to no good; I can tell you that.
Dr DADOUR: Has anyone ever read the 20-

odd reports of the Public Accounts Committee? I
do not think anyone has ever taken any notice of
them.

Mr Nanovich: Eighteen.
Mr Sibson: I have read the current one.

Dr DADOUR: No-one has ever taken notice of
the reports, because nobody has acted on them.

Mr Bertram: Yes, we have.
Dr DADOUR: That applies even to the report

on the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service. The
Chairman of the Public Accounts Committee at
the time was the present Minister for Education.
That report has never been acted on; nothing has
been done about it. So we go on, and on, and on.

We should have proper Estimates of Revenue
and Expenditure for the autonomous bodies which
run at no loss, because the loss is covered by the
fact that the bodies are probably charging much
more than would be required if private enterprise
entered the field.

I rose to speak for a few minutes only. I think I
have over-extended my welcome. Thank you.

MR Mel VER (Avon) [12.05 p.m.]: In making
a contribution to this debate, I shall comment
briefly on the statement this morning by the Fed-
eral Treasurer (Mr Howard) who appealed to
wage earners who had made submissions for wage
increases to look at the economy, because such in-
creases would only cause more jobs to be lost. In
some ways, that statement could be rather accu-
rate.

However, how can the Federal Treasurer ex-
pect the average wage earner, housewife, or fam-
ily to cop it, bearing in mind the Federal Govern-
ment's expenditure not only in relation to the Par-
liament, but also in the provision of Government
cars so that the Prime Minister could take his son,
Mark, to his wedding? Federal Ministers have
huge expense accounts, some claiming they have
been out of the country for over 300 days of the
year at a cost of $120 a day. That is ridiculous!

If the Federal Government expects the public
to co-operate with its Budget, it should put its
own house in order before appealing to the
workers and families of this State to tighten their
belts. Government cars were made available to
Malcolm Fraser to cart his son's party to the wed-
ding!

Mr Sibson: If you were a Minister and you
were going to your son's wedding, and if you had
the use of a Government car, wouldn't you use it
for that purpose?

Mr McIVER: What? I would rather go by
horse and cart!

Several members interjected.
Mr McIVER: What Cough Whitlam did was

nothing compared with what Malcolm Fraser is
doing.

It is ridiculous for the Federal Treasurer to tell
us to tighten our belts when senior Ministers, in-
cluding the National Party Leader (Mr
Anthony), claim they have been out of the
country for over 300 days of the year at $120 a
day. It is time we looked closely at the situation.

Several members interjected.
Mr McI VER: As the Minister for Primary In-

dustry appears to be very vocal today, I point out
to him that I oppose strongly the Government's
decision to close the research station at Northam.
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No doubt the Minister for Primary Industry pre-
pared the Cabinet minute and submitted to Cabi-
net the recommendation for the closure of that re-
search station. He purports to be the representa-
tive of farmers and country people, and yet re-
search stations in WA are being closed down. The
region from Wongan Hills to Katanning plays a
very important role in agriculture in WA. One of
the reasons for the agricultural progress in the re-
gion has been the research station at Northam.

The Minister for Primary Industry has deceived
the Parliament, because in answer to a questionI
asked him in this House on Wednesday, 25
November 1981, which followed the closure of the
Avondale Research Station and which was to the
effect, "Will the agriculture research station at
Northam be curtailed in any way?" he said-

(1) No.
(2) Expenditure at Northam Research

Station in 1980-81 was $64 916. The
vote for 198 1-82 is $94 600.

I accepted that answer in good faith and advised
the staff at the research station that they need not
fear the possibility of being transferred, because
the research station would continue in its present
form. Bearing in mind that vote, it was logical I
should believe the research station would continue
to make its contribution to agricultural research
in the region. However, what do we find? We rind
now that the research station is to be sold.

The research station was established as a separ-
ate entity in 1969. At that time, fencing, stock-
yards, and watering points were minimal, pastures
were poor, and productivity was low. In 1980 the
station had been fenced adequately with electric
fencing being widely used, three sets of functional
cattle yards had been installed, and the station
had been reticulated fully with most of the water
coming from bores which were backed up by con-
nection to the regional water supply scheme.

If we bear in mind past experience, we realise
that this research station will be practically given
away. That has been the policy oF Liberal
Governments in the Brand-Court era which dis-
posed of Government instrumentalities. No doubt
this research station will be given away for a song,
irrespective of the contribution it has made, par-
ticularly to the beef cattle industry.

The staff at the research station have a wonder-
ful liaison with the cat'tle producers of the region.
They meet frequently to study further manage-
ment programmes. That will all go down the
drain as a result of this Government's decision,
and one wonders why. The answer is obvious. We
had the schemozzle at Katanning, in the Minis-

ter's own electorate, where a property was on the
market for ye., :s, but could not be sold:.

Mr Old: Fhat is not correct and you know
it-or perhaps you don't know it!

Mr MOIVER: It could not be sold because of
the salt content of the land.

Mr Old: That is a load of rubbish-like you!

Mr MOIVER: That statement has been made
not only by me, but also by reputable officers of
the Department of Agriculture.

Mr Old: What rot!

Mr MeIVER: Those officers prepared papers
indicating why the station should not be estab-
lished at Katanning. Full marks to the Minister if
he can create something-

Mr Old: You are trying to mislead the House,
but you are doing it very unsuccessfully.

Mr MclVER: I do not tell lies.
Mr Old: Not much! You mentioned the word.
Mr Mel VER: The Minister told me he did not

intend to curtail the research station at Northam,
but now he intends to sell it; therefore, he should
not say that I am misleading the House. Anyway,
we have not started yet!

Mr Old: Settle down!

Mr McI VER: That property could not be sold
privately, because of its salt content and the large
area of rye grass on it. However, it was bought for
thousands of dollars to be used as a breeding
institute. The price paid for it was the highest
ever recorded at that time for the establishment of
a breeding institute in WA.

Not satisfied with that, the Government has
paid over $1 million for a property at Busselton.

Mr Blaikie: It was a very good decision.

Mr MeIVER: Over $800000 has been allo-
cated for expenditure on that complex this year.
Thai property is a long way away from the
Northam agricultural region. This is a scandal! In
one way I suppose I should be very grateful to the
Government for making the announcement before
the election that it intends to sell this research
station. This was an announcement made by
people who are supposed to represent the farmers
of this State and who are elected here to look
after their interests.

Mr Blaikie: Are you saying you would not have
had a research station in the lower south-west re-
gion?

Mr McI VER: I do not begrudge the member's
having a research station in his area, but why
close a station which has proved its worth?
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I commend the Government for what it has ac-
complished at Merredin with its laboratory there
which works in conjunction with the local office.
Why cannot the Northam station be in parallel
with the Merredin station? I know it does not
matter how long I stand here and defend the
Northam Agricultural Research Station-the
Government has made its decision. However, I
appeal to the Minister for Agriculture not to sell
the station until after the next Stale election,
which I understand is to be held in February or
March next year, not too long from now. The sale
or this very fine establishment involves no great
urgency. The Minister should curtail his action
till after the election so that we in the Opposition
have an opportunity, when we are elected as the
next Government, to retrieve the situation and to
revise the whole structure of research stations in
this State. Has the Minister been to the research
station at Northam?

Mr Old: What would you think?
Mr MOlVER: I would say he had not.
Mr Old: You would be totally wrong.
Mr MOIVER: That is one way to get an

answer.
Mr Old: You are such a know-all.
Mr McIVER: I know my comments probably

are hurting the Minister, who displays a cavalier
attitude to this question. It does not matter to him
how many people he hurts. He would not ac-
company me to Beverley and discuss this matter
in debate with the people of the area. He does not
care about the families who have to be transferred
to other locations. He said he had to stay in the
House while it was debating some fiddling little
item. I ask the Minister to come up to the area
with me and attend a public meeting I intend to
arrange so that he can talk to the farmers there.
We will see then whether he continues to display
the cavalier attitude he shows in this Parliament.

Mr Old: You might have egg on your face
when it all comes out. You might get short-term
benefit, but it will be short.

Mr Mc! VER: I can face any of the rubbish the
Minister throws up at me. Members of the
Country Party are lucky to save their deposit at
elections. What does the Country Party represent
in agricultural areas today? It represents nothing;
it is a joke and is treated as such.

The Northam Research Station has a manager,
a technician, three agricultural research station
operators, three part-time cleaners, and provision
for four months' casual labour. In November
1980, one officer resigned and a technician was
transferred to Mt. Barker. The station can ill-

afford to lose senior people. Instead of selling the
station, the Government should ensure it is re-
tained and in fact expanded on the lines of the
Merredin station so that the two stations can
work in conjunction with one another. It should
be allowed to make a further contribution to
agriculture in Western Australia. I make no apol-
ogy for standing in this Parliament and defending
the Northam station. The officers who have
worked at the station since it was established have
made a wonderful contribution to agricultural re-
search.

Before I conclude on this subject, I want to say
how sorry I was at the passing of Mr McDowell, a
man who was very respected in the field of
agriculture. He always had the respect of country
people and his passing will be a loss to the De-
partment of Agriculture and the State as a whole.

Next year the Government intends to remove
19 passenger coaches from service and so deprive
thousands of families in Western Australia who
enjoy weekly excursions on our railways. In this
instance I am referring to the Watsonia service.
When the Watsonia coaches came to Northam re-
cently they carried over 1 500 people on the 22
coaches. When that number of people are brought
to a small country town there is a considerable in-
jection of money into the economy of the town.
Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Crane), the town of
Gingin in your electorate will shortly have I 000
people arriving in it, so you can imagine the boost
this will provide to the town. The train fare will
include an additional $1 so that the people on
your committee in Gingin will receive a benefit.

However, this Government will take away the
opportunity for this to happen in future and its
excuse is that the coaches are not safe. I can as-
sure members from my own personal knowledge
and from contact with train examiners, that the
underframe of the carriages is structually sound.
Because of lack of maintenance in the workshops,
the panelling of some of the coaches is not as we
would wish. However, to remove 19 of the coaches
is an absolutely criminal act.

Every week in the Press we find the Govern-
ment urging people to utilise public transport.
However, we see the situation at Christmas where
the Prospector service to Kalgoorlie is in chaos;
Westrail has to run buses during the school hol-
idays from Australind to Bunbury because there
is not enough room on the trains. I understand the
Government has arranged to remove its advertise-
ments from The West Australian advertising the
Australind service because Westrail does not have
sufficient coaches to meet the patronage.
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In a letter to the Watsonia group, Westrail
officers have claimed that, because of the old pan-
elling, the coaches are not safe to be used for
these excursions which are provided by two
groups, the Hotham. Valley Historical Society,
which runs excursions to Dwellingup-excursions
which are always packed-and the Watsonia or-
ganisation, which also has excursions which are
packed. This again is a situation involving the
Government's secrecy. It tries to deceive people.
The Watsonia people cannot get an answer from
Westrail and so they do not know whether they
can carry out their 1983 programme. All they get
is a lot of hogwash and wish-wash about the
coaches being unsafe.

It is time the Government gave strong consider-
ation to the overall future planning for the
transport of people to and from the goldfields and
our south-west regions, particularly during the
peak periods of mid-year and Christmas school
holidays. We will witness no change this year
from previous years; there will be chaos this year
as there always has been. People will not be able
to get onto the Prospector, and that is happening
even now.

Instead of the Government's purchasing land
worth over $1 million, it should give someone else
a small slice of the cake. In particular, it should
direct more money to transport planning to ensure
our people will not be disappointed when they
wish to go from one place to another. It is absol-
utely scandalous that 19 coaches will go out of
use, and of course deprive the Government of
urgently needed revenue. It is not cheap to hire a
complete train. In particular, the crew are entitled
to double pay if they work on a Sunday. The
Government's record in these situations is not
good at all. The member for Subiaco complained
because someone might not have clean sheets. He
complained about someone's laundry! Govern-
ment members should visit country areas to see
the situations experienced by country people, par-
ticularly in relation to transport.

We have had the battle in regard to Total
West. From Monday, 26 towns will have their fre-
quency of services reduced from the promised
eve ry-da y-a- week service to two services a week.
If my remarks when this Bill was initially
introduced are read, it will be known that I said
these services would be reduced. In addition, more
employees will be retrenched; already 60 have
been retrenched, and more retrenchments are on
the way.

Unfortunately the Minister responsible for
these matters is not in the Chamber, but he is the
one who has stood up to say. "What a wonderful
record we have", and has taken members of Par-

liament to the Commissioner For Railways to get
an earbashing about the wonderful job the
Government is supposed to be doing. Members
have been told what a wonderful job the Aus-
tralian Railways Research and Development Or-
ganisation is doing, and how good the manage-
ment services division is. The top man in that div-
ision earns $42 000 a year. and others in that or-
ganisation earn amounts tapering down to
$15000 a year. But we are not told ARRDO is
only a duplicate of the Federal Government Or-
ganisation.

We are told by the Federal Minister for
Transport that we must tighten our belts, and this
State Treasurer says more funds are not available
for transport and that certain services must be
curtailed. It is no wonder that in elections
throughout Australia, whether they be by-elec-
tions or State elections, Liberal Parties are being
soundly defeated. It is quite evident to me that
next year in this State the same change will take
place. The fault will not lie with individuals in
this State, but with this Government's Federal
counterpart as occurred when the John Tonkin
Labor Government was in power in this State. I
have made that point on many occasions, and I
am sure members would agree with me.

Mr Sibson: Whitlam's Government!
Mr MOIVER: I will not continue on that line

and I will not reply to the member's illiterate
interjection because it is not worth replying to.
Unfortunately, the Minister for Police and
Prisons is not in the Chamber either. I know he
will soon visit our region, and what I say now will
be able to be emphasised by his personal examin-
ation of the area, and, particularly, the Northam
Police Station. I have been complaining for about
15 years about that station. Smaller towns have
proper facilities, but Northam does not. I do not
deny such towns as Toodyay, York, and Beverley
the elaborate police stations they have, yet the re-
gional town of Northam does not have proper fa-
cilities.

The Northanm police comprise officers from all
divisions of the Police Force. We have a divisional
superintendent, an inspector, tO or 11I first-class
sergeants, male and female constables, and a
Criminal Investigation Bureau, but they must all
use a shoddy and dilapidated building, the con-
ditions in which are unbearable during the sum-
mer months.

I will make a sincere suggestion to the Govern-
mrit, a Suggestion which would save it money.
When the Road Traffic Authority was established
in Northam, a new air-conditioned complex was
constructed for it, and now that the police and the
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RTA are amalgamated I suggest it would not
take much foresight and planning to enable the
construction of a cell block at that RTA complex.
With an additional two or three officers,
Northam could have a modern police station, and
the police officers in that town would have a de-
cent place in which to work. These improved fa-
cilities would encourage the officers to better
carry out their duties. It is ridiculous that they
should continue to use the present building. Be-
fore it was extended, it was a sergeant's quarters.

Every other town in the area seems to have
been able to obtain proper facilities, and certainly
the Northam police deserve better facilities than
they have, especially in view of the vast area they
must cover, the number of personnel stationed
there, and the divisions they represent. I say to
the Treasurer that this is an area in which not
much money would have to be spent to provide a
new police complex.

My final remarks are directed to the Minister
for Agriculture. Now that a decision has not been
made in regard to the Northam Research Station,
I trust that he will give the farmers of my district
the chance to debate the matter, and that no de-
cision in regard to the sale of that institute will be
made until after the next State election.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): The
Minister for Agriculture, who would like to reply
to certain questions.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) [12.33 p.m.]: I feel I must make
some reply to the matters raised by the member
for Avon. I can understand his-

Mr Pearce: What about others who want to
speak?

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Pearce: I want to clarify his right of ad-
dress. There are other speakers.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! There is
nothing to clarify. I gave the call to the Minister
for Agriculture.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I do not question your right to
choose between the Minister and me; however,
you did say clearly. "The Minister, in reply".

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): I did
not: I said, in effect, "The Minister would like to
reply to certain questions that were asked." It was
obvious that he would do so. There is no point of
order.

Debate Resumed

Mr OLD: I can understand the concern of the
member for Avon, especially as a result of his
tenuous hold on his electorate. His outburst re-
ported in the local Press-

Mr Mclver: You probably wouldn't have said
anything unless I asked the question. You weren't
going to tell anybody.

Mr OLD: I had no real need-
Mr Mclver: What about the people? Don't they

rate a chance to make family arrangements?
Mr OLD: A final decision has not been made.

It may be that the member needs to be careful
that he does not end up with egg on his race when
he finds out what will be the ultimate use of the
Northam Research Station. I have stated on
many occasions in this House that we must
rationalise our research stations, and we are doing
so.

Some of the allegations made by the member
were not only grossly unfair, but also
inaccurate-they were not becoming of him. Even
he is one who illustrates that he can be fair some-
times, but he has not been on this occasion. Obvi-
ously, he sniffed strongly a little bit of political
advantage in the wind.

At present we are negotiating, but I doubt a
final decision will be made for some time. When
the final decision is made, I assure him that it will
be to the advantage not only of the department,
but also of the people of Northam. At this stage I
am not able or prepared to give any further de-
tails, except to say that I think the ultimate de-
cision will please the local population. It is very
easy for someone to race into print with banner
headlines about what the Minister is doing, and
supposedly how he is trying to pull down the re-
search being carried out in an area.

We are aware of the value of the Avon Valley
to agriculture and the economy. A lot of mischief
was stirred up when the operations of the
Avondale Research Station were scaled down. but
the part of the operation that was scaled down
was non-productive and the amount of research
that has been conducted at the Avondale Re-
search Station has been greater this year than in
previous years. This fact was disclosed at a meet-
ing with the PIA recently. I understand the PIA
has had, or will be having, another meeting in the
area to discuss the matter and it will calculate the
amount of research and effort that is being put
into the Avon Valley.

Some of the remarks that have been made are
unfair, especially one comment in relation to
senior officers of the Department of Agriculture.
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By innuendo only, the member for Avon indicates
that these officers recommended strongly against
the purchase of a property east of Katanning.

Mr Mclver: They were disgusted.
Mr OLD: I suggest that the member names

those officers-
Mr Mclver: Rubbish!
Mr OLD: -or at least produces some evidence;

he is doing something which is totally dishonest in
saying that officers of a department made certain
recommendations. I can assure him that no such
recommendations were made.

Mr Blaikie: He probably got an anonymous
phone call from the member for Gosnells!

Mr OLD: I think he got it in his sleep. The de-
cision to purchase the property at Katanning,
which incidentally for the member for Avon's in-
formation I indicate belonged to Mr D. S. More
and had been on the market for about five
months-not forever-was taken by a committee
which comprised senior officers of my department
and people involved in livestock research in West-
ern Australia, farmers, and scientists. They came
to the decision to purchase the property, but they
looked at properties from N-arrogin to
Onowangerup before making the final decision.

Mr Mclver: What is wrong with having it at
Muresk College?

Mr OLD: They wanted it in the great southern
where sheep production is at its peak and where
stud stock breeders are domiciled. The member
should know that, and if he does not, he should go
home.

Mr McIver: The facilities are already there. It
is a way of life.

Mr OLD: To say the property is not worth the
money, is a lot of hogwash and is indicative of the
member for Avon's mentality with regard to rural
matters. It has salt on it and it did have some
wimntcra rye grass toxicity, and those things were
taken into account because it is an animal breed-
ing and research institute which afforded an op-
portunity for some research to be undertaken on a
farm belonging to the Department of Agriculture,
My department is criticised severely by farmers
when extension officers go out and say, "This is
what we are doing on such and such a research
station". Invariably the cry is that the department
always gets the best farm in the district, so we
should be able to farm well. When we take a farm
that is not the best one in the district we are then
criticised by people of the ilk of the member for
Avon.

I reiterate that there is no desire or intention to
reduce the research input into the Avon Valley.

(165)

When we do decide on the fate of the Northam
Research Station, it will be disposed of to best ad-
vantage to the Government and the people of the
Avon Valley. I am hopeful that after Cabinet con-
siders the proposition which has been put forward,
we may be able to make a statement, albeit not
detailed at this stage, to indicate to the people of
the Avon Valley exactly what the intention of this
Government is, and when those facts are publi-
cised, and if the plan as I envisage it today ma-
terialises-and I have every reason to believe it
will-it will be of great help and advantage to the
people living in that district.

I am aware of the contribution which officers of
the Department of Agriculture make to the com-
munity and it is unfortunate that occasionally we
have to shift people. I have heard it put up to the
Minister for Transport and the Railways Depart-
ment that the shifting of five people from the
town will have an effect on the town. I realise it
will have an effect on the town; the Government is
cognisant of that fact and will endeavour to en-
sure that there is no diminution of population in
the district.

At this stage I do not intend to say any more
about the subject. I repeat that I am terribly dis-
appointed in the member for Avon's attitude. At
times he is unable to take an objective outlook. I.
do not blame him because of the tenuous situation
in his electorate.

Mr Mclver: You can take only so much.
Mr OLD: He is trying to make capital out of

something which he hopes will cause misery to me
and the people of Northam; I have news for
him-it will not cause misery to anyone.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [12.41 p.m.]: I again
raise the matter which I have been raising this
week during question time.

Mr Blaikie: What have you been raising all
week?

Mr PEARCE: During question time I have
been raising the question of the placement of a
tavern next to a primary school in the Heathridge
area.

Mr Nanovich: 1 thought the answer by the
Minister for Urban Development and Town
Planning last night clearly clarified that the fault
lay with the council.

Mr PEARCE: It did not clarify where the fault
lay, if I can put it more succinctly and clearly
than the member for Whitford. There was a good
degree of obfuscation not only by the Minister-

Mr Laurance: Obfuscation? It is the ability to
confuse one's audience, but I think your pronunci-
ation is wrong.
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Mr Bryce: It depends which school you went to.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
Mr Laurance: I am only trying to be helpful,

Mr Acting Speaker.
Mr PEARCE: There were a couple of

inaccuracies and omissions in the Minister's state-
ment. I am particularly concerned at the attitude
of the Minister for Education with regard to this
question, particularly where he deviated in regard
to his claims on this matter from those which
were made by the Minister for Urban Develop-
ment and Town Planning; the Minister for Edu-
cation was clearly factually incorrect and possibly
was making an effort deliberately to mislead the
people with regard to the situation.

I mention firstly the way this matter came be-
fore the House. This makes a point about the de-
gree to which certain Ministers are on top of their
portfolios. On Tuesday I intended to ask the Min-
ister for Education a question about this matter.
He came to me an hour or two before question
time and said he had an appointment and asked if
I had any questions I wanted to raise with him.
To be honest, he did say that if I had any
questions he would miss his appointment and stay
to answer them. I said that the question could
wait a day and so I asked the question of the Min-
ister on Wednesday; but it gave me the oppor-
tunity to put the question first to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning. Last
Tuesday I asked her whether she had overruled a
decision of the Wanneroo Shire Council not to
allow a tavern in close proximity to the
Heathridge Primary School. On Tuesday the
Minister did not know. Her answer was, "In
answer to the member for Gosnells, I have no
knowledge of this matter". She did not know. On
Wednesday I asked the Minister for Education
whether he was aware that this had taken place
and I sought his attitude to taverns being built
next to primary schools, and the Minister for
Education did not know anything about it. He
said that if I wanted to find something out I
should ask the Minister for Urban Development
and Town Planning!

Sitting suspended from 12.45 to 2.1S p.m.
Mr PEARCE: Before I was so rudely

interrupted by the luncheon suspension I was can-
vassing the questions of the approval given by the
Minister for Urban Development and Town
Planning for a tavern to be built next to the
Heathridge Primary School and of the way in
which this matter has been dealt with in the Par-
liament this week.

On Tuesday, I asked the Minister for Local
Government whether she had overruled the

Wanneroo Shire Council in this way and she said
she had no immediate knowledge of it. On
Wednesday, I asked the Minister for Education
whether he was aware of the situation and
whether it was Government policy to allow
taverns to be sited next to primary schools.

Mr Sibson: It is not.
Mr PEARCE: At that stage the Minister for

Education had no knowledge of it, but on
Thursday everyone had become an expert on the
matter and everyone knew about it.

The Minister for Education's attitude has
shown a degree of irresponsibility and I am more
critical of him than I am of the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning because
under the circumstances she has outlined, I can
understand that a tavern next to a primary school
may have seemed a lesser issue in regard to the
sort of matters she has to consider. However, the
Minister for Education has a clear responsibility
to look after the interests of schools.

Mr MacKinnon: Are there other places in this
State where this occurs?

Mr PEARCE: I do not have any knowlege of
that fact.

Mr MacKinnon: It shows your basic lack of
knowledge.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: Liberal members may feel that

taverns should be built next to primary schools.

Mr Nanovich: We do not see that you knuckle
head!

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The mem-

ber for Whitford will not make statements such as
that to other members, and I ask the House to
come to order! I ask the member for Gosnells to
direct his comments to the Chair.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition does not believe
it is good practice to site taverns next to primary
schools.

Mr MacKinnon: Why not?
Mr Nanovich: This is only because your

brother has taken part in it and is criticising the
Minister.

Mr PEARCE: I am about to recount the facts
of the matter if the member for Whitford can
contain himself.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Whitford has a
clear interest in this matter.

Mr Nanovich: Why have I an interest in it?
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Mr PEARCE: I will explain in a moment. I
think the member for Whitford made a foolish
mistake last night in regard to the fight he is
having with the council and he is trying to imply
it is the council's fault. Councils are like Govern-
ments-they come and go-and the council which
is operating in the Wanneroo Shire is a different
council in 1982 from that which was operating in
1979 when this business started.

In 1979 when the original approaches were
made with regard to this matter, the partners in
crime, with the member for Whitford, were the
people who constituted the majority of the coun-
cil.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr NANOVICH-: I take exception to those re-
marks that I was involved in part with the crime
the member referred to and I ask that those words
be withdrawn.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for
Whitford has taken objection to the words used
by the member for Gosnells and I ask the member
for Gosnells to withdraw those remarks.

Mr PEARCE: In fat-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The mem-
ber has taken objection to the words used.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I am rising on a point of order.
My point of order is that the words to which he
has taken objection are not the words I used.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for
Whitford objected to the member for Gosnells
using the words that he was involved with part-
ners in crime. The member for Whitford raised
that objection by way of a request that those
words be withdrawn and I uphold that objection.
The member for Gosnells will find that Standing
Orders do provide for such a withdrawal, and I
ask the member to withdraw those words.

Mr PEARCE: I will certainly, but-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Without qualifi-
cation.

Mir PEARCE: I am seeking to clarify the mat-
ter because I understood the member for
Whitford to say that I had alleged he was
involved in parts of crime.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The remarks that I
heard were "Partners in crime" and I ask the
member for Gosnells to withdraw those remarks.

Withdrawal of Remarks

Mr PEARCE: I withdraw. However, I say they
are his associates in unsavoury practices.

Mr NANOVICI-: I ask the member for
Gosnells to withdraw that last remark, also.

Mr Sibson; Hear, hear!
Mr Hodge: Drongol

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have already
ruled on the first Trmarks that have been made by
the member for Gosnells and he has withdrawn
them. The member for Gosnells has restated his
comments, and I do not see that those remarks
are such that they ought to be withdrawn.

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: The unsavoury practices to
which I have referred are to site a tavern next to a
primary school and that is something that ought
not to be allowed under our town planning ar-
rangements.

Mr MacKinnon: Can you understand the
reason?

Mr PEARCE: If I could make some progress
despite the interjections from the other side of the
House! The point I am making is that it seems to
be part of the member for Whitford's campaign
that he diverts the blame to the council. My ad-
vice is that the records of the Wanneroo Shire
show that no reference has been made to this
proposition and no undertaking was given that a
tavern should be constructed on that site.

Mrs Craig: I was careful to say yesterday that
it was a verbal agreement.

Mr PEARCE: I am further advised that the
council's officers at present are unaware of any
verbal agreement having been made and the coun-
cil records indicate no agreement has been made.

If a verbal agreement has been made on this
matter, the agreement was made by people who
are not involved presently in what might be de-
scribed as a majority group on the Wanneroo
Shire Council. The people who made the verbal
agreement in 1979 are not the people who are in a
position to make those sorts of decisions on the
Wanneroo Shire Council now. They are the
people in whose interests the member for
Whitford has been fighting the present council.

Mr Laurance: I would like to interject to say
that I would expect you to talk about things
which relate to your electorate.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: The member for Whitford is
involved with those people in whose interests he is
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conducting his campaign because they lost out,
election after election.

Mr Nanovich: A complete untruth. You have a
great habit of telling untruths in this House be-
cause you have a filthy tongue.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr PEARCE: I ask a withdrawal of the words
that I am in the practice of telling untruths in this
pla ce.

Mr Nanovich interjected.
Mr PEARCE: You are compounding the felony

now.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: It is the case that to allege a

member has told untruths in this place is a rather
serious matter.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I suggest to
the member for Gosnells and the member for
Whitford, and all members of the House, that
they be moderate in the terms they use. It could
well be that because the Parliament has been sit-
ting for a number of additional hours this week, it
is making the members a little more testy than
normal.

Under the circumstances withdrawal of re-
marks appear to be sought far more readily than
they have been in other days. I ask the member
for Gosnells to be a little more moderate in his
use of adjectives.

Mr PEARCE: I asked for a withdrawal of a re-
mark and you have now asked me to be moderate
in the terms I am using. The member for
Whitford said that I am in the practice of telling
untruths in this place and I sought withdrawal of
that remark. You did not seek to do anything
about that, but you admonished me. I again seek
the withdrawal of the remarks made by the mem-
ber for Whitford that I am in the practice of tell-
ing untruths in this place.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! As I said
earlier in response to the requests made by the
member for Gosnells, I call on the member for
Whitford to withdraw the remark.

Several members interjected.
Mr NANOVICH: I am not prepared to listen

to the mobile bone from Swan. At your request,
Mr Deputy Speaker, I withdraw the remark.

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: Perhaps we can now get on to
the substance of this business-

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I would
suggest to the member for Gosnells that he ad-
dresses his remarks to the Chair. If he does not, it
could appear that he is attempting unnecessarily
to provoke members. I ask the member for
Gosnells to address his remarks to the Chair.

Mr PEARCE: Certainly Mr Deputy Speaker,
but I was merely waiting for the interjections to
subside before I proceeded. I find it difficult to
understand why waiting for silence can be treated
as being provocative. I was waiting for the mem-
ber for Clontarf to finish threatening me in an
unparliamentary way.

The point I was making, before I was rudely
and lengthily interrupted, was that I am advised
that there is no record of the Wanneroo Shire
Council's entering into an undertaking for a
tavern to be built on that particular site.

Mr Nanovich: Has an officer of the Wanneroo
Shire Council told you that?

Mrs Craig: You know that the Wanneroo Shire
Council put forward an amendment.

Mr PEARCE: I am entitled to say, as Minis-
ters say to me, that I am not intending to divulge
the source of my advice.

Mr P. V. Jones: We say in answering questions,
"I am advised by my Department", or whatever.
All we are asking you is where you got your ad-
vice.

Mr PEARCE: When the Minister for Mines
was Minister for Education, he never gave the in-
formation the Opposition sought. I often have
sought the tabling of departmental advice, but it
has never been forthcoming.

Mr P. V. Jones: I am not asking you to table it.
Mr PEARCE: I am advised by the Wanneroo

Shire Council-
Mr Sibson: Which part of it?
Mr PEARCE: -that it has no reference to an

undertaking for a tavern to be constructed.
Mrs Craig: The council inititiated an agree-

ment for that purpose.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister said by way of

interjection, "I was very careful to say it was a
verbal undertaking", which means that the Minis-
ter knows there is no reference to it in any docu-
ments.

Mrs Craig: There is an amendment that was in-
itiated by the shire for the purpose of a tavern.

Mr Sibson: What is more, he knows that.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: In many ways I am getting my-

self cornered on a sidetrack because I am not con-
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cerned whether the council made a verbal agree-
ment or a written undertaking.

M r Sibson: You arc backing off.
Mr PEARCE: 1 am not; it is not germane to

the argument I am putting. If, in fact, there were
such undertakings, and I am not conceding that
there were, I am unable to confirm that such
undertakings were made verbally or in writing.
The point I am making is that the council that
constituted that was composed of friends of the
member for Whitford.

Point of Order

Mr NANOVICH: On a point of order, Mr
Deputy Speaker, those people are not friends of
mine and I do not know why the member for
Gosnells is trying to bring me in as an interested
party.

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

Debate Resumed

Mr Nanovich: Let him say that again and I will
bop him on the nose.

Mr PEARCE: I wonder whether that is con-
trary to some Act or law.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I suggest to
the member for Gosnells that he address his re-
marks to the Chair and ignore the interjections.

Mr PEARCE: I am trying to do that, but there
are so many of them and I am not getting a lot of
protection.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! For the sev-
eral minutes that the member for Gosnells has
been speaking, he continually has waited for
interjections and has answered them. I take the
view that at all times I will endeavour to give the
speaker on his feet the protection of the Chair.
However, if the speaker on his feet does not want
the protection of the Chair, it becomes difficult to
offer that type of protection.

I ask the member to address his remarks to the
Chair and I will endeavour to ensure he is heard,
but the member must realise that there is need for
co-operation on his behalf as well.

Mr PEARCE: I understand that, Mr Deputy
Speaker, and I am prepared to do it. However, the
point I am suggesting to you is that, if you seek
for me to make my remarks to the Chair, is be-
comes your obligation to protect me from
interjections. I am prepared to acknowledge
interjections and deal with them-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I suggest to
the member for Gosnells that he ignore the

interjections and direct his remarks to the Chair.
I will not only give him some degree of protection,
but also will listen to the remarks he makes.

Mr PEARCE: The situation is that the council
running the Wanneroo Shire at the present time is
made up of people who have been elected over the
last two years. Their terms of office began after
the time that any agreement was or was not
made-whatever the case may be. It is not
reasonable to suggest that the present shire coun-
cil can in any way be held responsible for what
has occurred in regard to the construction of a
tavern. The Minister, in overruling the objection
to the tavern, is the person placing the tavern
there. It is not possible to deflect blame onto a
previous council because shire councils change
like Governments change and the change
reflected in the Wanneroo Shire Council will be
reflected here as well and we will not be holding
ourselves responsible-

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: If!I can speak over the member

for Whitford's interjection! We will not be hold-
ing ourselves responsible for verbal agreements
made by this present Government. The shire has
properly objected to the siting of the tavern next
to the primary school in Heathridge. The council
is supported in that view by ratepayers of that
area and most decent people in this State do not
believe taverns should he built near schools.

Irrespective of what happened in 1979, the
Wanneroo Shire Council, in seeking to prevent
the tavern being built, is doing the right thing and
it is being frustrated in that objection by the Min-
ister who has sided with the developer, the Aus-
tralian Guarantee Corporation, which is an off-
shoot of Westpac-the new banking supergroup.
The Minister and the Australian Guarantee Cor-
poration are building the tavern.

Mrs Craig: I have not discussed the matter with
them and. in fact, until you mentioned the name
then, I did not know who were the developers.
That is a matter which I would normally consider
on appeal. Please take my name out of the deals
with people you find it convenient to say I am
associated with.

Mr PEARCE: Despite our arrangement, I al-
lowed that interjection.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: I am amazed that the Minister

can say she does not know who are the developers.
Surely someone had to appeal. Perhaps the Minis-
ter can point out by way of interjection who ap-
pea led if it was not the developer.

5253



5254 [ASSEMBLY]

Mrs Craig: It was done through a legal firm
which is very usual.

Mr PEARCE: And the letter starts, "We act
on behalf of the Australian Guarantee Corpor-
ation." I have seen the letter.

Mrs Craig: Which letter?
Mr PEARCE: The letter of appeal to the Min-

ister.
Mrs Craig: I did not have to read the letter of

appeal. I had to read the report which was put be-
fore me. I am sorry the shire president passes
documents of that sort to people.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: The Minister is not in a position

to prove that allegation; she should be mare re-
sponsible. This is a subline to the point I am mak-
ing about taverns being built next to primary
schools. It is a question of how much the Minister
for Urban Development and Town Planning and
the Minister for Education are on top of their
jobs. When I asked the Minister on Tuesday, she
had no knowledge of the matter.

Mrs Craig: Because it was determined on 6
September. You asked me without notice and you
were not interested in establishing whether I
knew: you were interested in hurling a bit of dirt.

Mr PEARCE: I was interested in establishing
the reasons the Minister allowed a tavern to be
built next to a primary school. Her answer was, "I
do not know".

Mrs Craig: I said I was not aware of the im-
mediate facts.

Mr PEARCE: On Wednesday I asked the Min-
ister for Education the same question, and he was
unaware of it, and referred me to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning.

Mr Clarko: That is not true. I did not say I was
unaware of it. You should withdraw that remark.

Mr PEARCE: Rubbish!
Mr Clarko: The story was in the local papers; I

had seen it there. I chose not to answer a questi on
which I thought should go to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning.

Mr PEARCE: Now it has got the Minister into
trouble.

Mr Clarko: How?
Mr PEARCE: It raises the question of whether

the Minister is on top of his portfolio.
Mr Clarko: You are as inaccurate as this morn-

ing's paper which said I made comments about
massage parlours in schools. You are the person
who used those words.

Mr PEARCE: What a shocking untruth!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The mem-
her for Gosnells will resume his seat. I suggest he
addresses his remarks to the Chair and the House
will make progress.

Mr PEARCE: I am astounded at that shocking
untruth. The Minister for Education was so
intemperate and angry at the unfortunate situ-
ation in which he was landed during question time
last night, he attempted to do what is becoming
only too common on the Government side-to
manufacture an ALP policy. The Minister for
Mines is a prime exponent of manufacturing ALP
policies.

Mr P. V. Jones: Can you tell me one?
Mr PEARCE: The Minister for Education said

very specifically to me in this House in question
time-and I heard it-that the Labor Party
would be putting massage parlours into primary
schools.

Mr Clarko: You used the words "massage par-
lour".

Mr PEARCE: I did not use those words.
Mr Clarko: It is in Hansard. That is the reason

I went on about the morals of the Labor Party,
and homosexuality and drugs. It is in Hansard;
you said "will there be a massage parlour there?".

Mr PEARCE: I did not say that.
Mr Clarko: Do you deny that? Go upstairs and

have a look.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister for Education said

it clearly in this place last night after having been
asked about the desirability of taverns next to
schools, and he sought to deflect the question by
saying in a very intemperate way that the ALP
has an attitude on homosexuality-I cannot re-
member the exact words-and that we will be
putting massage parlours next to schools.

Mr Clarko: I did not say that.
Mr PEARCE: I heard that as clearly as any-

thing.
Mr Davies: So did 1.
Mr PEARCE: I was disgusted.

Point of Order

Mr CLARKO: The allegation that I used the
words "massage parlour" is totally inaccurate. I
request you, Mr Deputy Speaker, to prevent this
person from grossly misleading the House.

Mr Davies: You are misleading it.
Mr CLARKO: I ask you to take steps to check

the Hansard report where you will identify the
words "massage parlour' as being part of an
interjection by the member for Gosnells who said
something like "Will you have a massage parlour
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there?". The reason I referred to the issues of
homosexuality and drugs was that he used those
words.

Mr Pearce: Can my time be suspended while
these points of order are being taken?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The House
will came to order! What is the Minister's point of
order?

Mr CLARKO: The House is being grossly mis-
led.

Mr Pearce: Can I have the time stopped on my
speech?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!!I believe the
Minister for Education will have ample oppor-
tunity to deal with this point in the subsequent de-
bate on this matter. I do not know whether the
remarks that have been made are correct or incor-
rect. The Minister will have the opportunity to re-
fute them at a later stage during the debate.

Mr CLARKO: On a further point of order, I
am not making that point. I am asserting that the
words "massage parlour" are shown in Hansard
in the opposite way to that alleged by the member
for Gosnells. 1 am asking you to take notice of
that because he is telling a falsehood. It is import-
ant that it be put before the House.

Mr Pearce: My time is getting away. The clock
should be stopped.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! In due
course I will do that. I call on the member for
Gosnells, and I will see if I can arrange some-
thing.

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: Three minutes went by. I ap-
preciate the action of the Clerk on that occasion.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The mem-
ber for Gosnells will resume his seat. If the mem-
ber wants to appreciate any action, he can ap-
preciate that of the Chair.

Mr PEARCE: I appreciate the action of the
Chair. It is impossible to assign credit from this
far away, but I am prepared to say -Thank you"
for that. I was not happy to see three to five min-
utes of my time taken up with points of order by
the Minister for Education.

During question time last night and during the
answer given by the Minister for Education, a lot
of interjections were made. Presumably the only
person who has seen the Hansard record is the
Minister for Education because it goes to him for
correction. I sought a Hansard proof of his
answer before the House resumned after lunch. It
is on the desk in front of me, but I have not had
time to look at it. Interjections made by me or

other members are not sent to us in the normal
way.

Mr P. V. Jones interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I will read it, but I want a

guarantee of extension of my time. As I said, a lot
of interjections occurred at the time and it may
well be that the Hansard record was not correctly
taken down.

My colleague, the member for Melville, has
told me he interjected using the term "massage
parlour". It seems that an interjection may have
been ascribed wrongly. It is hardly a matter for
which the Hansard reporters can be blamed be-
cause when interjections come from everywhere,
and no backup system exists, interjections are
often ascribed wrongly by a seat or so. That could
have happened with the interjection by the mem-
ber for Melville being ascribed to me. It happens
occasionally with the member for Fremantle and
myself because our speaking styles are of a com-
parable speed and have a rough similarity.

However, whatever the interjection about the
massage parlour, it came from the member for
Melville. There is no doubt at all that in picking
that up and in making his claims about the Oppo-
sition's attitude to homosexuality and other
things-that we would be putting massage par-
lours into primary schools-

Mr Clarko: I never said that at all.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister denies he said it. I

heard him say it; members on this side of the
House heard him say it.

Mr Clarko: This is false. I did not say.
"mrassage parlours".

Mr PEARCE: Does the Minister say the
Government is not putting primary schools-

M r Cla rko: YouL go on ma ki ng all sorts of statle-
ments about massage parlours and so on. I think
you are wriggling off the hook now. I am not say-
ing you made it. It is ascribed to you; but I did
not use the words "mnassage parlours".

Mr PEARCE: I say that I heard the Minister
for Education say at the end that the ALP would
be putting massage parlours into primary schools
next. I ask the House to consider that I have been
responsible for putting the ALP's attitude to
homosexuality and other matters before-

Mr Clarko: You say it is not your interjection. I
accept that. But, it is in Hansard
-"Pearce"-and you have "massage parlour"
there. That led me to talk about moral matters,
because you used "massage parlours". This is
why. I have been in the Chamber when you per-
sonally have been closely identified with the
legitimisation of homosexuality and the same
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thing with marihuana. That is why I led on to
that because of the interjection, if not by one of
your colleagues-

The SPEAKER: Order! I have just resumed the
Chair, and I am a little mystified. It would appear
that the Minister for Education is making a
speech, and that the member for Gosnells is at-
tempting to interject. May I suggest that the
interjections cease and that the member for
Gosnells make his speech?

Mr PEARCE: I heard the Minister for Edu-
cation say that. He wants to say he did not. We
have gone through it four times;, and I will not go
through it again.

Mr Clarko: You are wrong, but you are back-
ing down again.

Mr PEARCE: I am not backing down. 1 heard,
and other members of the Opposition heard, the
Minister say that the Opposition would put mass-
age parlours in schools next. Now he is at-
tempting to save himself or his ministerial col-
league-

Mr Clarko: Why would I be defending
people-

Mr PEARCE: The Minister would do that in
an attempt to get himself off the hook. He is the
one involved in the business of putting taverns
next to primary schools.

Mr Clarko: The words were used by the Oppo-
sition. It is printed in Hansard now.

Mr PEARCE: Well, it is wrong. We have only
the Minister's word. I am just trying to put a
couple of points-

Mr Clarko: We have only your word that it is
wrong; and it is not very strong.

Mr PEARCE: All we have is the Minister's
word that it is wrong. I heard him say it; members
of the Opposition heard him say it.

Mr Clarko: You are the one who is wrong, and
you are squealing.

Mr PEARCE: It is reported in The West Aus-
fralian of this morning that the Minister said that.

Mr Clarko: That is wrong. That is where you
got it from.

Mr PEARCE: Thai is not where I got it. For
heaven's sake, it is there-

Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: You are saying you do not believe

Hansard, but you believe The West Australian.
Mr Shalders: Who is right and who is wrong?
Mr PEARCE: I am not saying there is necess-

arily a contradiction, because I heard the Minis-
ter say it-

Mr Davies: I heard him say it, too.

Mr PEARCE: And the reporter for The West
Australian heard him say it. In the dozens of
interjections, it may have been that the Hansard
reporter did not get it down. That is not an un-
common practice. I speak quickly, and sometimes
I have to put into the Hansard record things
which I said, but which the reporter did not take
down. I am not attacking Hansard-

Mr Clarko: You have done it already.

Mr PEARCE: It comes back to the point that
you, Sir, made a couple of days ago, that there is
a very urgent need for a back-up tape system in
this House so that these things can be clarified.

I heard the Minister for Education say those
words; and the reporter for The West Australian
heard the Minister for Education say them. If the
Minister wants to deny that, I say that the
H4ansard reporter did not get it down. That is not
a contradiction, The position is that the Minister
said it;, and if he wants to deny it, let him deny it
at some other time and not during my speech.

Mr Nanovich: Absolute stupidity in the ex-
t reme.

Mr PEARCE: While we are dealing with the
Minister-

Government members interjected.

Mr Clarko: You have said what I said. Where
is your proof?

Mr Davies: I heard you say it.

Mr Clarko: I did not say it. It is in there as
your interjection.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order!

Mr Davies: I move that the House do now ad-
j ourn!

Mr PEARCE: I have been speaking for nearly
30 minutes, and I am still on my first point. I
would have been speaking for only 10 minutes of
my time.

A further proposition I want to deal with relat-
ing to the Minister for Education-

Mr Laurance: You have become merely a pup-
pet for the Shire of Wanneroo. You never talk
about anything else!

Mr PEARCE: If the Minister for Lands is to
start saying he supports the establishment of
taverns next to primary schools, I will send a let-
ter to every school in his electorate advising them
that he would like to have taverns next to the
schools.
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Mr Laurance: It is a dereliction of duty. You
never talk about anything in this House except
the Wanneroo Shire.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: I am astounded that the Govern-

ment should place a tavern next to a primary
school. I am astounded further that it should at-
tempt to defend itself in this manner- I would
have thought that would be the kind of matter-

Mr Laurance: There is a place down the other
end of the metropolitan area called Gosnells.
Have you ever heard of that? Dereliction of duty!

Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, I had an arrange-
ment with your predecessor in the Chair that I
would address the Chair, and the interjections
would be stopped.

Mr Blaikie: And what were you going to do?
Mr PEARCE: I am addressing the Speaker di-

rectly. I am not even looking at this fellow who
was speaking a moment or two ago.

Government members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Laurance: Pay attention to the Wanneroo

Shire.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: If the Minister for Lands is un-

able to appreciate that schools are a part of edu-
cation-and as the Opposition spokesman, I am
responsible, for heaven's sake, for schools all over
the State-he would be surprised-

Mr Clarko: But you are not responsible.
Government members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: He is. Nobody else is.
Mr Clarko: Why did you make that comment?

This is gross paranoia! What are you-
The SPEAKER: Order! I called "Order!" at

least three or four times, and the interjections
continued from both sides of the House. If the
interjections continue, I will have to take action.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister for Education
suggested that, in fact, the tavern in this case was
not next to the primary school; but the plans show
very clearly that the land which has been ex-
tracted from the planned area for cultural pur-
poses to which he has alluded, in fact, is behind
the tavern site in this way: There is a street; then
there is the tavern site; and behind the tavern site,
looking along the school boundary fence, is the
future cultural area or cultural facility that is to
be built. It is a small part of the land which has
been excised for this purpose. A nine-metre wide

strip runs between the tavern and the school
boundary.

Mrs Craig: The school playing area, because
the school building area is across another street.

Mr PEARCE: I have already said it is not
where the buildings are. The school site, as I said,
is an area of land bounded by boundaries, and I
am talking about where the boundaries run. I am
referring to the boundary of the school
site-admittedly the playing Fields, although in
some ways that is worse, because it means that at
recess times or at lunch time the kids will be
playing near the tavern site; and in the classrooms
they will not be able to see the tavern site. All the
children would see in the classroom would be the
classroom walls.

if the Minister for Education wants to protect
his ministerial colleagues by saying that the
tavern is not next to the primary school, he is not
telling the truth.

Mr Clarko: Do not keep stretching it out. You
have sisid it once or twice. You should remember
that t here is a nine-metre gap; and there is a com-
munity centre as well. Then on the opposite side
of the school-I am not saying it is the most mar-
vellous thing-, but you have already gone on at
some length about the matter. Haven't you made
your point?

Mr PEARCE: I have made my point many
times. More than half of my speech time has been
taken on this matter. If members opposite had
been prepared to be silent and listen, the whole
thing would have been over a long time ago. That
is why, in fact, this is taking a long time.

Government members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I have other matters to raise

during the course of this speech and I do not have
a great deal of time during which to do so. How-
ever, let me say I am disappointed to Find that not
only is the Government unrepentant in its attitude
with regard to placing a tavern next to the
Heathridge Primary School, but also it is de-
fending its stance in such a trenchant way that it
must raise very grave questions in everybody's
minds about its competence in either the town
planning or education areas.

I shall deal with one other educational matter
in the eight minutes left to me, and it relates to
the Liddelow report of the WA College of Ad-
vanced Education. I have read the Liddelow re-
port, which I understand is a distinct departure
from the Minister's practice, because when I
asked him a week or so ago whether he had read
it, he said that he had not read it, but had sent it
off for somebody else to read.
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Mr Clarko: I did not say that. That is false.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister did say that, but I

do not intend to spend the time left to me dis-
cussing the matter.

Mr Clarko: Why say it then?

Mr PEARCE: Because the Minister said it. If
the Minister wants to debate this matter, he
should stand up and use the time available to him
to do so.

Mr Clarko: You are an angry little ant!
Mr Bryce: You are very vicious, aren't you?
Mr PEARCE: The Minister is vicious when he

is losing. Unlike the member for Whitford, the
Minister tries to start the argument and it is only
when he loses the argument that he turns to petty
viciousness.

The point with regard to the Liddelow report is
not whether the Minister has read it-I hope he
has, but, if not, it is to be hoped he will read it at
some stage, although I do not care whether the
Minister reads it, because, if he does not do any-
thing about it before next March, that will be the
best situation, as thereafter it will be ignored-

Mr Laurance: Get back onto your subject!
Mr PEARCE: Yesterday I spoke to a rally of

300 students of the WA College of Advanced
Education.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: I am seeking to conclude my re-

marks in the six minutes remaining to me. I am
not being assisted by members on the Government
side.

Mr Sibson: You are not being assisted by that
side, either, If you want to make a speech, why
don't you do so, without expecting assistance?

Mr PEARCE: I have been trying to make a
speech and members opposite have been so hurt
that they have been attempting to shout me down.
People, particularly those like the member for
Bunbury, are not in the right league when they
try that sort of thing in this place, and I suggest
the member quietly goes back to sleep.

I refer to the WA College of Advanced Edu-
cation and the attitude taken there, not only with
regard to studcnts-which is the point I particu-
larly wish to raise-but also with regard to the
whole institution. At the outset, I make my pos-
ition quite clear: I have no confidence in the Di-
rector of the WA College of Advanced Education
(Dr Jecics). Last year the Commonwealth forced
a situation on the college. At least the former
Minister for Education made statements which
were almost as trenchant as mine on the concept

and opposed the forced amalgamation of the four
Colleges of Advanced Education.

The amalgamation was carried out by the
Commonwealth on the grounds of cost saving, but
it is now costing something like $125 000 a year
more to run the institution and that money is all
being spent on administration and not education.
As a cost-saving measure, it had the normal lack
of success that one has come to expect from the
Federal Government's cost-saving measures-it
costs a bomb!

That forced amalgamation has been an excuse
for an exercise in empire building, the like of
which the Government has not seen previously in
the tertiary education sector.

The point I am making is that this exercise in
empire building is very much a pyramidal-sort of
empire which puts tremendous power into the
hands of the director and council and that runs
contrary to all decent educational practice, not
only in tertiary education, but also, these days,
even to some extent in primary and secondary
education where a real effort is made to involve-

Extension of Time
Mr BRYCE: I move-

That the member for Gosnells' time be ex-
tended by 15 minutes.

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

Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Davies
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr H-assell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Carr
Mr Evans
M r T. H. Jones
Mr Tonkin
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Barnett

Ayes 15
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
M r Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 21
Mr Mensaros
M r O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

Pairs
Noes

Mr Watt
Mr Tubby
Mr Coyne
Mr Spriggs
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodenian
Mr P. V. Jones

(Teller)

(Teller)

Motion thus negatived.
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Debate Resumed
Mr PEARCE: I am sorry the House denied me

the opportunity to make up for the time I have
lost as a result of interjections. Perhaps I could
have an uninterrupted three minutes to finish off
the point I was making.

The SPEAKER: Order! If the memnber for
Gosnells did not answer the interjections he would
have a better chance to make his speech.

Mr PEARCE: I have not answered
interjections for the last five minutes.

The SPEAKER: You have been very good.

Mr PEARCE: The WA College of Advanced
Education, contrary to all decent education prac-
tice in tertiary institutions and elsewhere, which
emphasises the need to involve not only students,
but also staff in decision-making processes, is
making a very real effort to centralise all power in
the director and the council. Not only does it seek
to ignore the views and wishes of staff and
students, but also it seeks actively to exclude them
from the discussion and decision- making pro-
cesses at every level, to the point where 300 angry
students came out yesterday-in the middle of
examination time for some and days before the
beginning of examination time for others-to ex-
press their anger in no uncertain terms.

Dr Jecks and the council of the WA College of
Advanced Education are making a mess of that
institution in their endeavours to build a very
large empire. Something drastic needs to be done
before the potential reputation of that institution
and the past reputations of those four constituent
members of the institution are destroyed forever.
What sort of a teacher training institution do we
have which does not even include studenit-centred
activities as part of its own programme, but rigor-
ously excludes them?

I ask the Minister for Education to take himself
down to this college in the next day or two and
tell the director and the council in no uncertain
terms that it is not following educationally ac-
cepted practice.

Mr Clarko: What about specific points?
Mr PEARCE: Because of the way the Minis-

ter's friends voted just now, I do not have time-
Mr Clarko: Then you cannot say-
Mr PEARCE: The Minister cannot ask me to

be specific when I have just a few seconds remain-
ing.

Mr Clarko: You cannot give one.
Mr PEARCE: If the Minister were to move for

an extension of my time, I could do so.

Mr Clarko: Why should I?

Mr PEARCE: Then the Minister cannot expect
answers. The Minister should tell those people
that if tertiary education in this State is to be
served properly, they must pull their heads in and
lift their game.

Mr Clarko: I won't be doing it.

MR HODGE (Melville) [3.07 p.m.]: I wish to
comment on a matter included in this year's Gen-
eral Loan Fund under the heading "Public
Works-Hospitals", and I refer to the ill-fated
Royal Perth Hospital north block extension. I will
briefly cover the history of this work. For those
members who are not familiar with the project, I
indicate that it is the grey skeleton of a building
on Wellington Street, situated directly opposite
the main RPH building.

The project to build the RPH- north block ex-
tension was announced in 1975 by the then Minis-
ter for Health (the Hon. N. E. Baxter). He said
the work would go ahead at a total estimated cost
of $25.5 million and would take five years to com-
plete; that is, it would be completed in 1980.

In February 1976, an item appeared in The
Sunday Times dated 22 February under the head-
ing "Six storeys not seven", and the article read-

Government economy measures have
forced a reduction in the size of the new
north block planned for Royal Perth Hospi-
tal.

The State Government has decided that
the building should be reduced from seven
storeys to six, necessitating the deletion of
some operating theatres and pharmaceutical
and stores areas.

Further on it read-
"However, the north block will still cost

about $30 million and will be bigger in floor
area than the existing main building of
RPH."

Further on it read-
..but the building is not expected to be

ready for use until 1982.
So, from the initial announcement in 1975 to
February 1976 we see quite a dramatic change in
the fortunes of the north block extensions. It had
been reduced from seven to six storeys, the esti-
mated cost had risen from $25.5 million to $30
million, and the anticipated completion date had
moved from 1980 to 1982. This indicates a rather
dramatic deterioration in the fortunes of this proj-
ect.

In the 15 June 1980 edition of The Sunday
Times, an article appeared under the heading
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"Royal Perth Hospital's efficiency in danger" and
it read as follows-

A go-ahead on urgent expansion to Royal
Perth Hospital hinges on the WA Govern-
ment loan program for 1980/8 1.

Major work on the planned north wing of
the hospital ground to a halt over a year ago
and patients and staff have suffered
cramped, inadequate facilities.

Hospital authorities say the situation has
become so grim the efficiency of RPH is at
stake.

"The longer we leave things the more inef-
ficient they become." Mr V. Driscoll, RPH
administrator, said yesterday.

The hospital needs $55 million, on today's
figures, to complete the planned north wing
of the hospital.

A little further on-

..the new wing could continue and it
would be 1985 before the extension was oper-
ational."

So we see a further dramatic change in the cir-
cumstances surrounding the north block exten-
sion. The estimated cost of the work has risen
from $25.5 million to $55 million and the
completion date has been extended to 1985, when
the initial announcement had indicated the
completion date would be 1980.

A further article on this subject concerned an
announcement by the then Premier (Sir Charles
Court) and appeared in The West Australian of
14 August. Sir Charles was quoted as saying that
eight per cent of the building had been completed
to that date and the revised estimated cost was
now $68.650 million. He was further quoted as
saying the delay had been caused by lack of funds
and replanning because of technological change.
So here we have a further indication of significant
alteration from the period June to August 1980.
The estimated cost had risen from $55 million to
$68.650 million; this indicates a 200 per cent in-
crease in the estimated cost since the initial an-
nouncement was made in 1975.

On 6 September 1980 an article appeared in
The West Australian under the heading "Claims
on Royal Perth Hospital untrue: Young" and the
article read-

The Minister for Health, Mr Young, has
described as nonsense claims that the expan-
sion of Royal Perth Hospital will not be com-
pleted because of the rate of Government
spending-

Completion of the north block was ex-
pected to take five years, he said.

The cost of the extensions was estimated at
$60 million.

Further on it stated-

Mr Young said that work had not stopped
on the north block.

Changing circumstances had resulted in
some areas being redesigned.

That article is contradictory to what the Premier
had said some months before, because he had said
the estimated cost for the work was $68.6 million
whereas the Minister for Health indicated it was
$60 million. At that stage the Minister for Health
was still denying that work on the building had
stopped; he was saying it would go ahead and be
completed by 1985.

One of the most recent references to the north
block extension was a report in The West Aus-
tralian of 27 May this year relating to comments
made by the Minister for Health when he opened
the new ward and podium block at Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital. The article read-

NEW plans for the development of the
north block of Royal Perth Hospital will be
announced by the Minister for Health, Mr
Young, next week.

The Minister did not announce the plans for the
extension that next week or any other week that
followed, and 24 weeks have expired since he
made the promise that the plans would be an-
nounced the following week. The plans still have
not been announced.

Dr Dadour: Can I tell you something?
Mr HODGE: Yes.
Dr Dadour: I was one of those responsible for

stopping that.
Mr HODGE: Were you!
Dr Dadour: To put it into housing instead.
Mr HODGE: I draw the attention of members

to the Loan Estimates Speech made by the pre-
vious Treasurer, Sir Charles Court, on I5 October
198t. Under the heading, "Hospital and Health
Services" he said-

An amount of $300 000 is to be provided
to enable Royal Perth Hospital to engage a
consultant to assist in re-assessing plans for
the North Block with the aim of reducing the
cost of the project before a commitment is
made to proceed with further expenditure.

So, $300000 was allocated in 1981-82 for
planning and design of the north block.

Dr Dadour: Too much!
Mr HODGE: It was too much, and it was com-

pletely wasted, because those plans and designs
were never gone ahead with-they were scrapped
and still have not been proceeded with.
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In fact, the position is much worse than it ap-
pears. Instead of the Government's spending only
the $300 000 allocated, this year's General Loan
Fund Estimates show for 1981-82 the actual ex-
penditure of $476 313 on design for the Royal
Perth Hospital, and a further $138 890 on
replanning for stage two. So, last year the north
block had approximately $600 000 spent on it for
designing and planning-money that was wasted,
poured down the drain because no work pro-
ceeded-and this year a further $500 000 has
been allocated for more designing and replanning.
Where will all this end?

There is an obvious absence of any allocation
for construction work; each year the Government
merely allocates a few hundred thousand dollars
for replanning and redesign, and at the end of
each year it scraps the new plan and design and
allocates another few hundred thousand dollars to
start the process all over again. As I have said, in
the 1981-82 financial year more than $0.5 million
was wasted on planning and design for that north
block, and for the best part of two years no practi-
cal work has been carried out on that building.

In this Budget the Treasurer allocated a further
$0.5 million for more planning and design work,
but what will happen at the end of this year? Will
that new plan and design be scrapped again? Will
the plan be torn up and the Government next year
provide another few hundred thousand dollars for
more planning and design? The situation is
ludicrous; we already have spent well over $1
million by way of the last Budget and this in
planning and design work while the Government
knows very well it has no intention and no money
to proceed with the building.

It is time the Government came to a decision
and announced its intention. The Minister made
the announcement to which I have referred way
back in May that he would make the big an-
nouncement about the future of the north block
"next week". He never made that announcement,
and merely another $500 000 was allocated to
keep everyone quiet and to Live the Government a
bit of breathing space and to save it more embar-
rassment because it would not proceed with a ny
construction work. The time has come for the
Government to come clean and to announce
whether it intends to build that building or it finds
itself embarrassed financially and not in a pos-
ition to proceed with the building and, therefore,
will permanently abandon its construction.

The Government should not each year continue
to waste the money of taxpayers on planning and
design work just to scrap those plans and designs
in order to start the process again the following
year. This process is probably a lucrative source

of income to the companies or individuals who
manage to get the contracts each year to replan
and redesign this building.

With health funds so short in this State each
year, and with all the cut-backs in hospital oper-
ational fields and staff levels, the funds wasted in
last year's Budget and this year's could well have
been put to a much better purpose if the Govern-
ment in fact has no real intention of ever
completing that building.

The Government should come to grips with the
problem. If it cannot find the money after explor-
ing every avenue, and determines that to complete
the construction of the building is not realistic, it
should make an announcement to that effect and
stop wasting further allocations on quite senseless
and useless plans and designs.

If the Government were to try to finish that
building by 1985, as the latest promise seems to
indicate, it would have to start allocating enor-
mous amounts of money in each Budget until
1985, and probably in the area of $30 million in
each of the next three years because the cost is
escalating at an alarming rate. To finish that
building we now need in the vicinity of $70
million on top of the roughly $10 million already
spent. The rate of inflation is escalating the cost
at such a rate that unless those vast amounts in
the order of $30 million are provided each year in
the next three years, that building will never be
completed.

The building seems to be doomed to be an em-
barrassment, a white elephant, a monument to the
ineptitude and lack of foresight and planning of
this State Government.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.23 p.m.]: I take
this opportunity to make a few remarks about
quarantine matters. I know that in another debate
the member for Merredin expressed how import-
ant it is that quarantine matters should be
handled efficiently.

Last night I attended a public meeting at
Northam at which many farmers were present.
and at which a motion was carried which more or
less congratulated the officers of the Agriculture
Protection Board and the Department of
Agriculture on the work they are doing at this
stage to try to protect Western Australian
farmers from the introduction of unwanted pests.

The farmers went on to say that perhaps the
situation could be strengthened to help those
officers to carry out their very important
responsibilities on behalf of all farmers, and
Western Australians generally. It is this matter to
which I wish to draw the attention of the House.
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I am pleased the Minister for Agriculture is in
the Chamber. Perhaps he will take action on these
suggestions, or, certainly, have them investigated
to determine whether he can support them with
the same degree of enthusiasm as they were sup-
ported at the meeting I attended last night. 1 re-
iterate that the people at that meeting were not
critical of the work being done at this time by the
officers to whom I have referred; the people at the
meeting were really seeking extra assistance to be
given to those officers to carry out their work.

At the meeting it was felt that the penalties for
breaches of quarantine regulations should be in-
creased substantially. At the moment, the maxi-
mum penalty provided under the Act and the
regulations is $500. Considering the value of
today's currency and the fact that the people who
might offend these regulations could believe that
the amount they would gain by bringing in stock
or machinery from the Eastern States illegally
would justify the risk of $500, the maximum pen-
alty should be reviewed. I believe that to be so,
and 1 consider I have the Support of all thinking
people, especially farmers, when I say that the
maximum penalty should be reviewed upwards
from $500.

At that meeting it was felt also that greater
responsibilities should be placed on the shoulders
of the Eastern States inspectors. After all, they
give the certificates to allow stock-possibly
machinery as well, but certainly stock--to come
into this State. I do not know how greater re-
sponsibility could be placed on their shoulders,
but I think the suggestion has merit. Recently a
shipment of sheep with foot rot came into the
State, and presumably that shipment had been in-
spected and certified before it left the Eastern
States.

Another point raised at that meeting was that
the cost of surveillance of properties on which
stock are held eventually should be borne by the
person importing the stock from the Eastern
States.

It was pointed out at that meeting that these
properties on which the stock Finally arrive are
under surveillance and the funds presently
available do not compensate these people. If they
feel that by purchasing stock from the Eastern
States they are economically advantaged, they
should meet the costs of the surveillance.

Another point for consideration was that
machinery be cleaned before its departure from
the Eastern States and if ih fails to pass the in-
spection tests in Western Australia, it be returned
to its point of origin. We all realise the
tremendous incentive that will provide for people

to ensure that the job is carried out efficiently in
the Eastern States. The cost of returning this
machinery to the Eatern States would be prohibi-
tive and if the onus were on the person importing
the machinery, he would ensure it took place. This
will ensure risks are further reduced.

Mr Blaikie: The other thing that is important to
the Western Australian Act is that the most satis-
factory and adequate methods of detection should
be available because the infiltration of those
things could cost tens of thousands or millions of
dollars.

Mr STEPHENS: I thank the member for
Vasse for virtually supporting my remarks. No-
body should underestimate the value to Western
Australia's economy of the agricultural industry
nor the costs of eradicating any of these pests
which could be introduced by people who may
only be trying to save a few bob for themselves
and who do not have an altruistic motive of trying
to help people in drought-stricken areas in the
Eastern States. They are trying to make or save
money. The farmers' meeting last night clearly
adopted the opinion that, in eases where that is in-
deed their aim, the onus and the costs for this
should be borne by the people concerned.

Iam drawing these points to the Minister's at-
tention. We are in the dying days of this Parlia-
menit, but perhaps the Minister could rush this
through and take any necessary action. Certainly
what is permissible under the regulations could be
rushed through as it would receive the support of
both Houses and would not delay us in any way.

Mr Blaikie: Further to that point, the most im-
portant-

Mr STEPHENS: The member for Vasse has
not spoken yet and if he thinks that my speech is
so good, he can get up after me and make his own
contribution to the debate.

Mr Blaikie: I am a good supporter.

Mr STEPHENS: I think the people would like
to read my speech and not the one the member for
Vasse is trying to make from his seat. I point out
that nearly all the points I will mention received
unanimous support at the farmers' meeting.

The next point was that additional staff be pro-
vided in areas of increased work load. This par-
ticularly refers to the case where a large consign-
ment of stock comes in from the Eastern States
and additional staff may be sent to Kalgoorlie;
this is done by withdrawing those staff from
existing positions within the State, and that is not
desirable because it is essential that the APB in-
spectors are scattered throughout the State con-
ducting surveillance and when they are sent to
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Kalgoorlie, this represents a weakness, so ad-
ditional staff should be available.

Another point made at this meeting was that
the inspection fee is only 3c and it is considered
that this is totally inadequate in today's economic
climate; I do not mean that the farmers are get-
ting a great return on their stock, but that the
purchasing power of 3c is ridiculous. The cost of
inspection should be borne by those people who
are bringing stock into this State, and the inspec-
tion charge should be lifted. The farmers felt
strongly that the costs of eradication of any weed
infestation should be borne by the farmer respon-
sible.

That is the situation under the existing regu-
lations. It is unfortunate that a property could be
affected because of machinery being imported
from other States, but these pests could spread
from property to property and presently there is
no provision under which the farmer responsible
can be charged to pay the costs associated with
eradication of these pests on adjoining properti es.

Another point on which the farmers feel
strongly is the length of wool on sheep. The sheep
should be strictly supervised. Mention was made
that, with some sheep, the coats are not trimmed
properly, and perhaps greater attention should be
given to that area.

I strongly support the recommendations made
at the farmers' meeting in regard to quarantine.
This had unanimous support at the meeting and I
trust the Minister will give urgent attention to
this problem and see that the suggestions made
are taken up.

I repeat that we are not being critical of the
work that presently is being done. The farmers
just want to ensure that the people responsible
will more adequately protect farmers and the
agricultural industry in Western Australia.

I am pleased that the Minister for Education is
here because I now mention the Mt. Barker hostel
which has been a problem in the district since the
Mt Barker High School's status was raised to a
senior high school in 1973. A district hostel com-
mittee was associated with the high school, and
the Government has consistently refused to give it
assistance. The committee has shown great in-
itiative and after being refused the hostel, the
people came up with the idea of a four-night hos-
tel. The committee had the financial support of
the shire and the local people and for several
years they funded and ran a four-night hostel con-
taining 16 beds. The hostel runs at a marginal
profit, but it requires further assistance and sup-
port. Additional beds are required and the local
people do not have the capacity to provide them.

There has been a continual appeal to the
Government to provide funds for these extra beds
and the argument the Government always ad-
vances is that there is surplus accommodation in
Albany. Because someone made a mistake in
Albany, is no justification for denying the Mt.
Barker Senior High School its right to have a
four-night hostel. If the Government is sincere,
why is it not giving the Mt. Barker hostel
financial assistance? Finance apparently is being
provided to the Katanning hostel which originally
had 40 beds and now has 100 beds. The argument
could be advanced that the people in the
Katanning area could have taken advantage of
the surplus accommodation in Albany. It seems
that the Government can use that argument in
one situation, but not in the other. I do not want
to deny the Katanning people that facility; I am
just pointing out that a double standard argument
is being advanced by the Government. I do not
intend to rest on this subject and I feel confident
that the results of the next election will be such
that the people of Mt. Barker eventually will
achieve their wish of finance for their hostel. A
change in numbers in this House will no doubt en-
sure that.

The final matter I wish to raise relates to de-
centralisation. Much has been said about this sub-
ject over the years and the public has come to ac-
cept the fact that decentralisation is talked about;
and politicians and Government are strong on
rhetoric, but very weak on action.

Anyone who has read the report Transport
2000 must be concerned about the direction in
which this Government is headed. That report
predicts that by the year 2000 the population of
Perth will be 1.5 million. At present our popu-
lation is in the order of 850 000, so that is an in-
crease of 750 000 people. I could not see any
reference in the report to the total population of
WA, but I think the country population will con-
tinue to decline. An area of one million square
miles will have a concentration of population from
Bunbury to Moore River and no advantages or
services for people living outside that area, unless
there is anything left over. This is a frightening
situation and it is another area where politicians
will have to take greater action to ensure that
effective decentralisation is carried out.

I come from the southern area of the State,
which has no suitable industrial complexes. Years
ago an area was set aside, but it was found that it
was in the area set aside for bore water so it could
niot be used as an industrial site. It seems that
whenever an area of land is considered for an in-
dustrial complex, such problems as pollution or
the existence of an underground water stream
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mean that the area cannot be used for that indus-
trial complex.

The area close to Albany has some of the most
picturesque country in this State and it is a great
tourist attraction. I do not think we could associ-
ate an industrial complex with that popular tour-
ist area so I hope the Government will consider
Narrikup, which is situated between Albany and
Mt Barker. It is closer to the rail service and not
far from Denmark so a complex could be accom-
modated there without causing a problem to tour-
ism or with pollution of underground water. A
complex in that area would be more regional than
the one at Albany because the areas of Denmark
and Mt. Barker would service it. People could live
in the picturesque area of Denmark. I believe the
Narrikup area would be ideal for that centre.

I know that an industrial complex would not
create industries. Incentives create industries and
I always have advocated that capital incentives in
themselves are marginal. We should be looking at
freight rates and continuing advantages to indus-
try. I hope the Government will pay attention to
the remarks I have raised. I support the Bill.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) 13.40 p.m.]: I
wish to draw attention to a few matters during
this debate, the first of which relates to the sec-
tion of Albany Highway which has been the sub-
ject of a consultant's report. The section is be-
tween Welshpool and Nicholson Roads, and most
of it is in my electorate. Parts of this road system
are located in the electorates of Victoria Park and
Canning.

Several evenings ago I was fortunate that the
three members concerned with this matter con-
sidered that one of us should be at the meeting
called by the consultant and the council to gain an
input from the people in the area, to assist them
to make a final decision.

It was decided I should attend the meeting and
I was rather pleased because this House sat until
2.00 am.! I gained some knowledge about the
thoughts of the people concerned and noted that
this section of Albany Highway is considered to
be the worst in Australia for traffic congestion.
That being the case the Main Roads Department
and the MRPA should provide money immedi-
ately to realign the road in order to solve this
problem.

At the meeting the consultant asked the people
to place their input on paper. The people came up
with a solution that would probably solve the
problem. If a certain section between Manning
and Nicholson Roads is not bypassed in the near
future, additional chaos will occur. The Carousel
Shopping Centre is building up and Australia

Post has opened a new postal centre with the op-
erations transferred from Bentley. All this is gen-
erating more traffic to the centre.

If members wished to travel there now they
would not have a good run through from the time
they left the Bentley area. They would run into a
traffic block and take up to half an hour to pro-
ceed to Nicholson Road.

No alternative route is available if one wishes
to travel to Gosnells, Thornlie, and the region east
of that section of the road. It would seem that the
Government should give considera ton to the allo-
cat ion of funds for roads where necessary. I ask
the Treasurer to give this matter urgent attention
because it is causing considerable congest ion to
traffic.

It is all very well for engineers in the MRPA to
have grandiose ideas for extensions to roads and
extensions to the northern suburbs, but there is no
area which cannot wait until the problem of
Albany Highway is solved. This would undoubt-
edly be worth millions of dollars in time to com-
merce and to those people who constantly use that
section of the highway. I have drawn the Govern-
ment's attention to this matter because in my opr
inion the highway shuold be upgraded or
bypassed this financial year. I do not raise this
matter because it is in my area, but engineers are
saying it is the worst section of highway in any
capital city in Australia. Government
departments and the local authority concerned
should consult with one another in order to solve
this problem immediately.

Mr O'Connor: I cannot disagree with you. It is
a dreadful piece of road, particularly that two-
mile section.

Mr JAMIESON: The two-kilometre section
between Manning Road and Nicholson Road is
the worst section of the highway. The remaining
sections have arterial roads leading from the high-
way and the problem is not as great.

Recently an overpass was constructed in front
of the Carousel Shopping Centre and this greatly
assists the pedestrians, but it does not help the
motorists, If there is an accident on the offending
section of the highway, the traffic becomes
chaotic and motorists are held up for at least an
hour.

I always have been careful in broaching the
subject of the determination of the parliamentary
salaries and allowances tribunal. For some years
now I have been advocating that the Leader of the
Opposition experiences at least the same pressures
as those members in ministerial positions. When I
was Leader of the Opposition I considered that
the pressures were greater than the pressures on a
Minister.
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The Leader of the Opposition is always in de-
mand and he does not have the support groups
that the Ministers have in their various portfolios.
I investigated the salary ranges of politicians in
other States and I found that on not one occasion
was the Leader of the Opposition paid less than a
ministerial salary. I corresponded with the
tribunal and advocated that the Leader of the Op.
position's salary should be increased to that of a
Minister. However, I ran into a situation where
Sir Keith Townsing of the tribunal told me that
he had examined the salaries Structures Of Other
States and that what I had said was not correct.

I carried out further research and found that
technically I was wrong. Under the Federal
Government's salaries structure there is a differ-
ence between the salary of a Minister and a Cabi-
net Minister, but in the other States all Ministers
receive the salary of a Cabinet Minister. We have
now been advised that Sir Keith Townsing has
agreed with the proposal I have put forward and
from I January 1983 the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in this State will receive the salary of a
Minister.

I always have been careful in raising the sub-
ject of salaries. I never have liked the idea of one's
setting one's own salary and often, if it is set by
someone else, it is not a satisfactory situation. I
think it is comparative justice that the Leader of
the Opposition's salary should be increased and
the present position has not been to the credit of
Sir Keith Townsing. H-e should not have adopted
the -dog- in-the-ma nger" attitude that he did in
resisting requests for this increase.

Members of this House heard the member for
Ascot speaking of a number of electronic devices
that could be introduced in this Parliament for
the benefit of members. We were informed that
electronic devices were installed in Parliaments in
the United States and that video systems are used
for the comparison of Statutes. I would like to re-
mind members that the only electronic device that
we have in this Parliament is the digital clock and
it is a handy device.

Since I came into this place I have been
advocating an electronic voting system. Before we
introduce any fancy systems into this place, this
matter should be considered in order to stop the
nonsense of our crossing the floor during div-
isions. It is absolute stupidity. We have followed
the House of Commons which does not have
enough seats for its members and operates under
a different system. It is high time that we had a
facility which would enable us to record our votes
rather than the current system. Perhaps you, Mr
Acting Speaker (Mr Trethowan), could ask the
Speaker to investigate this matter again. It would

not take any genius to design a circuit which
would amply cater for this provision.

The systems that the member for Ascot advo-
cated would not work very well in this place un-
less it were air-conditioned. I am sure that mem-
bers of Parliament would not have been working
too well over the past few days because of the lack
of air-conditioning. I am sure that members of the
public must think that Parliament House is air-
conditioned. We do not receive the benefit of the
prevailing winds in the evening and we do not
have access to the internal quadrangle any more.
Steps should be taken to overcome the problem of
the stifling atmosphere in the Chamber. The
building became very hot this week and the Min-
ister for Local Government told me thdt she was
surprised that it had become so hot so quickly and
that the building had remained hot for so long.
Both Chambers certainly need air-conditioning
and, with due respect to the member for Ascot,
this provision is required before ' he provisions he
has suggested. I remind members that in most
cases electronic equipment must be installed in
air-conditioned premises in order that they might
work satisfactorily.

We need to have a good look at this aspect.
When I first came here we did not have the
silicon chip; we had a box of valves. After all the
years of advocacy I hope that before I go from
this place-and I hope it will be a few years
yet-the digital clock will not be the only thing
that has been introduced. I have had some satis-
faction because I recall indicating in my first
speech in the House that when I had been in the
gallery at night and needed to use toilet facilities,
none was available in those days. The galleries did
not have a toilet, and one had to go into the Hale
School yard. It was as bad as that. We have
improved since then; we have so many toilets that
it is not funny. One could not use them all. That
provision has been made, probably to excess, but
before long we must also have a more comfortable
place in which to work.

No civil servant has to work in office conditions
where they have to assemble for a long time with-
out its being much more pleasant than the con-
ditions to which we are subject. Some complaint
may be made by the public or the news media
that we are going ahead with this at this stage.

Mr Sibson: Perhaps they will not object in the
gallery. All our hot air goes up there.

Mr JAMIESON: The gallery gets the hottest
air; even in winter when the heaters are on it is
quite pleasant up there because the hot air rises.
Some of the hot air is not pleasant, of course, for
those in the gallery, but their needs must also be
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considered. I believe it is time to give serious con-
sideration to this proposal. Then we will be able to
consider other proposals which may be necessary
for the better running of the ship of State.

Certain facilities have been installed in the Li-
brary, including microphotography equipment,
which gives us access to material we could not get
before. This is appreciated, but we must also ap-
preciate the environment in which we work. The
Library with its facilities is air-conditioned.

Mr Sibson: Do you think the overabundance of
toilets is the result of your overzealous advocacy?

Mr JAMIESON: I do not know. I tried to sell
the bell-punch system of voting quite often, more
so than the toilets, but it has not had the resultant
sales effect. Perhaps we may achieve something if
I get the member for Bunbury on side with his un-
doubted ability to sell cars in all states of ill
health.

Mr Sibson: Perhaps we could buy a secondhand
unit.

Mr JAMIESON: The Government probably
would do that, and then complain about it. A lot
of capital has been spent this year on the refur-
bishing and rebuilding of the kitchen facilities.
This had to be done. When people look at the
price, they may think it excessive, but the only
reason the kitchen had not been condemned was
that it was in the Houses of Parliament. It was
not condemned by the fire brigade despite the fact
that most of the ventilators had accumulated so
much grease that the whole place would have
gone up rather quickly in the event of a fire. If a
fire had occurred, we would have found the
money to build a new one which included every
convenience. We were not so lucky. We have to
spend money on these various facilities; it does not
come easily, but it is the people's House. It is not
my house; as I am the member for Welshpool, it
is my house temporarily.

Mr Sibson: You have been here a long time.
Mr JAMIESON: It is the Blacks',' the Smiths',

and the Johnsons' House until eternity. The pro-
vision of reasonable facilities in which to work
should be supported by the media and others who
are only too quick to say we spend all our time
looking at Perth over the Barracks Arch. The ar-
gument is put that just because we do not like
something being there, it should be removed. I do
not think I ever go out the front of this building;
very few of us do. However, many visitors do go
out there and are able to enjoy the view. There is
always plenty of space in the Press for a crummy
thing like thai-whether members should have
their view eliminated or improved. It does not
mean a thing to me because I drive in on the

other side of Parliament House, and I never worry
about it. The arch can stay there until every brick
crumbles.

Improvements must be made if we are to be
able to sit in this Chamber in reasonable comfort
at any time of the year, not only in autumn and
spring. We must control our environment. Re-
cently I attended a House Committee meeting in
the Select Committee room. It was a very cold
day in September. I believe that as a result, it
caused me to be off ill for a few weeks. We are
moving piecemeal to have that venue controlled
because we often have Select Committee meet-
ings, at different times of the year, and it is ap-
propriate: that they be held under controlled
atmospheric conditions.

Mr Sibson: Do you think perhaps a number of
mouth muzzles also should be provided?

Mr JAMIESON: Sometimes the most appro-
priate mouth to be muzzled is that of the member
for Bunbury. On other occasions he might think I
should be muzzled. We had better not get
involved with mouth muzzles; let us keep to the
environment so that tempers are reasonable and
the temperatures of Opposition and Government
are not raised because of the bad conditions under
which we work.

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [4.03 p.m.]: I will
not delay the House very long. In the three years
I have been a member of this House, I have not
been one to extend the debate for any length of
time.

Mr Laurance: It has been appreciated.
Mr BRIDGE: I hope that good opinion prevails

for another Five or 10 minutes.
Mr Sibson: We have always been given a very

colourful picture of what is going on in the north-
west.

Mr BRIDGE: I thank the member. I want to
refer to three or four matters which I have raised
from time to time and which affect people in the
Kimberley, which area I represent. They are all
matters of concern.

I refer firstly to the transport situation in the
Kimberley. I have had discussions with the Minis-
ter. and have expressed my concern about the de-
cline in bus service operations between Wyndham
and Kununurra. I know the Minister has exam-
ined the matter and has assured me that it has
been monitored since Airlines of Western Aus-
tralia decided to withdraw the service totally. A
service operates at present which is funded by
Ansett Freight; 10 services a week are provided
between Wyndham and Kununurra. That means
effectively that all north-bound flights are met; so
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a service is available for those flights. The prob-
lem at the moment for Wyndham residents is that
on four days of each week there is no connection
between Wyndham and Kununurra. That applies
on Tuesdays, Thursdays,, Saturdays, and Sundays.

This causes a considerable problem because
passengers travelling out of Wyndham on those
days must make their own private arrangements
to get to the airport in Kununurra. It is not very
difficult for families who have vehicles of their
own; but it creates all sorts of Problems for people
who do not have transport.

The Government and the Transport Com-
mission have to accept that the service should be
restored on a I14-se rv ices-a- week basis. That is the
number of services required to meet the transport
needs of the people of Wyndham adequately.

The Transport Commission has indicated to
me, in my discussions with the Minister and the
director, that this operation is not one that can be
considered in terms of economics, because of the
low patronage at the moment. However, that is
not good enough. Somehow the service should be
considered in terms of the isolation of Wyndham,
and the logistics of people using other means of
transport.

It is very difficult for people to travel the 100
kilometres between Wyndham and Kununurra
that is necessary to make the connection with the
south-bound service. in this situation, the Govern-
ment should examine its priorities in terms of
funding and look sympathetically at the need to
provide and maintain this kind of service. This
service fits into the category of an essential ser-
vice, and nothing Mvore.

1 understand there is the possibility of a
reduction in the RPT service which operates be-
tween Derby, Fitzroy Crossing, and Halls Creek.
The economics of the service are starting to put
into jeopardy the very good service that has
existed since Jan Beers took over the operations.
The one flight a day for six days could be reduced
by one, two, or even three flights. That would be a
blow to the people in the area; and if this kind of
thing happens, the Government must give it con-
sideration. It should study the need for the service
and the need for places like the Kimberley to be
supported by some type of funding assistance in
the form of a subsidy. For various reasons, it is
necessary for the Government to make an excep-
tion in a region like the Kimberley.

There are many logistical, historical, and
geographical reasons that it is a very costly area
in terms of aviation. Planes must be taken to
places like Port Hedland or Darwin to have
routine services carried out, and that means that

considerable costs are incurred, There are hidden
costs which members of the public just do not
understand apply to aviation, and they are of
major concern to the aircraft operators in the
Kimberley.

I urge the Government to examine the problem
and to consider the special circumstances of
places like the Kimberley. It is not practical to ex-
pect any operator to go it alone in the provision of
that kind of service. The hidden costs relevant to
the region invariably place the operators in the
position in which they have to reduce services.

We have seen this happening over the last six or
eight years. We had MMA, which withdrew its
Otter service because of the cost and its inability
to continue operating the aircraft. Then we had
Trans West which came in with the idea of estab-
lishing an ongoing high-frequency service. That
company found itself in a situation similar to that
of MMA. More recently we had Amity Aviation
which came in with the intention of providing a
regular service in the Kimberley. Again, because
of the economies, it had to withdraw.

I understand, although I have not had it con-
firmed officially, that the present operator is
examining the economics of his operation. It
would be a sad thing if we had a reduction in the
services to the towns of Halls Creek and Fitzroy
Crossing. and the surrounding stations.

Mr Laurance. The service that goes up on
Monday and comes back on Friday. does it get
any business?

Mr BRIDGE: To date, that has been the best
service. It is the best paying one. There is no
doubt about that one. Of course, it is a seasonal
situation. The mining companies support that run-,
but as the wet arrives, it might be a different situ-
ation.

The Minister for Lands is now in the Chamber,
so I will deal very briefly with a subject I men-
tioned the other day, and that is the need for the
Government to examine ways and means of keep-
ing down land prices in the Kimberley. ] applaud
the Government for its decision to release many
blocks in the Kimberley. Such a move has been
needed for a long time. That has taken place; and
no-one is criticising the fact.

What worries me about this is that because of
the high cost of the blocks when they are put on
the market, effectively a fair percentage of the
local poeple are squeezed out. It does not necess-
arily worry the people who are coming in. The
mining companies and people of that kind are pre-
pared to pay that sort of price to obtain land; but
the local people-the family men-are invariably
in trouble obtaining land in the Kimberley
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nowadays. I am not sure what the answer is;
ce rtainly I do not have one. However, the situ-
ation should be studied by the Government, with
the thought that the interests of the local people
should be considered.

Another occurrence in the Kimberley is the
withdrawal of the airmail service to the stations. I
appreciate that this is the responsibility of Aus-
tralia Post; but the Government in this StatL
should bring pressure to bear on Australia Post, to
have that organisation examine where the service
could be made available to residents in the
Kimberley. At the moment, a number of proper-
ties do not receive any mail service at all. That
means simply that the residents of the outlying
stations have to travel 100 or 200 kilometres or
more to places like Derby. Fitzroy Crossing, and
Broome to receive their mail.

In many cases, the mail includes correspon-
dence lessons, and that sort of important material
for the school children on the pastoral properties.
The Government should give consideration to this
area, because the people are having great diffi-
culties in going into the towns to pick up their
mail.

Members will recall that many years ago a mail
service was provided. Ten years ago, every stati on
in the Kimaberley had a regular mail se-rvice.
When the DC3 aircraft were taken out of service,
the Twin Otters came into operation, and pro-
vided a service to nearly every station in the
Kimberley. Today, apart from those few stations
in the north Kimberley which were lucky to have
their service restored last year, most of the
stations do not have a mail service.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Trethowan):
Order! I draw the attention of members to Stand-
ing Order No. 65 which provides that no member
shall pass between the Chair and any member
who is speaking on his feet, nor between the Chair
and the Table. I request that members observe
that Standing Order, in consideration for the
member delivering his speech.

Mr BRIDGE: I had just made the point that
previously these pastoral stations had a service,
but nowadays it is not available to them. The ser-
vice was the subject of a considerable amount of
discussion between the Transport Commission,
Australia Post, the Minister for Transport, and
me and the issue is of concern to me. I express my
concern to the Parliament, because the small
people in the north are being affected. I urge
again that, regardless of the deliberations and
plans considered by the Government in relation to
the total development of the State, we must never
neglect the needs of the people who make up the

strength of those remote areas-the people who
reside there, who want to stay there, and who
have made a commitment to that area of the
State. These people need a fair go and I am con-
cerned to see that their interests are brought to
the attention of the Parliament at all times.

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) (4.16 p.m.]: I
would be remiss if I did not make a few comments
about the speech the member for Gosnells made
earlier today. It was absolutely disgusting to see a
member taking advantage of the privilege of this
House to deliberately try to discredit me and the
Minister regarding the approval of the tavern at
Heathridge. Let me make it quite clear to the
House that I was not aware an appeal had been
lodged with the Minister by the owners of the
centre. I emphasise that I was not aware of it.

The member for Gosnells said he obtained ad-
vice from the shire that there was nothing
officially on the record to state that a tavern
would be permitted in the area or that indicated
previous negotiations between the shire and the
developer.

I made some inquiries and the following was re-
vealed to me: Originally I am told the developer
was not interested in developing a shopping com-
plex there, let alone a tavern. From my inquiries
into the matter, I have been informed-

Mr Pearce: Who has informed you?
Mr NANOVICH: -that the developer was

told-
Mr Pearce: You are suddenly quiet, aren't you?

Who informed you?
Mr NANOVICH: The developer was more or

less instructed by the shire to the effect that a
shopping complex would have to go in that area
and the development would have to include a
tavern.

Mr Pearce: Who told him that?
Mr NANOVICH: The developer was told that

by the shire.
Mr Pearce: Rubbish!
Mr NANOVICH: By the shire.
Mr Pearce: Rubbish!
Mr NANOVICH: Rubbish has come into the

Chamber since the member for Gosnells walked
in!

Mr Pearce: You are one thing when you are sit-
ting in your seat, and you are another thing when
you are standing up making a speech.

Mr NANOVICH: At least I am not a coward
like the member for Gosnells who has a great
habit of telling untruths in this place!

Several members interjected.
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Withdrawal of Remark

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Trethowan): I
ask the member for Whitford to withdraw that re-
mark.

Mr NANOVICI-: At your request, certainly,
Mr Acting Speaker.

Debate Resumed
Mr NANOVICH: Let me assure members that

what I say in the House I am prepared to repeat
outside. I do not use the protection of the House
to slander and deliberately denigrate other mem-
bers. If I wanted to do that, I would do it outside
the House rather than come in here and do it
under privilege.

Mr Pearce: You would do us a favour if you
stayed outside the House instead of coming in
here.

Mr NANOVICH: I have just set out the situ-
ation that pertained when the Heathridge area
was developed. The shire decided that the devel-
opment would have to go there and a tavern
would have to be included in that development.
The developer challenged that ruling and said
that the complex would not be a very large one-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Trethowan):
Order! I would request members not to indulge in
cross-Chamber conversation. The member for
Whitford is substantially addressing his speech to
the Chair and I would ask that the level of con-
versation be reduced, so that members of the
House may clearly hear what the member for
Whitford has to say.

Mr NANOVICH: The developer expressed
some concern as to whether the development of a
shopping complex and the other aspects that go
with it would be a viable proposition. The de-
veloper was concerned about this. However, the
shire was of the strong opinion that that should be
the case and a shopping centre and tavern would
have to be established. That is going back three
years to 1979. The developer submitted an appli-
cation for that area to be zoned for a tavern,
based on the previous negotiation and understand-
ing reached with the shire.

This is the aspect which worries me: A commit-
ment was more or less made by responsible people
in 1979 and we now have a council that is not pre-
pared to apply the conditions that were laid down
some three years ago- It is very bad when councils
start to get into these sorts of situations.

Mr Pearce: The people who did it all lost their
seats.

Mr NANOVICH: Objections were lodged and
council did not proceed with recommending the

rezoning. but the area was rezoned. The zoning
was changed to a "non-retail area"-

Mr Pearce: Like a squash court, for example.
Several members interjected.
Mr NANOVICH: -with other development to

take place and, on the basis of the town planning
scheme, such developments as a tavern were al-
lowed.

Mr Pearce: Or squash courts.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr NANOVICH: It is on those grounds that

the developer has pressed ahead. Three years ago
the proper procedures were followed in that the
development application was advertised, and a
sign was erected to give people the opportunity to
object. It is a democratic system.

Mr Tonkin: It is not-the Minister uses vetoes.
Mr NANOVICH: Of course, when the appli-

cation was lodged this time, no signs were erected.
That is a fault of the local authority.

Mr Pearce: Yes; they have all lost their seats
since then.

Mr NANOVICH: Who have lost their seats?
Mr Pearce: Most of the people on the council at

the time you were talking about.
Mr NANOVICH: Let me assure the member

that things will change there-
Mr Pearce: They have changed already.
Mr NANOVICH: They have changed for the

worse.
Mr Pearce: You have a council which is con-

cerned about the people.
Mr NANOVICH: Things have changed for the

worse. Ever since the member for Gosnells started
sticking his nose into the area, it has gone from
good to bad and the ratepayers are now sensing
this. My office is inundated with phone calls from
people wanting to know what can be done about
the operations of the Wanneroo Shire Council.

Mr Pearce: 1 would have had more phone calls
about this tavern from your constituents than you
have had. They ring you and get no joy.

Mr NANOVICH: I shall ignore the member
for Gosnells. He comes in here and represents
himself as being an expert on everything, but he
does not do anything. God forbid that the member
for Gosnells should ever become a Minister of the
Crown! He has never in his life had to make a de-
cision and he would not know how to! But here he
is with great aspirations to become Minister for
Education. The member for Gosnells goes out of
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here and says, "I will be the next Minister for
Education".

Mr Young: Wrong!
Mr NANOVICH: The member for Gosnells is

wrong.
I have set out the current situation. This prob-

lem has occurred, because the shire has allowed it
to and now the shire is shirking its responsibilities
completely and is trying to place the blame on the
Minister by saying, "It is the Minister's fault". It
is not the Minister's fault. Right from the start,
the shire put the developer in that situation when
negotiations were taking place and the shire told
the developer that a shopping complex would have
to be built in that area.

For the member for Gosnells to say that we on
this side of the House encourage and fully support
the building of taverns or other liquor outlets op-
posite schools, is total rubbish.

Mr Pearce: You have been doing it all day.

Mr NANOVICH: I point out to the member
and to the House generally that the concept of a
Wanneroo tavern was supported by the late Herb
Graham when he was Minister for Town
Planning. When the people involved later lodged
an application with the Licensing Court, Mr
Graham was the chairman of the court that
granted the licence to the tavern which is now
right opposite a school. The member for Gosnells
ought to be more careful when he makes stupid
statements in this place. It is totally irresponsible
of him-

Mr Pearce: I don't approve of taverns next to
schools in any circumstances.

Mr NANOVICH: It would have been remiss of
me had I not taken this opportunity to divorce
myself from any suggestion of an association with
the developers of the tavern or the shopping
centre. I do not know who the owners are.

Mr Pearce: Of what?
Mr NANOVICH: I have an idea I might know

one person who may have an interest, but I could
not be sure. I could not name the owners. For the
member for Gosnells to try to involve me in this
situation is to indicate he is taking a small-minded
attitude and trying deliberately to discredit me
and the Minister by trying to tie us to this situ-
ation and to say we were involved and that we in-
fluenced the decision. The member should ask the
Minister for Urban Development and Town
Planning whether I had made an approach to her.

Mr Pearce: I said it was your mates on the
council who set this up in 1979 and who have lost
their seats since.

Mr NANOVICH: The member would not
know what he was saying.

Mr Pearce: And you will lose your seat in six
months.

Mr NANOVICH: My informants tell me the
member will lose his seat. For the Wanneroo
Shire Council now to be saying it is not respon-
sible and that the Minister has done something
wrong, is totally incorrect. The shire allowed that
type of development to take place in the first in-
stance simply by more or less directing the de-
veloper that a shopping complex would go there
and nowhere else. The councillors knew this; they
had the opportunity to learn it would be next to a
school site. However, they insisted the shopping
development and a tavern were to be built there at
some future time. The developer has taken that
to be an agreement with the shire and today we
have the shire being unprepared to fulfil the pre-
vious obligation and agreement that were made
between it and the developer.

With those few remarks, I hope I have clarified
the situation in a manner unlike that of the mem-
ber for Gosnells, who was trying to mislead the
House this afternoon.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [4.28 p.m.]:
Mr Acting Speaker-

Mr Pearce: Your constituents ring me ail the
time.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Trethowan):
Order!

Mr Pearce: You made the mess.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Mt. Hawthorn has only just commenced his
speech and I request the member for Gosnells to
pay some respect to a member on his side of the
House, even if he may not agree with members on
our side of the House.

Mr Pearce: That is a remarkably biased com-
ment from the Chair. That is a disgraceful thing
to say.

Mr Shalders: Don't be stupid. You are a fool.

Mr Pearce: "On our side of the House" is a dis-
graceful thing for the Acting Speaker to have
said.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I did make
a mistake by indicating while I was in the Chair
that I was a member of the Government. I apolo-
gise to the House for that as I should have said
"the Government side of the House". I hope that
satisfies the member for Gosnells. However, I re-
quest that he remain silent while the member for
Mt. Hawthorn makes his speech.
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Mr BERTRAM: The following comments
were made on 6 October 1976 and appear on page
2896 of H-ansard-

The reason I chose to criticise the Govern-
ment's actions and to resign before I could do
so was simply that in law and in society's
philosophy generally there runs a thread of
"fair go". In law it is well recognised that if a
heavyweight boxing champion, for example.
finds himself in conflict with somebody else,
he cannot tase the skill, the force, and the
power he possesses relentlessly to put the
other man down without taking due care that
he uses that skill, force, and power to do no
more than defend himself. If he were to put
down another man by using his professional
skills and the force at his disposal he would
be dealt with much more forcefully and
firmly under the law than a person who does
not possess those skills.

The spokesman was the member for Scarborough
who, shortly prior to his uttering this statement,
had resigned his position as Parliamentary Sec-
retary to the Cabinet; he was not a Minister at
the time, but merely the member for
Scarborough.

Those remarks arose out of his extraordinary
displeasure with what the then Premier and Cabi-
net were doing to the people who happened to be
residents at Tresillian. At the time he hotly op-
posed what was being done to them. His remarks
continued as follows-

Likewise, when we refer to a big fellow
pushing around a little guy or a person beat-
ing a woman we simply ask that the same
premise of justice should apply and we ask
for a fair go.

I interjected then and asked, "Who is the big guy
you are referring to?" The answer I received was
in the form of the usual rebuke we get here. Obvi-
ously we know that the big boys to whom he was
referring were the Premier and the Cabinet Min-
isters.

What an extraordinary volte-face, although it
was a very laudible attitude for a man who is now
Minister for Health and is using his force,
strength, and such professional skills as he may
have to cover up stories on the Penn-Rose affair.
What an extraordinary change of circumstances;
it is so different as to be almost unbelievable.

The cover-up is on because, quite clearly, the
Minister is concerned that the Government is in
difficulties; he is concerned that something very
serious and bad has happened which could bring
discredit not only to the Government, but also to
himself if the public were to learn the full facts.

He really does not want too much more personal
condemnation; over the past 12 months he has
had more than his share.

When We read the notice paper, we realise he is
only the pretending Minister for Health, as the
biggest single health issue confronting this State
in fact has been taken out of his hands because of
his refusal and neglect to deal with the problem of
tobacco smoking over years past.

The devise he is using to cover up-and he
really thinks it is a clever devise when, in fact, it is
a rather absurd, petty device because it is close to
exhibiting what one could refer to as a clear
breach of parliamentary process-is that of refus-
ing to make available to this House the evidence,
the documents, the material, and the transcript
which he gathered up when he presided over the
Penn-Rose inquiry, an inquiry over which he
should not have presided in the first place. Having
done so, he has since concealed from the people of
this State the material presented to him.

Why would a person do that? Why would a
person who has taken evidence conscientiously
and reasonably efficiently and then drawn con-
clusions in a report, want to conceal the material
placed before him?

Can anyone think of any good reasons? Poss-
ibly there were good reasons, but if there were
they would have been advanced. In this case no
good reasons have been advanced; the so-called
reasons can be regarded only as bad and unsatis-
factory. The Parliament would be aware that this
matter is a continuing saga so far as I am con-
cerned.

One must have regard for this place and the
dignity that is supposed to pervade it. It was as
long ago as 21 September this year that I First in-
quired from the Minister as to whether he would
make the material available. Of course, he used
an old dodge-it is as old as Adam-by putting
on the shoulders of the Attorney General the re-
sponsibility of determining whether the material
would be produced. That is called "passing the
buck".

With the effluxion of time-weeks and
months-nothing further has developed. As of
today-I have checked my office today-I have
not received the answer that was said would be
sent to me. The Minister, with a wink and a nod
would have said to the Attorney General, "This is
merely a device. I pretended to the people through
the Parliament that I will supply an answer to
this, but I really don't intend to. Just ignore my
inquiry. Shortly the Parliament will run its course
and that will be the end of the matter, because the
people have short memories. We all know that."
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That is the apparent thought process involved in
this matter-a rather different thought process to
that which he adopted on 6 October 1976.

This speech will probably be my last oppor-
tunity this session to raise this matter. I have been
told that the Parliament will run its course by
some time next week. It seems to be odds on that
the original intent of the Minister will reach fru-
ition; namely, that the people of this State, and
members of this Parliament-the representatives
of the people-will be denied the truth regarding
the Penn-Rose inquiry. That situation is extra-
ordinarily unsatisfactory.

1 could not imagine anybody would think
seriously that the Minister has acted correctly,
particularly when this matter is brought into
focus with that stand down situation a few years
back involving a mere back-bencher. It is
interesting how people's views change once the re-
sponsibility for something shifts a little. At the
time of that stand down, 1 believed that the atti-
tudes he adopted and the resignation that fol-
lowed were thoroughly bona fide. However, I do
not have access to the mind of the Minister-i do
not know what his thought process was. Of
course, others felt that the action taken was a pol-
itical ploy as a result of a difficult election coming
up. When one compares the stand taken in 1976
with the extraordinary levels of cupidity and hum-
bug pursued in respect of the Penn-Rose Nursing
Homne inquiry, one begins to wonder about the
merit of the initial stand taken.

Another matter I will raise concerns the closure
of the Tuart Hill Senior High School. That clos-
ure was traumatic for the district concerned, and
particularly for the parents involved, and the
students and staff of that school. I do not intend
to traverse all that Occurred at that time, but we
know that a fairly significant and sustained u p-
roar occurred as a result of the summary closure
of that school; it occurred without consultation or
notice-merely a directive was issued, disre-
garding the people involved. It was an extraordi-
nary show of unbridled and unimaginative power,
which was perhaps typical-we now have it as a
legacy-of the era of the previous Premier.

Of course, we all can be strong and adopt
standover tactics if we, have unlimited power as
the Government has in this Parliament. If the
people permit a Government to have such a power
by allowing it to fiddle with the electoral laws so
that it retains power for all time, the people must
accept the consequences. I object to this situation
occurring, but all I can say is that 1, for one, do
not approve of it, which is fairly well known.

During a recent visit of a number of school chil-
dren to this place, members exhibited their usual
lack of decorum. The children heard from the
public gallery the Speaker ask members to behave
themselves and to set an example for behaviour. I
will give an example of behaviour from the Minis-
ter for Education. Recently I asked the Minister
this question-

(3) Is he aware-

(a) that his predecessor gave the fol-
lowing unqualified undertaking,
namely-

"Students affected will be able
to travel to and from school in
1982 and 1983 at no added
cost to parents.";

(b) that the parents accepted this
undertaking in good faith and acted
upon it;

The elements of a contract were obvious; the
words were not loose and meaningless. Infor-
mation was given, and there was an acceptance of
it; the intention was obvious, and parents acted
upon that.

I asked further-
(c) that some parents have in fact been and

are being forced to pay bus fares by
reason of the Government's breach of
the above undertaking?

The answer to 3(a) was-
Statements on free bus travel For 1982 and

1983 were related to nominated area schools
which were gazetted later.

No-one of whom I have inquired or who is
interested in this question has ever heard the ex-
pression "nominated area schools" let alone know
what they are supposed to be. It is interesting that
these schools were gazetted after the undertaking
was given, accepted, and acted upon.

The answer to 3(b) was in part-
Children who were attending Tuart Hill or

were in year 7 at one of the contributory pri-
mary schools in 1981 and who now attend a
nominated area school are provided with free
travel.

One must compare the words of the previous Min-
ister when he said that students affected would be
able to travel in 1982-83 at no added cost to
parents with the rest of this Minister's answer to
3(b), which stated-

It was never intended that the Government
would meet travel costs, regardless of the
school to which parents elect to send their
child.
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The wards "it was never intended" refer to the
former Minister for Education, but his words
were dlear, unmistakable, and unequivocal-they
cannot be misunderstood. People acted upon those
words and this present Minis5ter for Education, on
behalf of the Government, welched on the deal. In
fact, we had two welehes to exculpate the Govern-
ment, and that is an example of this Govern-
ment s fair dealing. That situation is ironic when
one remembers that the Speaker has said that we
should set an example. The Minister clearly is
welching by saying, " But we did not intend that."
Let us lake it a step further. No-one has
suggested that the Government should pay bus
Cares for students travelling, for example, from
Tuart Hill or Yokine to a school at Mandurah or
some other outlandish place.

Mr Shalders: It is a very good place.
Mr BERTRAM: I suppose Mandurab has

some good attractions, but I do not know about
those who represent that area. A handful of
students have been and will be attending schools
other than nominated ones. It is estimated that
the bill for bus fares for students being forced to
attend schools in other areas would be approxi-
mately $1 000. The Government receives in excess
of $2 000 million each year and baulks at the
prospect of spending $1 000. Is that an example of
good leadership? That high school will soon be
closed down-it might have 12 months to go-in
order that a senior college can be operated there.

When the Tuart Hill High School was at its
peak, it had about 1 700 students, and it is
interesting to note that in March 1982 there were
608 full-time and 302 part-time students, and, as
at 4 November, the numbers had dropped to 394
including 201t part-time students.

The projected Figures for 1983 for the Tuart
Hill senior college will be 740 students, 350 of
whom will be part-time students. These figures
may be a little high, for obvious reasons. It is pro-
jected that, at the end of the year 490 students
will attend the college, 230 of whom will be part-
time students. It appears that the experiment or
idea of putting a senior college on the Tuart Hill
Senior High School site will fail; the figures 1
have just quoted are good indicators of that.

I brought this matter forward on behalf of the
people concerned about the closure of the Tuart
Hill Senior High School and I urge the Govern-
ment to look at the possibility of reinstating that
high school. Not only have families of students
who attended the Tuart Hill Senior High School
been upheaved, but also they have lost a substan-
tial sum of money, some in hard cash and others
in prospects, because they have purchased their

home near the high school; they now discover they
have to move elsewhere and are being put to great
inconvenience. Students have been sent to Mt.
Lawley, Mirrabooka, Balcatta, and other high
schools. That is not a good situation in the eyes of
the community.

Knowing this Government as 1 do, my pleas
will not get very far, but I have an obligation to
put forward my views. The prospect of reinstating
the Tuart Hill Senior High School is feasible.

I now comment about the intersection of Main
Street and Karrinyup Road which becomes
Morley Drive at that point. That intersection has
to cope with heavy vehicular traffic and many ac-
cidents have occurred at that site. Of course this
causes me great concern. The situation has
existed for more than four years and no steps have
been taken to improve that intersection. The costs
involved will be justified. It might involve resump-
tion of land, the widening of Main Street, the
placing of median strips, and the installation of
lights. In approximately 18 months the fourth
stage of the Mitchell Freeway will be completed
and traffic at that intersection will diminish sub-
stantially once that is in operation. People who
hold that point of view point know that a similar
result occurred in Main Street, south of Hutton
Street, down to Scarborough Beach Road. That
area experienced a heavy traffic flow until the
third stage of the Mitchell Freeway was
introduced. The freeway has opened up the areas
in the immediate vicinity and has caused a con-
siderable amount of inconvenience to the people
in the region.

I would have thought that at a time of financial
stringency a better use of funds would be made if
extra manpower were placed on the intersection
at the times when the traffic flow was heavy. That
would not create a heavy capital expense. The
people have travelled over that intersection for
four years, so they could not complain about
waiting a little longer for the new freeway. Traffic
flow onto the freeway from Main Street and
Hutton Street is of considerable volumne. Why
not, at this time of financial stringency, wait
another 18 months for the freeway extension? If,
contrary to the expectations of some, the traffic
flow at the intersection is still heavy, no great
harm will have been inflicted, because there
would be no additional cost, except perhaps only
for additional manpower.

Another matter which has concerned me for
some time relates to sewerage and septic tanks.
The septic tanks installed in new arseas are ef-
ficient and cause no real problem. However, it
seems to me wrong that other housing estates de-
veloped after the Tuart Hill and Yokine areas
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should have a mains sewerage supply when people
in the areas I have mentioned still lack those ser-
vices. It is most unfair.

The demands placed upon the Treasury by my
electorate are relatively small, especially when we
compare them with the demands made by new
areas. For many years the taxpayers in my elec-
torate have paid their taxes and received very
little in return. For that reason, they should be
given some priority on this matter. They should at
least be given a fair go.

It has been of concern to me that we do not
have an effective record in this State of who owns
land registered under the Transfer of Land Act.
This matter seems to be of great concern to others
at the moment because wealthy people from
overseas are moving to this State because the
prices for land have fallen and now is the ideal
time to buy. These wealthy people do not have
any problem in raising capital and can just sit on
the land while it gains in value and then they ob-
tain an extraordinary rake-off.

We are reaching the end of the 30th session of
Parliament and have heard talk of committees,
positive action, etc., on this matter, but we are
still in a position where we do not know who owns
land in this State. This matter has been handled
in Queensland, which State is way ahead of us. It
may have been at a time when Joh Bjelke-
Petersen was away from Cabinet and the other
Cabinet Ministers took over and took some action
about maintaining a record of land ownership in
that State.

I recall that, during war time and for some time
afterwards, when a transfer of land was carried
out a certificate or declaration was required to
identify the nationality of the purchaser of the
land. That was a simple system which worked
well and I feel if the Government wishes to do
something about this issue it could be done
simply. At this stage I place on record my dissat-
isfaction at the fact that this Government will go
out the door and into an election without its
having taken this matter seriously and without Its
doing what would be in the best interests of the
people of the State.

People have expressed publicly the need for
speeding up the completion of the fourth stage of
the Mitchell Freeway and the next stage which
involves the extension of the freeway to
Wanneroo. I believe it is desirable this stage be
completed as soon as possible, and I support the
views of the public. I understand the Common-
wealth Government is making funds available for

various ventures and I think the least this Govern-
ment should do is to seek additional funds from

the Commonwealth Government in order that not
only the fourth stage, but also the remaining
stages of the freeway might be completed.

Recently some young people visited Parliament
House and we were discussing the Legislative
Council in relation to what it does; why it is sup-
posed to be there; what it costs; when elections
were held; and how many elections had been held.
I do not know whether 1 was accurate in my stat-
istics, but I was obliged to tell them that some-
thing like 40 elections have been held for the
upper House and all of them have been won by
one side of the political spectrum and of course
lost by the other. In these circumstances they
could not understand the reason for the elections,
and the extraordinary expense, and considered it
was unfortunate that the results of elections were
a foregone conclusion. We are all able to say now.
without any money being spent on an election,
who will have the majority in the upper House
after the next election. What an extraordinary ab-
surdity it is for the member for Bunbury and
others to encourage workers who are receiving a
fraction of the salary of members of Parliament,
to be satisfied with the pay they are receiving and
to do more work for it. The salaries of members of
Parliament continue to increase, and the Govern-
ment members of Parliament themselves, without
permission from anyone, increase the number of
members so they may do less work!

That is an extraordinary state of affairs. The
young people to whom I referred could not cop
that at all. They thought it was extraordinary and
did not know why it should be. I could not give
them an explanation of the reason for elections
when the result was a foregone conclusion. It is a
waste of money and it goes on year after year.
Millions of dollars are being squandered for no
meritorious purpose, so that the Government may
continue in control.

It is an extraordinary thing for an adult to have
to explain to a young person who laughs at the
situation. While the Government allows this sort
of thing to continue, at the same time it asks these
young people to be nationalists, to show the flag,
and to be good Australians. What an example!

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Treasurer)
15.1 1 p. m.J1: M r Depu ty Spea ke r-

Mr Bryce: Are you going to give a detailed
reply to the last 10 speeches?

Mr O'CONNOR: If I may proceed! I have
listened intently to most of the speeches during
this debate and while I concur with some remarks
made, I certainly do not agree with others. When
the Consolidated Revenue Fund debate was held,
the Leader of the Opposition made a number of
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remarks that were inaccurate and [ brought them
to his attention. In spite of the Government's as-
sistance in pointing out the errors and the error of
his ways, in his speech on the General Loan Fund
he made no improvement. As a matter or fact, the
speech he made would have shamed an amateur.

1 will give details-briefly at first and more de-
tailed at a later stage-of some of the errors he
made. I believe the first test in the CR1' of the
Leader of the Opposition was a failure and his
second test deteriorated and was, in fact, a dismal
failure being a mixture of dishonesty and insin-
cerity. I will list the points.

Mr Bryce: It sounds like a headline, "O'Connor
attacks Burke".

Mr O'CONNOR: It could be put another way,
"O'Connor attacks bungling Brian". What he
constructed most of his speech on-

Point of Order

Mr TONKIN: I notice that the Treasurer just
referred to the Leader of the Opposition as being
dishonest. I do not particularly object to that be-
cause, if we cannot criticise one another here we
may as well shut the place up. Mr Deputy
Speaker, I draw your attention to this because
when my colleagues have made such comments of
a far less serious nature than this, such as "dirty
trick", they have been forced to withdraw those
comments and on occasions have been suspended
from the House. I have drawn your attention to
this, not to ask the Treasurer to withdraw his re-
marks, but to point out to you that I accept his
right to make such comments and I would hope
that when YOU are in the Chair and such comn-
ments are made, you do not take any action.

Debate Resumed

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition's speech was constructed almost around a
false attempt to say that I had made a statement
to the House which I had, in fact, not made. The
Leader of the Opposition stated that I had said-

"The difficulties in the economy.... ought
not to be our priorities".

It is a statement that I never made and when he
First made his statement, I asked him on what
page of H-ansard it was stated. It took him two
hours to bring forward details of that and I will
deal with that matter at a later stage. In that par-
ticular instance the Leader of the Opposition was
bowled for a duck.

Secondly, he claimed that had the SEC budget
been omitted from the works programme, the al-

location would be less than last year. Wrong
again. A further false statement.

He said again-and all in one speech, which is
difficult to believe-that last year's allocation for
works other than SEC was $470.5 million. Now
we have a hat trick-hec was bowled out three
times for none. This speech was comparable with
his previous speech.

He continued and said that the works pro-
gramme of $1 021.8 million, minus $597.9 was
$432.9. His arithmetic is bad because again he is
inaccurate. He stated that I had boasted that 800
State Housing Commission homes would be built
this year. He claimed that would not happen, but
he is wrong because more than 800 State Housing
Commission homes will be built. He said that I
had said-

"I believe the ingredients for a Treasurer
to bring down a good Budget are sincerity
and honesty...

If he had shown sincerity and honesty, he
would have used the exact words. He left out a
word. I said "among" these things. He left out
that word and made great play about what I said.
Again he was wrong. It is very convenient for the
Leader of the Opposition to leave out words and
to mislead the House and the public. It should be
brought to the attention of the House because it is
happening much too often. I have mentioned six
errors in the -areas with which I have dealt
already. It is a double hattrick; he has been
bowled out six times for nought, and knocked for
six.

Mr Ton kin: Just because the test cricket is on!
Mr O'CONNOR: Those are part of the errors

he made. I will deal with each in perspective.
I refer first to his claim that I said that diffi-

culties in the economy ought not to be our pri-
ority. The Hansard report came back and indi-
cated the word "Lnot"~ was never used by me. It
never was used by me. When the Leader of the
Opposition quoted this in the House he had a
copy of Hansard in front of him which contained
my remarks and which was not in accordance
with what he said.

Mr Tonkin: He had the other one-the incor-
rect one.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Morley
ought to know that one is not allowed to quote
from uncorrected copy.

Mr Tonkin: He genuinely believed you had said
it.

Mr O'CONNOR: He did nothing of the kind;
it was incorrect and the member for Morley and
the Leader of the Opposition knew it. I am not
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saying the Leader of the Opposition is dishonest,
but I ask whether it is honest to quote when he
has a copy of Hansard in front of him which says
tbe opposite. The next day he recorded the incor-
rect statement in his political notes in the paper;
he has not had the decency to rectify that. He
placed The West Australian newspaper in a diffi-
cult position because no privilege exists in this
House, and comments are quoted out of context
and are not recorded in Hansard. I do not suppose
anything will be done about it. However, The
West Australian desires accuracy as I do, and it is
a great pity that this blatant misleading is oc-
curring to such a great degree. When the Leader
of the Opposition made his speech be mentioned
this point no less than 10 times in two hours. It
took me the best part of two hours to find out
where he was misquoting and misleading the
House. I was then able to ask that the incorrect
report not be taken into account, or words to that
effect. The Leader of the Opposition should have
the decency to apologise for putting into the news-
paper something that was incorrect.

Mr Tonkin: Why wouldn't you apologise when
you were wrong years ago about the cash refund?

Mr O'CONNOR: He should apologise for
putting in the newspaper something which was in-
correct, and which he knew was incorrect. The
Opposition is prepared to mislead people-

Mr Nanovich: He has been absent from the
House for the last two days.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is sometbing which can
happen to all of us from time to time. However,
the nature of the inaccuracies is something we
should not tolerate. The Leader of the Opposition
made a serious and false allegation against me
and he should rectify it.

I turn now to the second point-the Leader of
the Opposition's claim that if we omitted the SEC
works programme from the GLF, it would be less
than last year. Why should we delete the SEC
works programme from the GLF? It is creating
work for people, and what is wrong with money
being spent to ensure SEC supplies? In any case,
the Leader of the Opposition was wrong again. If
the SEC works programme is taken away, the fig-
ure was up $64.2 million, or 18 per cent, I am not
saying he is dishonest; is it incompetence Or dis-
honesty? I leave it to the House to decide.

His next claim was that last year's works pro-
gramme apart from the SEC totalled $470.5
million. The House should bear in mind that all
these errors were contained in one speech. How
can this man be the Treasurer of the State if this
is an example of his financial capacity?

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: In what condition would the
State's finances be if he were Treasurer?

Mr Tonkin: He would buy and sell you.
Mr O'CONNOR: It is almost unbelievable. It

is recorded in Hansard and it will show how in-
competent this man is as far as finances are con-
cerned. He does not understand mathematics. He
claimed that last year's works programme apart
from the SEC totalled $470.5 million, and I
claimed at the time that that was false, because I
knew it was. He said "What I say is accurate". It
was inaccurate; the figure was $359.6 million.
How can a man mess up those figures and claim
to be a financial expert? If that is what he does,
he borders on incompetence. In order to arrive at
the Figure he quoted, he would have had to take
last year's actual figure away from estimated ex-
penditure. Would any man who understands
finance, do that unless he wanted to mislead the
House? Is that honest? It is up to the House to
decide. He made an error in relation to the works
programme. He subtracted $579.9 million from
$1 021.8 million and came up with $432.9 million.
He could not even make the correct deduction. I
accept that he may have made an error and I give
him the benefit of the doubt.

Mr Nanovich: You are too fair.

Mr O'CONNOR: On 30 September and 2
November in this House, I advised the Leader of
the Opposition that the actual works programme
was $561.3 million. I ask the House to take note
of the date. On 4 November he made this start-
ling claim. He said, "This information has been
revealed by investigation by my staff in detailed
reading of the Budget papers". I ask the House: Is
that honest? I ask members opposite whether they
would do the same sort of thing; I doubt whether
any of them would.

Mr Bryce: He is a very honest individual.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is in the papers.

Let us go further because it is important that
people should know the way the Opposition tries
to mislead in so many ways. The Leader of the
Opposition promised $25 million to provide jobs if
he became Premier. He said it would provide
2 000 to 3 000 jobs for 20 months. If that $25
million were taken up totally in wages, and
nothing was allocated for materials,
administration, or equipment, and 2 500 people
were involved, they would receive $125 a week. I
wonder what the Industrial Commission would
say; I wonder what the unions would say.

Several members interjected.

Mr Tonkin: Are they direct jobs?
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Mr O'CONNOR: He said he promised $25
million-

Mr Bryce: Perhaps they would be non-union-
is's.

Mr O'CONNOR: -to provide jobs for be-
tween 2 000 and 3 000 people for 20 months. How
good is the arithmetic? People would recieve $125
a week if no allocation were made for materials,
equipment, and administration. Mr Deputy
Speaker, you and I know how much equipment
and administration cost. If they were taken into
account, people would receive much less than
$125. That shows the financial competence of the
Leader of the Opposition.

In his speech, the Leader of the Opposition
blamed the North-West Shelf project for an al-
leged reduction in general works programmes.
That project is the greatest engineering feat in the
whole of Australia. He stated that the works pro-
gramme shows "the massive accommodation
which is having to be made within this State's
economy for the North-West Shelf project." He
went on to say, "What we are saying is that the
North-West Shelf project is distorting the econ-
omy of this State." Does he mean by that that if
he became the leader of the Government he would
not have that sort of operation going because of
its distorting the economy of the State?

Then the Leader of the Opposition accused me
of not being straightforward. This almost makes
me smile. If I had made the allegation he did and
it was false, I would have risen in this House and
apologised, and I would have tried to rectify it
outside. he has not done so.

Mr Tonkin: We will believe it when we see it.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-

sition in referring to my remarks said, " For him
to say that we have a massive capital works pro-
grammes and not to explain that, apart from one
area of expenditure, it is actually a reduction
across other vital areas, is not being as straight-
forward as he should be." As the Leader of the
Opposition was wrong in that, and we have not
seen a reduction but, in fact, a significant in-
crease, I say that his comments are nothing more
than a hallow sham. It makes one wonder. In this
House, we are supposed to speak the truth and
give details fully; and the people outside are sup-
posed to respect us. How can the Leader of the
Opposition get away with that sort of statement
and all of these errors in one speech?

I am not talking about one error over a long
period of time. One can forgive an error because
everyone makes them. However, if a person
makes an error, he should go back and indicate
that it was an error. Of course, when somebody

makes a number of errors, in my opinion it is
gross incompc' 2-nce.

Let us go a little further. The Leader of the
Opposition said that the Treasurer had boasted in
the Budget papers that 800 houses would be built
this year, and he claimed that that was not the
case. Again he is inaccurate because more than
800 houses will be built.

One of the comments made by the Leader of
the Opposition was in connection with the devalu-
ation of the Australian dollar. Members will re-
call his saying that he thought the Australian dol-
lar should be devalued by five per cent or possibly
10 per cent. In that, he is obviously out of step
with the rest of his colleagues. Do they believe
th at i t ought to be d eva lu ed by ive per cent or 10
per cent, or do his colleagues not believe that?
Here is a man making a comment like that when,
quite frankly, he is out of touch with almost
everyone in the State.

Mr Bryce: Are you against devaluation in all
circumstances?

Mr O'CONNOR: No, I am not; but he said
this would be one of his prime moves.

Mr Bryce: So you do not think it ought to be
considered?

Mr O'CONNOR: Does the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition think it should be?

Mr Bryce: It is an option that has to be
seriously considered.

Mr O'CONNOR: Does the Deputy Leader's
party believe in that?

Mr Bryce: I would agree with the Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr O'CONNOR: Let me read some notes
from one Ralph Willis, dated 6 November. Ralph
Willis is the Federal Labor spokesman in connec-
tion with financial affairs.

Mr Bryce: You are not going to shove the op-
inlion of a Canberra Person down our throats, are
you?

Mr O'CONNOR: Not necessarily. I will just
point out-

Mr Bertram: Are you in favour of centralism?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: No, I am not.
Mr Bertram: You are a chronic centralist.
Mr O'CONNOR: This is how it was re-

ported-
The Labor Party has ditched its commit-

ment to a 5 per cent devaluation of the dol-
lar. Economic spokesman Ralph Willis says:
"Given the movements since we last called

5277



5278 [ASSEMBLY]

for devaluation, I do not think at this stage
we would be pursuing the need for any such
action."

Mr Bryce: What is the date of the article?

Mr O'CONNOR: I continue-
"Our international reserves have improved

quite markedly in the past two or three
months and, indeed, in the September quar-
ter quite spectacularly."

This is contained in the Business Review Weekly
of 6 November.

Mr Bryce: Do you appreciate that if you take a
stand on devaluation in the month of November,
you may completely reverse your opinion and
your decision within a month or so?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr Bryce: Seriously, that is the role of devalu-

ation. It is very volatile.

Mr O'CONNOR: The article would have been
written at about the time the Leader of the Oppo-
sition was speaking.

Let us consider how many errors have been
made. I would not say that the last one was an er-
ror-it is something that, perhaps, the Leader of
the Opposition believed-but it shows he is out of
step with almost everyone.

In connection with the Victorian Budget, the
Leader of the Opposition was confused; and I can
well understand his confusion in this area, be-
cause while he allegedly said there was a $33
million surplus, one of the things that the Vic-
torian Government did was to take $97.7 million
from pooled assets of the public sector, including
statutory authorities. It took the $97.7 million
from those areas to finance temporarily a revenue
shortfall.

Mr Bryce: Did you say Victoria?

Mr O'CONNOR: That is correct.
Mr Bryce: They did not. They invested it in

loans.
Mr O'CONNOR: I have checked this with

officers of our Treasury and with Victoria; and
they say that is correct.

Mr Bryce: I have their Budget papers; and I am
not sure they did that.

Mr O'CONNOR: I say again, in case the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has it wrong,
that the Victorian Government took $97.7 million
from pooled assets-

Mr Bryce: Is this their management plan?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes. The money came from
the statutory authorities to finance temporarily a

revenue shortfall. A revenue shortfall is another
way of saying a Budget deficit.

Mr Bryce: Which they inherited
Thompson. Thompson left it as a legacy.

from

Mr O'CONNOR: I mention these points be-
cause they are relevant. That sort of approach is
the same as New South Wales selling $221
million worth of equipment to a finance company
and leasing it back to try to balance its Budget.
That is the sort of thing we would not do in this
State, because we want a sound foundation for
the people of the State. The people are the ones
who would have to finance that sort of thing in
the future.

The Leader of the Opposition praised Victoria
and New South Wales for the tax on financial
transactions. He said, "I think it was widely ac-
claimed by all sectors of the business com-
munity." I will quote from The Age of Friday, 5
November, as follows-

The financial institution's duty as proposed
in the recent Victorian and New South
Wales Budgets would bankrupt all merchant
banks and authorised money market dealers
or send them interstate. The tax has turned
into a monster because not enough time was
spent on analysing the effects of the tax on
financial institutions.

The tax has now been deferred.
Here we had the Leader of the Opposition

indicating that is the sort of thing he liked. Obvi-
ously it is one of the things he would impose on
the people of this State.

Mr Hassell: It was his great white hope for the
State.

Mr O'CONNOR: That shows how the Leader
of the Opposition's slavish devotion to "Big
Brother" in the Eastern States would bring him
and this State down. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition misquoted me regarding the qualities
needed to bring down a Budget. He distorted the
meaning of what I said at a Premiers' Conference.
Although he has had more than a month to peruse
the Budget figures, he has shown he is utterly in-
capable of understanding elementary mathemat-
ics, as indicated by me. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition lacks honesty to deal with arithmetical ac-
curacy. This is indicated by the number of errors
he made, all the way through his speech.

Mr Bryce: Are you prepared to publicly debate
this with him on television?

Mr O'CONNOR: I debate in this House. This
is my place.

Mr Bryce: So you would not do it off the cuff,
without being surrounded by notes and advisers?
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Mr O'CONNOR: I did not say that.
Mr Bryce: You would not debale him publicly

on it, would you? Of course you would not.
Mr O'CONNOR: Consistently and deliber-

ately, the Leader of the Opposition has misquoted
members' comments in this House. H-e claimed on
a radio broadcast recently that the average age of
the Cabinet now is about 55. He knows full well
that he distorted the figure.

Mr Davies: What is it? Is it 54?
Mr O'CONNOR: I am bringing this point for-

ward, because it is time the Leader of the Oppo-
sition realised that he must quote accurately in
the comments he makes.

Mr Hassell: He is the master of the half truth.

Mr O'CONNOR: Our capital works pro-
gramme is a good one. We have tried honestly
and sincerely-

Mr Bryce: You are able to say what you like
when he is not here.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition has been here hardly at all this week.

Mr Bryce: HeI has hardly been absent. You are
setting a great precedent.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: I cannot wait for the Leader

of the Opposition to return. He had amrple time
within which to get back to the House, if he
thought it was important enough to be here.

Mr Bryce: You won't accept his invitations to
debate it publicly.

Mr O'CONNOR: I have not had an invitation
from the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Bryce: You do not have the gumption.
That's what it is!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: He has had at least five invitations.
Mr O'CONNOR: The points I have made are

accurate. They have been checked and the Leader
of the Opposition ought to feel disgraced-

Mr Bryce: Punching away at a vacuum.
Mr O'CONNOR: -by what he has done over

a period in this House. The Budget we have pres-
ented is honest and sincere. It is an effort to try to
create work for the people of this State. It is a
capital works Budget far in excess of what has
ever been presented previously. A great number of
jobs will be provided as a result of the SEC pipe-
line. Jobs also will be created in the areas of hous-
ing and as a result of capital works programmes.

It is a good Budget and I commend it to the
House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commin cc.

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Crane) in the Chair; Mr O'Connor (Treasurer) in
charge of the Bill.

Votes- Agricul ture, $646 000; Forests,
$5 400 000; Industrial Development, $70 000;
Mines, $420 000; Public Works- E~ngineering and
Associated Works, $22 620 000-put and passed.

Vote: Public Works-Buildings and Associ-
ated Works, $85 078 000-

Mr GRAYDEN: It is proposed to spend
$23 472 000 in respect of hospitals under public
works-buildings and associated works including
furniture and equipment. My suggestion relates to
the effects or~ cigarette smoking which is a very
serious matter. A total of 1 200 people die annu-
ally in this State as a consequence of cigarette
smoking.

A representative of the Cancer Council of
Great Britain has been in this State recently and
pointed out one of the planks of that council's
campaign against cigarette smoking is the dis-
sernination of material stating that tobacco is the
oniy widely promoted product in the world which
kills 25 per cent of those who consume it. The
council stipulates that, if a person smokes 20 or
more cigarettes a day, he or she falls into the
category of cigarette smokers who have a 25 per
cent mortality rate.

I suggest that, in view of the fact that 1 200
people die annually in this State from diseases as-
sociated with cigarette smoking, we construct a
mausoleum in Western Australia. I do not stipu-
late where it should be located. It could be con-
structed in Kings Park, on the Esplanade, on
Burswood Island, on Heirisson Island, or any-
where else.

Not only would that mausoleum be constructed
in memory of those who have died as a result of
diseases associated with cigarette smoking, but
also it would be a museum in which some of the
effects of cigarette smoking would be depicted
very graphically. Depicted in that museum would
be the fact that the number of people who die an-
nually as a result of tobacco smoking is four times
as great as the road toll in this State. We would
compare the number of deaths from tobacco-re-
lated diseases with the number of casualities
which resulted from the world wars and Vietnam
and the number of people who die from alcohol-
related disease. All this would be portrayed
graphically in the mausoleum.
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Members who visited the Royal Show
would have seen the police exhibit which had a
number of gory items and attracted many people.
I suggest we construct a mausoleum in this Stale
in which to display that sort of material relating
to cigarette smoking. A large number of Western
Australians would visit it and parents would be
able to take their children there to see the effects
of cigarette smoking. It would become a tourist
attraction and would help to bring home to the
people of Western Australia the significance of
the statement to which I referred earlier and
which is circulated widely by the Cancer Council
of Great Britain.

It can be seen that, when one smokes cigarettes.
one is playing Russian roulette with a revolver
with four chambers, one of which has a bullet in
it. If a person smokes a pack of cigarettes a
day-that is, 20 or more cigarettes-he falls into
the category of smokers who have a 25 per cent
mortality rate.

I will not go any further, although I would wel-
come the opportunity to develop my argument
more. I will satisfy myself by reiterating that, if
we are to spend over $2 000 million this year on
public works and if we are able to allocate $2 000
million for Consolidated Revenue Estimates, a
total in excess of $4 000 million, surely we could
make available a small amount to enable us to
construct this mausoleum which would serve to
remind us of the 1 200 people who die annually in
this State and which would serve also as a mu-
seum in which we could depict all that to which I
have just referred.

Vote put and passed.

Votes-Treasury, $3 790 000; Business Under-
takings, $17 132 000; Housing Authorities,
$21 600 000; Technical amd Further Education
Colleges, 53 920 000; Other Authorities,
$440 000-put and passed.

Schedules 1 and 2 put and passed.

Clauses I to 3 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
O'Connor (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) 15.59
p.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
10.45 a.m. on Tuesday, 16 November.

Queston put and passed.
House adjourned at 6.00 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

STOCK: SHEEP

Noxious Weeds

1988. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Primary
Industry:

(1) How many Eastern States sheep other
than stud stock have been imported and
sold in this State?

(2) In what saleyards have the stock been
sold?

(3) Have records of livestock sales been
made available to Agriculture Protection
Board officers in order to allow them to
establish a register of farms which may
be at risk from the introduction of
noxious weeds from this source?

(4) Are quarantine and inspection facilities
adequate to carry out efficient inspec-
tion of livestock from the Eastern
States?

(5) How many officers have been assigned
to this task?

(6) How many used harvesters have been
brought into Western Australia from the
Eastern States?

(7) Have all of these machines been in-
spected by the Agriculture Protection
Board?

(8) (a) Where is the inspection carried out;
and

(b) what guarantee is there that all of
the imported machines are being in-
spected?

(9) Will the Agriculture Protection Board
maintain a register of farms where these
machines operate?

(10) Is it possible for landowners who have
Purchased livestock or used machinery
to be made liable for the full cost of
eradication of any noxious weeds
introduced to their properties from these
sources?
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Mr OLD replied:

(1) Since 1 September 1982, 7 150 approxi-
mately.

(2) Northam.
(3) The buyer's property is under surveil-

lance quarantine for footrot and liver
fluke. The records are available to the
Agriculture Protection Board.

(4) Yes.
(5) Up to 4.
(6) 15.
(7) Yes.

(8) (a) Norseman, Kalgoorlie, -and
Espera nce:

(b) the Eyre Highway is the only road
suitable for heavy transport so it is
virtually certain that all trucks
carrying machinery will pass
through Norseman. Surveillance
east of Norseman is maintained by
local staff and the observed entry of
vehicles coincides with arrivals at
Norsemnan.

(9) The destination of the machines will be
recorded and use monitored as far as
possible.

(10) Landholders are responsible for the con-
trol of declared plants (noxious weeds)
on their properties.

TRANSPORT

Passengers: Unemployed

2026. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:

Referring to a report in The West Aus-
tralian of I November indicating that he
had rejected a suggestion that fare con-
cessions on public transport be extended
to the unemployed on the basis that such
concessions would impose a substantial
burden on State finances, and which ap-
pears to be in some conflict with the
answer by the Deputy Premier to my
question 1785 of 21 October 1982
indicating that he had recently asked the
Co-ordinator General of Transport and
the MTT to review the matter of travel
concessions for unemployed people and
that when the results are available he
will be making recommendations to
Government and that it is not possible to
indicate what cost would be involved
until he received the report-which of

Ow66

these two responses represents the actual
view of' the Government regarding pub-
lic transport concessions for the unem-
ployed?

Mr O'CONNOR replied;,

As the member is no doubt aware, with
the exception of the Commonwealth
scheme for free travel passes for eligible
persons attending job interviews, free
public transport for the unemployed is
not available at this time.

However, this is a matter that the
Government keeps continually uinder re-
view,

WATER RESOURCES

Denha m

2027. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Which department is responsible for the
provision of water supplies to the town
of Denham?

(2) Is it correct that water is supplied
through two water meters, one being
bore water for garden use, and the other
being desalinated water for home use?

(3) Is it correct that ratepayers pay Tates on
both meters of over $60 per meter?

(4) In view of the ratepayers of Den ham
having no option over the number of
meters required, why do they have to
pay for both meters?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Public Works Department.

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes. Water rates are payable on each
property dependent on the rating
valuation, and usage classification of
each property. The minimum rate is $40
per annum, and domestic properties are
subject to a maximum rate of $67. In re-
turn for rates, each property is entitled
to one service without additional charge.
Additional services are subject to an ad-
ditional service fee of $67.
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(4) Additional service fees apply throughout
the State and are in accordance with the
policy applying under the Country Areas
Waler Supply Act. There is a very high
cost to the State in supplying potable
water at Denham. Consumers who wish
to take advantage of the benefits arising
from the two supplies and thereby re-
ceiving potable water for a price which
is only a fraction of the cost to the Pub-
lic Works Department, must expect to
make some small contribution to that
cost.

HOUSING
South- west

2028. Mr SIBSON, to the Minister for Housing:
How many units of each separate type
of State Housing Commission accommo-
dation have been built in-

(a) Bunbury;

(b) Collie;

(c) Narrogin;

(d) Pinjarra; and

(e) Busselton,

in each of the past five years?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

The number of units built for the State
Housing Commission in each of the past
five years for the specific towns referred
to are-

2 BR Dup. 3 BR Dup. 2 BR SDH 3 BR SPII
0a) (b) (C) T" (d) T/-

C/S A/H CIS A/H C/S A/H C/S A/H

4 BR SDH A.P.U

C/S A/H C/S A/H

(a) BUNBURY
1977-78
1978-79
197 9-80
1980-81
198 1-82
(b) COLLIE
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80
1980-81
198 1-82
(c) Narrogin
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80
1980-81
1981-82
(d) Pinijarra
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80
1980-81
1981-82
(e) Busselton
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80
1980-81
1981-82

13

13

4

2

4

2

2

2

2
LEGEND: C/S-Commonwealth/State
A/ H-Aboriginal Housing Scheme

8
14
12
5
3

2

10

3

2

2
2

2 2-- - 8

- - - 1 3

2
Housing Agreement

4

4

S

2

2

5

10

3
4

2

2

12

10

2

3
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TOWN PLANNING: BOARD

Chairman

2029. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(I) What were the initial terms and con-
ditions of the appointment of Mr L.
O'Meara as Chairman of the Town
Planning Board?

(2) Have these been since changed?
(3) If so, in what way?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(I) The terms and conditions of appoint-

Ment are-

(a) salary for three and one-half days
per week 521 000 per annum;

(b) expense allowance-5600 per
annum; and

(c) normal public service rates for
travelling allowance and motor
mileage when attending board
business in country areas.

(2) No.
(3) Answered by (2).

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Treatment Costs

2030. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

In view of the fact that it has been esti-
mated that at the Royal Adelaide Hos-
pital in South Australia it cost
$12 000 000 annually to treat smoking
related diseases, will he advise the ap-
proximate costs of treating such diseases
at-

(a) Royal Perth Hospital;
(b) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital;
(c) Fremantle Hospital;
(d) other Government hospitals?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(a) to (d) In the short time available and
without knowing the criteria used in the
Royal Adelaide Hospital study, it is not
possible to give an immediate estimate.
It is thought however that the amount
involved would be substantial.
The information required will involve
considerable research and an answer will
be forwarded as soon as studies have
been carried out.

TECHNOLOGY PARK

Location

2031. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
m ent:

Will he table a map showing the pro-
posed location of the land to be used for
the technology park?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

The two maps tabled show the location
of the site with relation to the City of
Perth and the proposed subdivision of
the estate. The subdividing line has yet
to be surveyed and must be taken as ap-
proximate only.
The technology park will occupy ap-
proximately one half of the total estate
known as the Collier plantation.

The maps were tabled (see paper No. S575).

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Government Initiatives

2032. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware that in the past 12 months
no full time jobs have been created in
Western Australia and that, in fact,
I 300 were lost?

(2) Does he know that the Queensland
Government increased its full time work
force by 8 600-and was the only State
to record any increase?

(3) Can he explain his statement that West-
ern Australia's job creation today re-
mains the best in Australia when West-
ern Australia's male work force was
reduced by 1 0007

(4) Can he explain the loss of 300 full time
jobs for females?

(5) Can he explain why 3 600 part-time and
full-time jobs for young people
were lost?

(6) Is he aware that Western Australia has
the highest proportion of its work force
in part-time employment?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Member's wording of his question

does not describe the position ad-
equately, but nevertheless it is a fact
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that Australian Bureau of Statistics fig-
ures show that at the end of September
this year there were 1 300 fewer people
in full-time employment in Western
Australia than 12 months earlier. The
same figures show that there were
12 200 more people employed in this
State at the end of September than 12
months earlier.

(2) Yes, and to present the position fully it
should be noted that the decline in full-
time employment in the same period in
New South Wales was 45 100, in Vic-
toria 13 000, in South Australia 12 100,
and in Tasmania 7 300.

(3) The statistics available from the ABS
demonstrate the truth of the statement
that Western Australia's job creation is
the best in Australia. In the 12-month
period under review, the latest for which
Figures are available, the number of
people employed in Western Australia
increased by 12 200. In Queensland the
number increased by 11 100. In New
South Wales there was a decrease of
43 800, in Victoria a decrease of 16 000,
in South Australia a decrease of 1 2 800,
and in Tasmania a decrease of 4 700. It
should be noted that part-time employ-
ment constitutes nearly 20 per cent of all
employment and is therefore a very im-
portant part of overall employment and
overall economic activity. It is a growing
form of employment which is a natural
expression of many of the changing cir-
cumstances and changing priorities in
today's society. It should not be ex-
cluded in any assessment of the employ-
ment situation.

(4) No. It is not possible to provide an ex-
planation for each of the 300 employ-
ment positions mentioned.

(5) See above.
(6) Yes.

POLICE: FIREARMS

Registrations

2033. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

(1) (a) How many persons hold firearms
licences in Western Australia;,

(b) how many weapons are registered
with the Police;

(c) what is the number of each type
registered?

(2) (a) How many new licences were
granted in the last year;

(b) how many new registrations of
weapons were approved;

(c) what was the number of each type
of weapon registered?

(3) (a) How many weapons were surren-
dered to the police in the last year;

(b) what was the number of each type?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) (a) At June 30 1982-total 98 169;

(b) 193 533 (Private), 2 547
(Corporate), total 196 100.

(c) Private Corporate
Shotguns 49988 189
conccalabtcs 6 620 1 575
Other 136945 783

193553 2547

Total
50 177
8 195

137 728

196 l00

(2) (a) 6213;
(b) 6 687;
(c) shotguns I 579-concealable 109,

other 4 999.
(3) (a) 2 290;

(b) this information is not readily
available., however, details, could be
supplied to the member within a
few days, if required.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Telephone Calls: Toil-free

2034. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Premier:

Would he please advise what Govern-
ment or semi-Government authorities
other than the Small Business Advisory
Service provide toll-free (INWATS)
telephone access to the people of West-
ern Australia?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

The information requested is being
collated and a considered reply will be
forwarded to the member as early as
practicable.

2035. This quest ion was postponed.

GRAIN
Handling Charges

2036. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(I) W ha t is t he present cha rge per ton ne for

grain handled, levied by each of the
State grain handling authorities?

5284



[Friday, 12 November 1982J128

(2) (a) Has the handling charge for grain
been set by the grain handling
authorities for the 1982-83 year;
and

(b) if so, at what levels have they been
set?

Mr OLD replied:

(I0.
HANDLING CHARGES-198 1-82 SEASON

$ PER TONNE
WA NJSW Victoria Qid SA

Wheat 1167 14.40 10.35 16.00 11.35
Barley 14".0 1 14.40 11.00 13.34 10.25 (+ wharfage

Oats 14.01 14.40 11.00

(2) (a) and (b)

$ PER TONNE
WA NSW Victooia Old SA

Wheat 12.00 14+90 12+00 16.50 11.95
Barley 14,40 1490 12.60 N/A 10.95

Oats 14,40 1630 12+60 - 11.45

A bell charge
of S2 per

lanc appianx)
1 1.35 42+ wharrage

&belt charge of
$2wpe

tonne approx)

42+ wharfage
& belt

charges)
42+ wharfage

& belt
charges)

EDUCATION

Students: Recurrent Cast

2037. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Education:

What is the average recurrent cost in
Western Austraia-
(a) per pre-primary pupil;
(b) per primary pupil;
(c) per secondary pupil?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(a) $692.30;
(b) $1 138.21;
(c) $1 828.98.

BA NKRU PTCI ES

Number

2038. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

Would the Attorney General please ad-
vise the number of bankruptcies de-
clared in Western Australia in each of
the last three financial years?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

I am advised that there has been a de-
cline in the number of bankruptcies over
the last three financial years.

However, bankruptcy being a Common-
wealth responsibility. I would suggest
that this request for detailed information
should be addressed to the Common-
wealth Attorney General.

APPR ENTICES
Apprenticeships: New

2039. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Premier:

Would he please advise how many new
apprenticeships his Government will be
providing to commence in 1983, together
with details of the departments
involved?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The projected intake of apprentices into
State Government departments and
instrumentalities for 1983 is as fol-
lows-
Employing Authorities Proposed

Intake
1983

Department of AgricultureI
Forests Department 5
Fremantle Port Authority 4
Fremantle Public Hospital 4
Government Printer 12
Hospital and Allied Services 43
Department of Labour andI Industry I
Main Roads Department 4
Metropolitan Water Authority 37
Mental Health Services 12
Metropolitan Transport Trust 20
Mines Department 1
Perth Dental Hospital 5
Public Works Department 58
State Energy Commission 58
State Housing Commission 4
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 7
University of Western Australia I
Western Australia Fire Brigades Board 3
Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology 5
Westrail 104
Zoological Gardens Board1

390

PUBLIC SERVICE

Positions: New

2040. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Premier:
How many new positions, other than ap-
prenticeships, will be available through
the State Public Service in the New
Year?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Provision has been made in the 1982-83
budget for 167 new CREF funded pos-
itions under the provisions of the Public
Service Act, 1978-82.

LOTTERIES COMMISSION

Agencies

2041. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Chief Secretary:

(1) Would the Minister please advise if it is
the intention of the Government to en-
sure that persons currently holding [Otto
and lottery agencies will be given first
right of refusal to sell the new instant
[Otto?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) The Lotteries Commission advises that

it intends to invite all existing agents to
be agents for the new instant lottery.

(2) Not applicable.

2042. This question was postponed.

SWIMMING POOLS

Drownings

2043. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) How many persons drowned in private
swimming pools in the last year?

(2) Would she, in consultation with local
authorities, ensure that action is taken
to police the safety of private pools and
initiate a campaign to warn of the
dangers, particularly to children, of pri-
vate swimming pools, to limit as far as
possible the incidence of drowning in the
ensuing summer period?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Three persons drowned in private swim-

ming pools in the year ended 30 June
1982, comprising one pre-schooler, one
primary school child and one adult.

(2) It is the responsibility of all local
authorities in the State to ensure that
the provisions of the Uniform Private
Swimming Pool By-laws are strictly en-
forced.

I will ensure that they are reminded of
this requirement. In addition, the
National Safety Council will shortly be
commencing its summer swimming pools
safety awareness campaign which has
now been in operation for four years.

ELECTORAL

Enrolnments: Metropolitan Area

2044. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Chief Secretary:

(1) Would the Minister please advise the
total number of persons over 18 years of
age, based on census figures, residing in
the area defined as the metropolitan re-
gion for the purposes of the Electoral
Act?

(2) What is the total number of persons en-
rolled in that area?

(3) On the same basis, what is the total
number of persons over I18 years of age,
based on the census figures, in the rest
of the State?

(4) What is the total number of persons en-
rolled in the rest of the State?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) to (4) The Australian Bureau of Stat-

istics is unable to provide figures which
relate to the new State electoral bound-
aries.

2045. This question was postponed.

POLICE STATION

Nol/arnara

2046. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

(1) Referring to his answer to question 2001
of 1982 in which he indicated that police
strength at Nollamara Police Station
had been boosted by the supply of an ad-
ditional constable, can he confirm that
the station is three men down on its nor-
mal strength due to annual leave en-
titlement and sickness and injury?

(2) If "Yes", is it not misleading to the Par-
liament and the public to suggest that
the supply of one additional police
officer would boost overall police
strength at the station, particularly in
view of the extra workload imposed by
the growth of the Mirrabooka town
centre and the upsurge of vandalism and
violence in the residential area in the
same vicinity?
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Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) and (2) Whilst it is correct that two men

are on annual leave, the normal staffing
of Nollamara Police Station, as with
other stations, has an inbuilt component
to allow for annual leave. At present a
relief has been provided for a constable
on sick leave.
Although, as stated in my answer to
your previous question, a constable has
been supplied to Nollamara to assist
with the workload, it is the additional
attention to this area by patrols other
than the regular patrols from Nollamara
Police Station that is the major initiative
to combat this particular problem.
The additional constable has been pro-
vided as a supplement to police strength
at Nollamara.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ECONOMY: WESTERN AUSTRALIA

Debate

802. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

(1) In view of the obvious satisfaction the
Premier has just derived from condemn-
ing the Leader of the Opposition in the
absence of the Leader of the Oppo-
sit ion-

Mr O'Connor: His place is here.
Mr BRYCE: -will the Premier guarantee to

accept the challenge from the Leader of
the Opposition to debate general econ-
omic issues in public, on television, or in
any other public forum?

(2) If the Premier is not prepared to meet
the Leader of the Opposition to debate
these matters in those public forums,
would he explain to the House why he is
afraid of the challenge?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) 1 spend enough of my time in

this House debating issues with the
Leader of the Opposition.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Mr Bryce: But you won't do it publicly. The
only way you could possibly win would
be to challenge a vacuum.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member has criticised
me for speaking when the Leader of the
Opposition is away from the-Chamber.

If the Leader of the Opposition is away
from the House, that is his fault, not
mine. His place is in the House. I knew
the Leader of the Opposition was away,
but I was unaware of how long the de-
bate on this issue would last. I had every
right to reply to it. If Opposition mem-
bers think I am wrong in my assertions,
it is for them to come to this place and
make accusations against me.

Mr Bryce: You won't do it; you are a squib.

Several members interjected.

Mr Bryce: Take him on publicly.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Sodeman: Pay for your own advertising.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Pilbara should remain silent.

Mr O'CONNOR: I have tried to make the
point to the House that oratory and act-
ing are not what we need in Govern-
ment; what we need is honesty and sin-
cerity.

REGIONAL ADMINISTRATION

Administrator: South-west

803. Mr SIBSON, to the Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment:

Is the Minister in a position to provide
information to the House about the
pending appointment of an adminis-
trator for the south-west region?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

I am pleased to advise the member for
Bunbury that the position has been ad-
vertised. The broad range of applicants
have been assessed by a departmental
committee and I understand it is down
to the last few of those applicants. In the
next two or three weeks I hope to be
able to announce the appointment of the
new regional administrator for the
South-West.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Job Creation Schemes

804. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

(1) In light of the crisis which has devel-
oped-

Mr Nanovich: Are you standing up?
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Mr BRYCE: The member may think himself
humorous but he is certainly not ori-
ginal.

Mr Rushton: Accurate, though.

Mr BRYCE: Eyeball to eyeball we are about
the same, but not intellectually, I would
hope. To continue: In light of the crisis
which has developed in Western Aus-
tralia associated with such high levels of
unemployment, is his Government pre-
pared to make representation to the
Fraser Government to urge it to im-
plement meaningful job creation
schemes to provide employment for
Western Australians?

(2) Is his Government considering the ap-
pointment of a Minister for employment
and training?

Mr

(1)

O'CONNOR replied:

and (2) This Government already has
undertaken some action. Everyone
throughout Australia is concerned at the
unemployment situation, but this
Government already has taken action
through its loan programme and in other
areas to make sure every cent we can get
is diverted into work-creating areas,
such as housing, capital works, mainten-
ance and so on. Already on other issues
which are work-creative we have drawn
up details with which to approach the
Federal Government. We will be seeking
assistance from the Federal Govern-
ment. If a Premiers' Conference is re-
quested to consider this matter we will
participate if it appears something con-
crete could be done to assist the unem-
ployed. However, we have taken action
already in line with what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has suggested.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Overseas Trips

805. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

What members of the Cabinet, apart
from him, are contemplating overseas
trips between now and the next election?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I cannot say offhand; the only ones I
know of are the Minister for Mines and
Me.

Mr Davies: The Minister for Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development

said last night that he was going to New
Zealand.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister for Mines

and I will be going to Japan and Korea
to discuss vital issues for this State
which we hope will provide additional

jobs in the long term.

I do not look forward to the trip; it will
be for six days and will include quite a
bit of travelling. I have more than
enough to do here, but I believe the mat-
ter is important enough to warrant both
of us taking the trip. As the member
suggested, the Minister for Resources
Development may be taking a trip to
New Zealand, but offhand I am not
aware of any other trips.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Deaths

806. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) According to Public Health Department
estimates, does cigarette smoking cause
the death of at least I 200 Western Aus-
tralians each year from lung cancer, cor-
onary heart disease, emphysema and
chronic bronchitis?

(2) Is cigarette smoking the largest single
cause of preventable death and disease
in Western Australia?

(3) Is the proportion of adult male and fe-
male smokers in the population falling?

(4) Is the proportion of regular smokers
amongst children rising rapidly?

(5) Does he know what percentage of-

(a) men;

(b) women; and

(c) children

in Western Australia are regular
smokers?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) In 1981, 442 deaths resulted from lung

cancer, 2 249 from coronary heart dis-
ease, and 333 from chronic bronchitis
and emphysema in Western Australia, a
total of 3 004. It gcnerally is considered
that 75 per cent of deaths from lung
cancer, 25 per cent from coronary heart
disease, and 80 per cent from chronic
bronchitis and emphysema would not
have occurred in the absence of smok-
ing. On this basis 1 145 deaths in 1981
from lung cancer, coronary heart disease
and chrinic bronchitis and emphysema
are attributable to smoking. The figures
for 1979 and 1980 were slightly lower.

(2) Yes, in the sense that the largest single
factor causing death and disease which
is potentially preventable is cigarette
smoking.

(3) No. The rates are stable at present.
(4) No accurate information is available in

Western Australia but data from else-
where suggests some increase among
adolescents, particularly female ado-
lescents, the rate of increase being un-
certain.

(5) The latest readily available and reliable
data relating to the population of West-
ern Australia as a whole is that obtained
from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
survey in 1977. The Figures are-
(a) men-45.9 per cent;
(b) women-3 1.3 per cent; and
(c) children-not known.

HOSPITALS

Jamison Report

807. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Health:
A circular recently was sent through the
mail From the Australian Hospitals As-
sociation to draw attention to some of
the recommendations of the Jamison re-
port which are considered to be vital for
the future of health delivery in Aus-
tralia, but have no 't been acted upon. I
ask: Is he able to tell us, as a result of
the Health Ministers' conference,
whether the report still is under review,

and whether it is being pursued with
the Federal Government from whence
much of the initiation for some of the
recommendations will have to come? In
other words, what has happened to the
remaining recommendations of the
Jamison report?

Mr YOUNG replied:

Basically the recommendations of the
Jamison report were aimed at the Com-
monwealth Government at the time of
the writing of the report. The reason for
that obviously was that the Common-
wealth Government virtually determined
the method of delivery of services
through the hospital system in Australia
because of its control over the money
put into that system. Since then, and
arising out of the Janmison report, the
Commonwealth has changed the
system-imposing a few other pressures
as well, I might add-of funding for the
hospital system, and the derivation of
revenue for that system. To a great ex-
tent the States now are on their own in
respect of administration OF hospitals
and the like.

The major thrust of the .Jamison report
originally was aimed at Commonwealth
matters; therefore the States could not
act unilaterally in respect of the re-
commendations. The Health Ministers'
conference, of which the Federal Minis-
ter is a part, looked at the Janmison re-
port and quite a number of specific
items in it. To the best of my knowledge,
many of those items still are being con-
sidered by the standing committee of the
Health Ministers' conference which will
report back to the conference, If the
thrust of what the member suggests is
that now that the Commonwealth has
changed the method of Commonwealth-
State funding, the States could be acting
unilaterally on some of the decisions, I
would be inclined to agree with him.
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