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

PORNOGRAPHY: VIDEO FILMS

Banning: Petition

MR COYNE (M urchison-FEyre) [10.46 a.m.]: I
have a petition which reads as follow-

TO:
The H-onourable the Speaker and Members

of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled

We. the undersigned plead that because it
will cause serious harm to the community the
Parliament will not legalise the sale, hire or
supply of any video tape, video disc, slide or
any other recording *from a visual image
which can be produced, which portrays scenes
of explicit sexual relations showing genitalia
detail, acts of violence and sex:, sexual perver-
sion such as sodomy; mutilation, child por-
nography; coprophilia: bestiality or the use
and effect of illicit drug taking.

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

This petition bears 89 signatures and I have certi-
fied that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See pet t ion No. .57.)

CHIEF ELECTORAL OFFICER:
ALLEGATIONS

Witness before Assembly: Standing Orders
Suspension

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [10.47 as.J.: I
move, without notice-

That so much of Standing Orders be sus-
pended as would prevent me from moving the
following motion forthwith-

That Mr Douglas Coates, former
Chief Electoral Officer be summoned to
appear before the House to make a
statement respecting his recent alle-
gation concerning misconduct by two

members of the State Government and
to a nswe r a ny q uest ions t hereon.

Mr Speaker, this is a very urgent and important
matter, and I think the position must be clarified
before Dr Rumley takes up his appointment. It
would be very wrong for Dr Rumley to take up his
new position with this cloud which hangs over the
Electoral Office following the allegations made by
M r Coates.

Mr Coates has made serious allegations con-
cerning the impropriety of two Government mem-
bers, one a Minister and one a member of Parlia-
ment. He has also indicated that he is prepared to
appear before a Select Committee. Such a Select
Committee could -give him the protection that he
wants. But it is equally true chat that protection
would be afforded to Mr Coates if he appeared
before this House. He would then be in a position
to make a statement to the House and he would be
in a position to answer any questions through you,
Sir, that the House may have in connection with
that statement. The House would then be in a
position to make a judgment as to how the matter
should proceed. It would give this Parliament, not
just the Government of the day, the opportunity to
make a decision.

I could not agree mnore with the editorial which
appeared in today's The West Australian.

The SPEAKER: I cannot allow the member to
go too far into the subject matter of the motion he
intends to Move.

Mr STEPHENS: I am trying to indicate the
urgency of it as pointed out by the editorial. After
these comments I will resume my seat.

The editorial reads-
If Mr Doug Coates has documents to sup-

port his charges of misconduct against a
Government Minister and a back-bencher. it
should be easy enough to get to the bottom of
the affair.

The editorial goes on-
But the charges made by Mr Coates are

too serious to be ignored.
However, the State's taxpayers should not

be expected to foot the bill for a major in-
quiry that may end up proving nothing.

That is one of the reasons I believe that this Par-
liament should call Mr Coates before it so that he
has an opportunity to make his statement with the
full protection of this House. Mr Coates says he is
prepared to give his evidence to a Legislative
Council Select Committee. Giving evidence befre
this House gives him the same proteetion for
which he is asking if he appears before a Select
Committee.
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Finally, the editorial says this-
One way or another, the issue has to be

settled quickly, before it festers and grows
into a long-running political sore.

I believe that is an important statement. That is
why this matter should be debated now, because
today Parliament rises and it will adjourn for over
a week. I think the matter should be dealt with
now.

The SPEAKER: Before I put the question I
wish to advise members that for this motion to be
successful il requires an absolute majority of the
House. If, when I do put the question, I hear a
dissenting voice, I will need to divide the House.

MR TONKIN (M orley-Swa n- Leader of the
House) [10.51 a.m.]: I rise very reluctantly to
suggest to the House that it rejects the motion.
The reason I do it reluctantly is because I think it
would be quite a good idea to have Mr Coates here
and see just how much substance there is in this
allegation. I made it clear in my answer yesterday
that I as a Minister will not tolerate any of my
colleagues doing anything improper in respect of
the Electoral Office or any other department
under my control. I would leave the Government
rather th.an permit that to happen. I am quite
sincere in that.

I am very tempted to say, "Let us get Mr
Coates here". in fact we have asked the Leader of
the Opposition for the facts. Any member with
any fairness, and most of us have a great deal of
fairness in us, will know it is very difficult to
defend oneself against a charge about which one
does not know. if someone just says something
vague, how does one defend oneself? If Mr Coates
is worried about civil action, which I can under-
stand he would be, through the Legislative Coun-
cil or the Leader of the Opposition who has taken
up this matter, under privilege it could be said,
"Look, it was Minister so and so. It was this
backbencher or it Was this official of the Labor
Party". We could then investigate the matter and,
if what has been alleged has occurred, we could
take action: but how can I say it did not happen if
I do not know what members are talking about?

I really want to lay this matter to rest, becauseI
pointed out last night Mr Coates did not come to
me, the Premier, or the Chairman of the Public
Service Board who is, after all, above politics, and
Mr Coates would have felt safe with him. He did
not even speak about the matter to his deputy on
whom he relied heavily, and apparently he will not
tell the Opposition.

If the Opposition had something against one of
the Labor Ministers, do members think it would
not raise the matter? I would not blame the Oppo-

sition for doing so. If one sits opposite for nine
years, one lives in hope that something like this
will come along. One says, "Oh, here is some-
thing" and one grabs the substance of the matter
and uses it. That is what Parliament is for and we
have a democracy in order that Ministers can be
brought to book if they have done something
wrong and it is the Opposition's proper and legit-
imate role to raise the matter.

However, someone must say, "Such and such
did such and such" which can be dealt with under
privilege. The reason I suggest the House reject
the motion is that the member for Stirling did not
consult with us in any way. Members will be
aware, especially those who have sat in Govern-
ments before, that if a Government just cops any
motion that comes up without consultation, the
House will be in chaos. We would never get our
legislative programme through. This morning I
spoke to the member for Stirling in the corridor. I
said, "Gooday. How are you?" in my usual
friendly way. The member for Stirling could have
said then, "Look, we want to suspend Standing
Orders".

There is another factor here. Members know me
well enough to be aware that I have a mind of my
own. Nevertheless, there is a gentleman who is not
here at the moment-that is, the Premier of the
State-and I cannot even consult with him. Surely
members would accept that it is fair and reason-
able that I consult with the Premier before dealing
With this Matter?

Mr Stephens: You could overcome that problem
by giving your members a free vote and letting
them make their own decisions according to their
own consciences.

Mr TONKIN: That still would not assist in
respect of consultation with the Premier. He is the
head of the Government and it is proper that I
should consult with him.

I would be very concerned if anyone in the com-
munity thought that we were running away from
this issue.

Mr Stephens: It will look that way.
Mr TONKIN: That is what the member is

hoping. We have asked Mr McKenna to speak to
Mr Coates-, we have asked Mr Coates to speak to
us: we have asked the Opposition to tell us the
position: so we are doing everything we can. How-
ever, I do not rule out the possibility of a com-
mittee of this House, or the House itself,
investigating Mr Coates' allegations, which arc
very serious and should be laid to rest. However,
that should be done in the proper way.

I understand the Opposition intends to move an
urgency motion and it has approached the matter
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in the right way. It has gone to the Speaker.I
understand, Sir, that under Standing Orders you
have a right to rule that motion out of order. I am
not saying what you should do either way, but I
u nderstand it will be allowed. The Opposition has
approached that in the proper way by going to the
Speaker and giving us a copy of its motion. That is
consul tat ion.

The House will work better if we consult with
one another, so I suggest that the member for
Stirling, myself, and any other member who
wishes, should discuss this matter to see how we
can best proceed. We have the situation where the
Government comes along with a legislative pro-
gramme and the Opposition says, "We want to
disrupt your programme for an hour" and tells us
about it and the Speaker has to make a ruling
under Standing Orders. However, all those ar-
rangements and the orderly process of the business
of this House cannot be disrupted by a member
who passes me in the corridor and does not even
say, "Look, we want to suspend Standing Orders".

We are not running away from the issue, but
the motion should be rejected because of the lack
of consultation and the fact that there is an or-
derly way in which to run the House.

MR MackINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [10.57 a.m.]: The Opposition
will also oppose the motion. As the Leader of the
House has just indicated, the allegations made by
Mr Coates are very serious indeed and should be
cleared up as soon as possible, but before thatI
happens we need to be sure we are taking the right
action.

The member for Stirling came in here this
morning proposing this motion to bring Mr Coates
before the Bar of the House in a manner which is
unprecedented. It has never previously happened
in the history of this House. The member for
Stirling does that without so much as one word of
consultation with either the Leader of the House,
the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition, or my-
self as Leader of the House for the Opposition
parties. That is hardly a way for the Parliament to
be making a decision about such a serious matter.

We on this side of the House as you, Sir, would
be well aware, and as members would be well
aware. have a series of questions on the Notice
Paper directed to Ministers of the Government in
relation to this matter. We want to peruse the
answers which are provided to those questions be-
fore we determine what action, if any, we will take
to further pursue the matter to clear it up once
and for all.

It is also passing strange to me that yesterday,
as members are well aware, we debated at length a

motion which dealt with the subject and neither
the member for Stirling, nor his colleague, the
member for Merredin, participated in that debate.
I would have thought that, if those members were
serious, they would have participated in the debate
at that time; they would have made known their
views; they would have made this suggestion and
we would have been able to consider it.

We in the Opposition parties view the appoint-
ment of Dr Rumley with grave concern. We made
that quite clear in this Parliament last night. We
view with grave concern the allegations made by
Mr Coates, but to take such action merely as a
political -stunt on the part of the member for
Stirling will not be accommodated by the Oppo-
sition parties.

MR COWAN (Merredin) 1 11.00 am.): Nat-
urally we of the National Party are very disap-
pointed with the attitude shown by the two major
parties.

Mr Tonkin: If you were serious, you would have
consulted.

Mr COWAN: I will deal with this matter of
consultation. Unless the Government has a par-
ticular interest in consulting with us, unless it sees
some benefit from consulting with us, it is very
rare that it does so. I remember that the Oppo-
sition, when in Government had the same attitude,
as it does now. Members of the Opposition will
recall that there was no consultation with us on
the motion it moved yesterday, not that we
expected it. And I can recall one occasion when
the Opposition was in Government and I did go
along to consult with it. I explained what I wanted
to do, but found that I was then pre-empted by a
member of the Liberal Party who was given an
opportunity to act before I was able to. That is the
value of consultation in this place.

I am concerned, as you must be, Mr Speaker,
about the way this Parliament makes its decisions.
Should it make decisions in the corridors of this
place or should it make them here?

The Leader of the House said that it was a
wonderful motion which should be supported, but
that he could not do so because the Government
had not been consulted. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition said that the Opposition could not sup-
port the motion because his party had not been
eons ulIted.

Surely we have the capacity to handle this mo-
tion; surely we are not all people with an IQ two
points above plant life, making us unable to exam-
ine this motion now and make a decision on it now.

Mr MacKinnon: It has never happened before
in this House.
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Mr COWAN: So what: create the precedent.
The Standing Orders allowing this do exist. We
can bring a person before the Bar of this House.
We arc dealing with a very serious allegation, and
the Opposition does not have the guts to do this.

Mr MacKinnon: It is a very serious step.

Mr COWAN: Of course it is; but the Oppo-
sition does not have the guts to do as we ask and
its excuse is that it was not consulted. What are
we? Are we decision-makers? Or are we people
who have to look for excuses every lime something
comes up about which we arc not too sure?

Mr Tonkin: We make decisions together, so
there should be consultation as a consequence.

Mr COWAN: We can make our decision now.

Mr Tonkin: Without consultation.
Mr COWAN: How much consultation does the

Government need? We can consider the issue now.
The Leader of the House should not get petty
when talking about things like consultation. I must
confess that I am pleased to be involved in consul-
tations with the Government when those occasions
arise, but they arise only with matters that the
Government reels are of benefit to it; in those
areas where the Giovernment thinks we are of no
value, there is no consultation.

Mr Tonkin: That is up to you.

Mr COWAN: It is up to the Leader of the
House. Consultation is a two-way process. I ask
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to consider
how much consultation there was with the
National Party when the Liberal Party proposed
its urgency motion. There was none at all.

There is no question that public opinion would
be very much in favour of having this matter
resolved very quickly. Our Standing Orders allow
for a person to be brought to the Bar of the House
and ftir that person to be given the full protecti on
of the House while explaining the allegations he
has made. If the Opposition is not aware of that
Standing Order, I refer it to Standing Order No.
395. All we have to do is make our decision now
and agree to the suspension of so much of our
Standing Orders that would prevent our doing
what needs to be done. I do not think we can
refuse to consider such a decision.

We should not say that the Parliament will not
do this on the grounds that, first, the Government
and the Opposition have not been consulted, or
second, we might be creating a precedent. For
heaven's sake, if the Standing Orders provide for
this, why must we worry about creating a
precedent'? Let us use the Standing Orders of this
Parliament and let us support the motion. Let us
try to Aind out whether there is any truth in the

serious allegations which have been made. The
Leader of the House has said that if there were
any truth in the allegations and if he were
associated with them in any way, he would be
prepared to resign from the Government; yet he
still cannot support the motion. I urge members to
support it.

Question puta
lowing result-

Mr Stephens

Mr Barnctt
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
M rCoyne
Mr Crane
M r GOrayden
M r G rill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
M r Peter Jones
Mr Laurance

nd a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 2
M r Cowan

Noes 40
Mr MacKinnon,
Mr McNec
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Rushton
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Spriggs
Mr 1. F Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Trethowan
Mr Troy
Mr Tubby
Mrs Watkins
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

HOSPITAL: BENTLEY
Salaried and Sessional Appointments: Urgency

Motion
THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): Honourable

members, I have received the following letter from
the membler for Clontarf-

Dear Mr Speaker.
In accordance with Standing Orders 47 and
48 of the Legislative Assembly, I give notice
that at the commencement of the Sitting of
the House tomorrow, Thursday, the 27th
September, I will move "that the House do
now adjourn" for the purpose of debating a
matter of urgency, namely-

The Opposition calls on the Government
to urgently withdraw from its proposal to
introduce salaried sessional appoint-
ments at Bentley Hospital before the
standard of health care at this Hospital
is seriously diminished.
Further, the Opposition calls on the
Government to recognise that its blind
pursuit of such a policy has already led
to a fall in health standards and will only
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exacerbate this problem should it be pro-
gressivcly introduced into other Western
Australian hospitals.

Mr Speaker, this is a matter of public import-
ance and immediate urgency and in my view
is properly brought forward within the Stand-
ing Orders.

It is necessary that seven members support this
request.

Seven members having risen in their places,
The SPEAKER: I have ruled that this matter is

appropriately before the Chair. The arrangements
made for the debate are 30 minutes to the Oppo-
sition: that is. 30 minutes on my left-hand side and
30 minutes on my right-hand side. I understand
some arrangements have been made for three
speakers of 10 minutes each on my left and two
speakers of 15 minutes each on my right.

MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [11.10 am.]: I
move-

That the House do now adjourn.

The Opposition believes that what the Minister for
Health intends doing with the Bentley Hospital
and what he has already done with the Osborne
Park and the Wanneroo Hospitals is nothing short
of socialism and it is absolutely breaking down the
medical health standards as we see them in this
Stale. Unless this socialist nonsense is stopped
immediately, the medical profession will suffer
from a creeping paralysis as one hospital after
another is dealt with. After the Government has
dealt with the Bentley Hospital, it intends to move
into the Kalamunda District Community Hospital
and after it has dealt with that hospital in a social-
ist way, it intends going on to the Armadale-
Kelmiscott Memorial Hospital and then into the
country hospitals. Realising what has happened in
the Osborne Park and Wanneroo Hospitals of
late-they are a shadow of their former
selves.-fortunately the doctors at Bentley Hospi-
tal have taken a stand.

The Wesicrn Mail of 15 September carried the
following article under the heading-" Doctors
defy Hodge plan"

BENTLEY Hospital could be left with
empty wards and a skeleton staff of doctors
because of a confrontation between Health
M inister Harry [lodge and local practitioners.

That is not correct. The article continues-
Thle local doctors dealt the Minister a

heavy blow this week by refusing to take up
offers of part or full time appointments in the
hospital.

..A spokesman for the Bentley Hospital
Clinical Association, Dr Roland Bott, said

unless Mr Hodge found a solution to the dis-
pute patients could be severely
inconvenienced.

The Government had insisted that only
doctors who agreed to work some hours each
week as public hospital staff would be al-
lowed to admit their private patients to the
hospital.

That is the beginning of socialism and the begin-
ning of a takeover of doctors, and it signals the
end of private enterprise as far as the medical
profession is concerned.

Mr Laurance: Grind them down.
Mr MacKinnon: That is the end of a good qual-

ity medical service.
M r W ILL I AMS: From I October th is new pla n

of our so-called Minister for Health comes into
operation. It should be noted here and now that
currently at the Bentley Hospital 50 GPs and 50
specialists practise on a Cull-time basis and 50
specialists practise on a part-time basis.

In answer to a question I asked the Minister in
the House last week, about how many members of
the medical profcssion had applied to carry on
practice at Bentley Hospital after I October, I
finally received an answer in writing as follows-

In reply to the questions you raised-as at
September 21. the following applications had
been received:

General Practitioners: Seven applied-all
are users of the hospital.

That is, seven out of 50,
Possibly, the Minister is not aware that one of

those general practitioners has since withdrawn
his services. The reply continues-

Specialists: Orthopaedics-one applied, is
a user of the hospital obstet-
rics/gynaccology-two applied, one is a user
of the hospital.

The other applicant cannot get a job anywhere. To
continue-

physicians-three applied, one is a user of
the hospital.

Where have the others come from'? To continue-
surgeons-three applied, one is a user of

thetiospital.
What will we get, the second raters'? In all, instead
of I50 doctors serving the Bentley Hospital as we
know it today, after I October, 15 medicos will
service that hospital and the Minister says every-
thing will be okay. To add to that, of course, these
doctors have done an excellent job. Of course
many petitions have been received and one such
petition was handed to the Minister for the Arts,
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the member for Victoria Park, the Hon. Ronald
Davies. He was presented with a petition opposing
this new system signed by I11 000 residents in that
area.

At the outset I point to this article printed in the
Souihern Gazcrie of 1 8 September 1984. When I
checked with the Clerks of the House this morn-
ing, 27 September. I discovered that the Minister
has not yet presented that petition to this House.

Mr Laurance: I wonder why'?
Mr WILLIAMS: I wonder why. Obviously he

realises that it is against his so-called Minister for
Health's socialist attitudes and he does not want to
upset his Government, so the heck with the people
out there who are opposing this measure. They do
not count for anything. It is interesting to note the
com mentis of the M inister for HealIt h. He sa id-

It is a community hospital yet a consider-
able proportion of its, admissions are from
outside the Bentley area forcing local people
particularly elderly, to be hospitalised else-
where.

Mr Blaikie: This State Gjovernment does not
even worry about the elderly.

Mr WILLIAMS- The article continues-
Preference will be given to local general

practitioners so that local people can be ad-
mitted and treated by their own doctor.

What a load of nonsense. What does he think is
happening now? Where did he get these silly ideas
from? That is exactly what is happening now and
the Government intends to alter that proposition
from I October. He obviously does not know what
he is on about, or has he been hoodwinked by his
Minister? The article continues-

Doctors who have appointments to the hos-
pital wilt be able to admit their private
patients and local people will be able to
choose to be treated either as public or pri-
vate patients by the doctor of their choice.

That is happening now. He is saying that the local
people do not get a go. The name of the hospital is
"Bentley", so the Minister is trying to say that
only people from Bentley can use that hospital.
That is nonsense, because there is a catchment
area which includes 19 postcodes and which ex-
tends as far as the member for Gosnells' area, the
member for Canning's area, and into the member
for East Melville's area. Let me assure the House
that from those postcode areas that hospital is
utilised and averages 85 per cent occupancy, so
the Minister has been ill-infornied. He said only
10 per cent of patients are from those areas. In
regard to obstetric patiepts, 95 per cent are from
the catch iient area. The other I5 per cent overall

includes some country people for whom the hospi-
tal caters as their own hospital cannot provide a
specialist service such as that of orthopaedics.

I refer to patients who have previously been
residents in the Bentley Hospital catchment area
who go to their local GPs and ask to be admitted
to the Bentley Hospital, and to patients from
country areas whose only relatives live in that
hospital's catchment area. They make up the other
IS per cent.

Mr Rushton: That is reasonable.

Mr WILLIAMS: That is very reasonable. The
Minister is quite out of touch with reality. He is
trying to change an already effective and good
system. My colleagues will persue this matter and
enlarge on it later. I am simply opening the debate
and saying that the member for Gosnells is receiv-
ing a lot of flak on this matter, as are the members
for Canning and Welshpool. People are opposed to
the system the Minister wishes to bring in.

Mrs Henderson: That is not true.

Mr WILLIAMS: Right throughout the area it
is true. How would the member know! The mem-
ber needs to concentrate on the Wanneroo and
Osborne Park areas.

Mrs Watkins: The Wanneroo Hospital, for your
information is doing extremely well. It has a 50
per cent occupancy.

Mr WILLIAMS: A 50 per cent occupancy! As
far as. we are concerned we want the hospital in
the Bentley area to remain as it is, because the
practitioners in the area are providing a good ser-
vice. We do not want the doctors to lose their
identity. We believe the doctors should have the
right to serve the patients they wish to serve.

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [11.22
a.m.]: The moves the Minister is making and the
changes he wants to introduce in the Bentley Hos-
pital are a major attack on the public health care
services for the people south of the river for no
good reason other than political philosophy. This
is the pattern that Labor Governments are setting
up throughout Australia, to attack the private
health care system and the ability of people to
have a choice of treatment in a public hospital.

The fact remains that up until now Bentley
Hospital has represented one *of the lowest cost
bed care centres in the whole system. It is a highly
efficient hospital; the cost of running a bed I
understand is between $120 and $130 per day per
patient, compared with the cost in the teaching
hospitals-Roya] Perth Hospital. QE 11, and
Fremantle Hospital-which is between $300 and
$400 per day. Yet, those patients at Bentley Hos-
pital have the ability to be serviced by some of the

1867.



1868 ASSEMBLY]

top specialists in Perth. and with the use of first-
class facilities.

The cost to the community is low and the hospi-
tal is efficient. Why change the freedom of choice
for people south of the river'? As the member for
Clontarf has indicated, the catebment. area of the
hospital starts west of Stock Road, covers the
people in my electorate, runs to Ascot in the east
and down towards Kelmscott in the south, and 85
per cent of the patients of the hospital over the
past year have come from that area. The hospital
services the people of that region with a choice of
specialists who are equal to any in Western
A ust rali a.

It services, them with a large number of GPs
from that area being able to take their own
patients into that hospital and treat them there. It
has worked very well, yet, because or political
philosophy and because of his beliefs, the Minister
wants to cha nge that.

Do you wonder, Mr Speaker, that I 1000 people
in that area do not want the system changed be-
cause they are being well-serviced at the present
time? This Government will not listen to I 1 000
people because it is committed to a political phil-
osophy which will cost the community more, cost
the individual more, and provide a lower standard
of service.

The system that the Minister seeks to introduce
into hospitals such as Wanneroo. Osborne Park,
Kalamunda, and Armadale is based on a system
which operates in New South Wales. In New
South Wales the peripheral hospitals are large,
400-bed hospitals, and they approximate to the
teaching hospitals in this State where we have
registrars, and permanent medical staff available
24 hours a day. However, that is not the case with
the Bentley Hospital.

Bentley is a hospital which has 80 beds. There
aire no permanent medical staff. Whenever a
specialist or a G P puts one of his patients into that
hospital and treats him, if there is a cause for
concern about the medical condition of that
patient. the relevant GP' or specialist is contacted
immediately by that hospital. Straightaway he
prescribes further treatment or visits the hospital
to take care of the patient himself, one to one. It is
a one-to-one relationship. Patients, whether public
or private. are cared for on a one-to-one basis by
the GP or specialist treating thenm. Thai is not the
case in the large teaching hospitals where, if any,
after hours problems are solved by the registrar.

What is the Government offering? It is offering
to employ somec full-time staff on a salaried basis
and allow specialists in particular to come in on a
sessional basis. The Government is offering them

$120 for sessions of three hours. That just includes
the operating list a surgeon may have in the morn-
ing; it does not include the fact that that surgeon
may have to visit, consult, or treat the patient
during hours after that period.

With the current cost of running an office, a
specialist could not afford to run his consulting
rooms on $40 an hour. It is absolutely ridiculous.
The people who will suffer are the people who live
in the area south of the river; the 85 per cent of
the people who are the patients of that hospital
currently, and who were put in that hospital by
their GPs, and referred by their GPs to some of
the top specialists in this State, because those GPs
have confidence in the medical treatment their
patients will receive from those specialists in that
hospital.

Come the change of the system-with 1 5 people
who have applied, only half of whom are
specialists-a majority of those specialists would
be unknown to the local GP. How much confi-
dence can those GPs have in the way in which
their patients will be treated at that hospital from
now on when they have no choice of other top
quality specialists to refer them to?! That fact is
borne out by what has happened with those hospi-
tals that have been already treated in this, way;,
that is, Osborne Park and Wanneroo.

Several members interjected.
Mr TRETHOWAN: This will reduce the

opportunities for first-rate medical care. One of
the areas it will affect most is the area of obstet-
rics and gynaecology. At present, 23 beds at
Bentley Hospital are for obstetrics patients. The
only other hospitals south of the river that handle
obstetrics are Attadale Hospital. in my electorate,
and Woodside Maternity Hospital. Both are pri-
vate hospitals. The only public hospital available
for people for obstetric care, south of the river, is
Bentley Hospital.

Mr Parker: I think you had better get your facts
right: Woodside is a Government hospital.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am sorry. Woodside is a
Government hospital and Attadale is a private
hospital. The catchment area in my electorate, an
area which runs from Stock Road to Ascot to
Kelmscott, has only one public hospital available,
Bentley Hospital, and the number of beds at the
three hospitals I mentioned are at present fully
u til ised.

If anyone wants to use an obstetric bed at
present that person would have to go north of the
river. The fact remains that many of the specialist
gynaccologists and obstetricians who currently use
Bentley Hospital will not be able to do so from
next Monday. This means that families which
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have traditionally gone to a particular gynaccolo-
gist and may have had one or two children with
that gynaccologist will not be able to be referred
to that gynaccologist and still go to Bentley Hospi-
tal to have their children.

I understand there is even doubt whether there
will be any obstetric beds at Bentley, because the
Minister has round he has insufficient applicants,
and is threatening to turn Bentley Hospital into an
annexe of Royal Perth Hospital and to transfer
medical patients out there. All the surgical and
specialist cases will have to go into Royal Perth. Is
that the kind of treatment that the people in the
Bentley. Ascot. Gosnells, Melville, or Canning
area deserve?

They have access to a very good facility in
Bentley Hospital. They can be referred to top
specialists in Perth by their own general prac-
titioners. Bentley Hospital serves the community
well because it is one of the most efficient hospi-
tals in this State in terms of the bed cost,
compared with bed costs in Royal Perth Hospital
which are twice or nearly three times that of
Bentley.

Mr Hodge: They are different hospitals-, one is a
teaching hospital.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am talking about the
care patients receive at Bentley, which is first rate.
They have a one-to-one relationship with their
general practitioners and surgeons. That level of
service will reduce and the cost to the community
will increase. Sonic other means could have been
found to overcome the problem of not having
enough medical siaff to operate the system.

One solti on which is being proposed is to annex
Bentley Hospital as part of Royal Perth and get it
lost within that particular jungle. That is the
reason we have brought this matter to the House
this morning. rhese changes are suggested to take
place fronm next Monday. Those people south of
the river will have their nmcdical care inhibited, not
because of the inefficiency of the current facility
or the quality of the people delivering it. but be-
ca use of t he ph ilosophy of ibhis Govern ment.

Mr Mcece: Shame!
MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)

[11.32 a.m.I: We have heard 20 minutes of non-
sense so far from two badly briefed and ill-
informed members of t he Opposition.

Western Australia has approximately 100
Government hospitals. Only a handful of those
hospitals have a medical staff-that is. salaried or
sessional doctors. An important part of the health
policy put to the electorate at the last election by
the Labor Party was chat we would do something
about reversing that peculiar situation. We

promised we would gradually phase in a system of
appointed staff on a salaried or sessional basis
throughout Government hospitals.

It seems odd to the present Government that
over the years previous Governments have put
hundreds of millions of dollars of taxpayers'
money into building Government hospitals but
have then stopped short of providing medical per-
sonnel to staff them. It seems very odd to build a
Government hospital and not put any doctors in it.

Our major non-teaching Government hospitals
in the metropolitan area are almost entirely with-
out resident or appointed medlical staff. We have
rectified that position so far at Osborne Park and
Wanneroc Hospitals. I am pleased to say that
system is working satisfactorily in those hospitals.

Mr Trethowan: Are you sure about that?

Mr HODGE: It is not a new or revolutionary
system; it has been working most successfully for
decades in our major teaching hospitals. I am sure
no member would dispute that we have some of
the finest teaching hospitals anywhere in the
world. They operate on a salaried and sessional
a rra ngemen t a nd have done so for d ecades.-

Mr Trethowan: How big are they compared
with Bentley, and howt much do they cost'?

M r HODGE: One of the main reasons we want
to make this change at Bentley is the gross distor-
tion in treatment patterns which have emerged at
the hospital because of the present system of pay-
ment-fee for service. Members will be shocked to
hear that a gross imbalance exists in the treatment
patterns at that hospital. Less than four per cent
of patients in Bentley Hospital are there for medi-
cal, non-surgical treatment, whereas over 60 per
cent are there for surgical procedures. Members
who know anything about hospitals will realise
that that is a gross distortion of the treatment
pattern.

Normally in most hospitals, the medical and
surgical patients are roughly even in number. In
most hospitals they are about 40:40, with the rest
of the workload made up by pediatric or gynacco-
logical patients, etc. In this hospital less than Four
per cent of the patients are medical patients.

Mr Trethowan: One-third are obstetric patients.

Mr HODGE: This is a Government hospital,
and it is there to serve the local community and
for the local general practitioners and other doc-
tors to use for the benefit of the community. There
are 40. not 50. general practitioners who at times
use the hospital. Many of them are not getting
their fair share of access to Bentley Hospital be-
cause of the distorted pattern I have previously
mentioned. I will be very pleased to try to make
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sure that every local GP who wishes to go on using
that hospital under the new arrangement gets an
enhanced opportunity to do so.

The distorted pattern of medical treatment at
Bentley Hospital is having severe implications for
the teaching hospitals. For example. 20 per cent of
the patients at Royal Perth Hospital currently
come fronm the Bentley Hospital catchment area.
Of those 20 per cent, more than 60 per cent could
have been appropriately treated at the Bentley
Hospital. All members will be aware of the con-
stant pressure on this Government and previous
Governments to put more beds into the big teach-
ing hospitals. They are very expensive beds-S300
to $400 a night per patient, and we are under
constant pressure to provide more beds.

It is obvious this Government is not going to do
that. The previous Government did not do it, quite
correctly, because it does not make for the best
and most efficient use of the taxpayer's health
dollar, which is to rationalise the present system of
hospitals. If we can get Bentley Hospital to work
better to admit people from that area for medical
conditions, it will take the pressure off Royal
Perth. That pressure is very significant-of the
about 7 000 patients who go to Royal Perth a
significant number could go to Bentley.

Mr Trethowan: Where do the people wanting
surgery in Bentley go?

Mr HODGE: There will still be plenty of room
for surgery in Bentley.

Mr Trethowan: It will be full!
Mr HODGE: if it does become full we will

consider expanding Bentley's size because that is
where the growth can occur-at those hospitals
with a much lower cost structure, as the member
correctly identified. We will be prepared to con-
sider expanding the hospital.

We arc in the middle of an $8 million upgrading
programme at Bentley now, and before long there
will be 48 extra beds for geriatric and psycho-
geriatric patients.

Several members interjected.
Mr HODGEF: That gives an idea of the Govern-

menit's commitment to an upgraded role for the
Bentley Hospital.

A lot of nonsense has been talked about the
opposition coming from the community and doc-
tors in the area. Before the ink was dry on the
advertisement to go into the paper to invite appli-
cations, the local doetors organised themselves
into a political pressure group, hired a PR consult-
ant, printed pamphlets and had articles run in the
newspapers, and started printing petitions contain-
ing very misleading information. Before I had a

chance to discuss the matter with them at the
appointment arranged through the AMA and be-
fore the information had gone out, the doctors
rushed in and said they would not have a bar of
the scheme. They did that before they knew what
it was all about-before there was an opportunity
to explain how the scheme would work.

Mr Trethowan: You agreed to meet them but
you put an advertisement in the paper on the day
of the meeting.

Mr HODGE: I agreed to meet them to explain
how the system would apply.

Several members interjected.

Mr HODGE: If they had that understanding
they were incorrect and had no basis for it.

The member for East Melville made the point
that the doctors and specialists would not be able
to get along on the miserable sessional fees we are
prepared to pay. The sessional fee rate was agreed
upon after exhaustive negotiations with the
Australian Medical Association. The rate of re-
muneration was discussed and agreed with the
AMA. We negotiated this over a period of months
and there is a printed Set of conditions which the
AMA has accepted. We could not agree on a few
points and ant arbitrator was called in; we accepted
his decision, and so the rates of remuneration and
conditions have been arrived at by arbitration and
negotiation with the AMA.-

Mr Trethowan: For the equivalent of teaching
hospitals in New South Wales.

Mr HODGE: it was based on the teaching hos-
pitals award in this State, if the member would
like to know. It was agreed to by the doctors'
representative association, the Australian Medical
Association. If the doctors are unhappy with the
deal that the AMA negotiated, it is up to them to
take that up with the AMA and request the AMA
to reopen negotiations. We are prepared to meet
with the AMA and discuss the matter at a ny time.

The member for East Melville has been badly
briefed and does not understand, because, in ad-
dition to the normal sessional payment, if doctors
are required to come back to the hospital in an
emergency after normal hours, they will get an
additional payment. The additional call-back fee
is $53.40 for a consultation and $80.10 For all
consultations with a medical procedure. That is
the amount that has been negotiated in addition to
the sessional payment. The AMA has agreed to
that. If the doctors havc any dissatisfaction, their
argument is with the AMA and not with the
Government.

A lot has been said about the catehnment area of
the Bentley Hospital. People can juggle Statistics
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as long as they like. The fact remains that the
catchment area that the doctors think is their
catchment area covers one-third of the entire
Metropolitan area.

Mr Williams: That was agreed to by the Health
Department 12 months ago.

Mr HODGE: It was agreed to on an interim
basis. The matter has since been reviewed and that
catchment area has been modified. The catchment
area that the doctors maintain is correct covers
one-third of the entire metropolitan area and goes
right down to Hamilton Hill. Some of the suburbs
that they claim are in the area contribute less than
one per cent of the patients to the hospital. That is
how ridiculous the eatchinent area is.

The Bentley H-ospital will continue to serve the
community. There will be greater access for the
local general practitioners. A good range of ser-
vices will be available. There will be no diminution
in the range of specialist services that are now
available. We have advertised for the basic range
of special services that that type of hospital re-
quires. If there is a need for other services that are
not catered for, they will be brought in by a
special arrangement. I believe that every service
that the local community can reasonably expect
will be provided through that hospital and W ill be
provided in a more efficient and more economical
wa y.

There are sonic misconceptions about how the
sessions will work. I do not mind members of the
Opposition holding the odd views that they hold.
However, somec doctors hold the view that, if they
work on a sessional basis, they will be restricted to
a particular time at which they have to be in the
hospital. for example, half a day a week. That is
not the way it will work at all. They will continue
to treat their patients in the same way that they
have treated them in the past. If a patient wishes
to go into the hospital as a private patient, the
doctor, if he is appointed to the hospital, will be
permitted to bring in his private patients, as is the
situation now. If the Patient is a public patient, he
will be admitted as a public patient and the doctor
will attend him in the samne way as he does at this
time. He will not be required to go into the hospi-
tal for a particular length of tinie. It is up to him
how often he goes and how he treats the patient.

His initial sessions will be based on his history
of treating patients in the previous year. If he is a
busy doctor, obviously he will be allocated more
sessions than if he only uses the hospital occasion-
ally. That is the way the system will work. That
will be reviewed regularly. I am prepared to dis-
cuss with the AMA any modifications or fine
tuning which it thinks the system requires.

Finally, there Seems to be some misconception
about which doctors will get appointments and
which will not. The same sort of system will apply
there as is used in the teaching hospitals and at
Osborne Park and Warneroo. Doctors will be
made to submit themselves to the scrutiny of their
peers. An appointments committee will be made
up of representatives of the Australian Medical
Association, the appropriate learned college-if
the doctor is a general practitioner, then
representatives on that committee will be from the
Royal College of General Practitioners-and a
representative from the Health Department of
Western Australia.

Those medical practitioners will have the say on
who gets an appointment at a hospital and who
does not. They will make their recommend'cations
to me and I am pleased to advise the House that,
in every case in which recommendations have been
made to me in respect of Osborne Park and
Wanneroo, I have accepted the recommendations.

That is the way the system will work. If the
Opposition stopped trying to score cheap political
points on this matter and threw its weight behind
the Government, there is no way that this system
would fail to offer a better service to the residents
of Bentley and to the satisfaction of doctors.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [ 11.45 a.m.]1: We
are: encouraged by the fact that the Government's
honeymoon is well and truly over. That is not
better demonstrated than in the health area. After
hearing only tripe for I8 months about consensus
anid about the Government's being moderate and
responsible, we now see it in its true colours. Typi-
cal of born-again socialists, it is now pursuing the
medical profession.

The Minister said that it is Australian Labor
Party policy to have salaried doctors. It is good
enough for the Labor Party for all doctors to be-
come employees of the Government. That is what
the ALP wants. It has told the doctors, "if you
don't like it this way, vote against us at the next
election". That is what it is encouraging them to
do. They do not need much encouragement. Let us
hope that the 12 000 people who signed the pet-
ition which was prepared recently all decide to
change their vote as well.

The Government must urgently rethink its
position before I October or the Bentley Hospital
and all those who use it will be disadvantaged. The
Government must get off this collision course with
the medical profession. Previously, 150 G Ps and
specialists used the Bentley Hospital. Now only 15
or 16 GPs and specialists have applied to use it.
Several of those have never used the hospital be-
fore. Do those doctors have the confidence of the
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people and the GPs; in the area? We are worried
that they have not.

The worry is that the best of the people avail-
able, the best of those specialists and surgeons who
are using the hospital now, will not apply. What
will happen to the patients in that area if the best
people do not apply for the salaried appointments?
Where will they go'? The end result will be that
the hospitals will be under-utilised, as is the case
elsewhere. We know that GPs will only refer
people to specialists in whom they have confi-
dence. If those specialists do not apply for sessions
at the Bentley Hospital, the GPs will refer them to
other specialists. They will refer them, to the pri-
vate and teaching hospitals. The queues at the
teaching and private hospitals will become longer
than they are now.

Patients will receive less than good service. We
will not say that the service at Osborne Park,
Wanneroo or Bentley will be second rate. How-
ever, the Government cannot guarantee that the
service will be the best, either. If it is not the best,
patients will go somewhere else. They will go to
the teaching hospitals or to one of the'private
hospitals.

Mr MacKinnon: They will go where the
Premier went.

Mr LAURANCE: That is the point that I am
making. If those hospitals are not good enough for
the Premier, why are they good enough for the
people of this State? Why did the Premier not go
to Osborne Park or Wanneroo? Why did he attend
a private hospital? He attended that hospital be-
cause it was the best. He went where he could get
the best. That did not include hospitals like
Osborne Park and it will not include Bentley.

The Government will never make salaried em-
ployees out of the best surgeons of this State. No
socialist Government will ever do that. The
Premier recognised that. He got his health care
somewhere else. Who will be left to attend such
hospitals as Bentley Hospital? The pensioners will
be left with that second-rate service. The poorer
people of this State will have to attend hospitals
like Bent ley.Wan neroo and Osborne Park.

However, the Minister for Health, his family
and rich people like the Premier will get the best.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: The real worry is that the
Bentley Hospital will become like the Osborne
Park and Wanneroo Hospitals which are only hale
utilised. The Minister for Health knows that he
had to transfer other units to those hospitals in
order that they were fully utilised.

Mr Hodge: That is not true. You have been
badly briefed.

Mr LAURANCE: The doctors and the sur-
geons have told us that those hospitals are only
half utilised. If they are not only half utilised I ask
the Minister for Health to try to get me some
plastic surgery at Osborne Park. It could be done
before, but it cannot be done today.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Specialist services were

available at Osborne Park and Wanneroo Hospi-
tals previously, but they are not today. What
about the people who want to utilise the
ophthalmology service at the Wanneroo and
Osborne Park Hospitals, and cannot use it? It was
available before, but it is not available now be-
cause those specialists will not work under this
system. The Government cannot make employees
out of them.

Why is the ALP doing this? Is it because the
specialists may earn an extra dollar or two? If
someone wanted surgery for a brain tumnour at the
Wanneroo Hospital would he allow a surgeon at
the Wanneroo Hospital who is not the best to
perform the operation? Would he be worried
about the fact that a specialist may be paid a bit
more? If it were me I would be looking for the
highest paid specialist in the State. I would look
for the person who would earn the most money if I
were going to allow him to operate on a strategic
part of my body. I would ask my doctor to refer
me to the highest paid specialist. I would be like
the Premier. I would ask my doctor if there were
any highly paid specialists at Wanneroo, and he
would say, "No, not any more". I would then ask
him if there were any highly paid specialists at
Osborne Park Hospital and he would say, "No,
not any more". I would then ask him to Find some-
one who is highly paid, because he would be good.
The Government will not have such patients at
those hospitals. However, it will have the pen-
sioners.

The Government will average them down-it
will be the socialist alternative. The Government
will say to the doctors at Wanneroo and Osborne
Park, "Here are a few measly dollars for working
in those hospitals". is that the health care service
the Government wants? Is it good enough for the
Minister for Health, his family, or his mother and
father? It is not good enough for me and it is not
good enough for the Premier. That is how serious
the situation is.

Mr Trethowan: The pensioners now have the
choice of top surgeons.

Mr LAURANCE: If what the Opposition says
is not right, why are there not specialist services at
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the Osborne Park and Wanneroo Hospitals? Why
cannot people obtain ophthalmology services and
plastic surgery at those hospitals when they could
before'? They are not available now. The best sur-
geons have not applied for the positions and they
will not apply for them at Bentley. The Govern-
ment will lose the surgeons from Bentley and the
patients will not receive the best service. If they
stay at that hospital they will receive treatment
from those doctors who will accept the situation.
and they are not necessarily the best available.

Not only are the Wanneroc and Osborne Park
Hospitals not fully utilised, but I am also told that
there is a serious under-utilisation of theatres.
Surgeons from those hospitals have told me that
the staff are working to rule. The theatres are
closed down for about two hours over the lunch
period. Surgeons have told me that under the
sessional basis they attend the theatre for a certain
length of time. If they have a surgery ease which
cannot be listed until after 4.00 p.m.. the theatre
staff say that the operation may not be finished
before 5.00 p.m. and that is when they will knock
off. In a case like this the surgeon cannot conduct
that operation. No good surgeon will operate
under those circumstances. Therefore, we have the
staff who work-to-rule, and less than the best
people operating in those hospitals.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: Good surgeons have left the
Government hospitals in droves. It is not that the
other surgeons are not good, but they are not the
best or the most experienced. The medical pity is,
that the surgeons who have been left at those
hospitals do not have access to the best surgeons
because they are no longer in those hospitals. A
person who is good, but not the best, cannot rub
shoulders with the best surgeon and say, "I have a
very difficult case, will you give me a hand with
it?" unless he goes to the teaching hospitals.

An article was published in the newspaper yes-
terday about a man who could not get into a
hospital. The Wannerco Hospital is half empty.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: The man is waiting at home
for admission to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital,
yet the Wanneroo Hospital is half empty.

Mr I-odge: I investigated that article and it is
completely incorrect.

Several members interjected.

Mr Hodge: The article is totally incorrect.

Mr LAURANCE: Perhaps it is, but tell that to
the Press. I said that it was in the Press yesterday.

Mr Pearce: You have an obligation under
Standing Orders to ascertain the accuracy of Press
reports.

Mr LAURANCE: If the Minister for Edu-
cation's area was concerned and it had less than a
better hospital, let us see whether he would have a
serious operation in the Osborne Park Hospital or
Bentley Hospital after the Government's disas-
trous arrangements commence on I October.

Let Western Australians beware: It is socialised
medicine that we are in for. The Minister has said
that that is what the Government will do and that
it is the Government's policy. He has said that if
the people do not like it they can vote against it at
the next election. The same thing will happen at
Bentley as has happened at the Wanneroo and
Osborne Park Hospitals. It is a shame.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: This Government bears it on
its head and if it had any sense it would get rid of
this M inister-and quickly, before I October.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) 111.56 am.]: I guess it is the lot
of all Governments, but it is extraordinary that
when Governments try to implement a policy they
are criticised for doing so. When a Government
decides not to implement a policy, or it is unable
to implement it for some reason, it is criticised for
that as well. The other thing which seems to be a
constant factor of government is that a Govern-
ment is criticised if it spends too much money and
raises the necessary taxes in order to spend it, but
when it finds ways of saving money or spending it
more cost effectively, it is also criticised.

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: The Opposition should wait and

See.
In this case, both these allegations have been

levelled at the Government. Both these catch-22
situations have been developed by the Opposition.

In the case of this policy the Minister has said

to the medical organisations and to the public that
the Government has a health policy which was put
before the public at the time of the last election.
The Minister has also said that he is implementing
that policy in a gradual way, which is medically
responsible and which is the way he suggested at
the time he announced the policy to the public.
When the Government does that it is told that it is
being ideological because it is implementing a pol-
icy. If the Government were not implementing its
policy maybe it would not be ideological, but then
it would be criticised for breaking its promises.

There can be no doubt that what the Minister
for Health is doing is implementing a olicy,
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which was put in a sensible way, before the people
at the time of the last election. That is the first
point. The second point concerns costs. Of course,
there are always pressures on Governments to pro-
vide additional services.

Several members interjected.
Mr PAR KER: The Minister cannot respond.

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: Let us get on to them. I think

the member for ClontarF referred to the fact that
all the ALP members in that area were under
great pressure. The member for Welshpool has
just advised mc that hc has received only four
approaches about the mutter. Three of those were
from people who were not from his electorate and
the other was asking him to comment on a Pam-
phlet, and that was his mother-in-law. She wanted
to know what it was about.

Several members interjected.

Mr PARKER: The member for Welshpool has
received only four approaches and his area adjoins
the hospital. If I recall correctly the Bentley Hos-
pital has been in the Welshpool electorate from
time to time, depending on where the boundaries
have been drawn by the Electoral Commissioners.

On the question of funds, there are always
pressures on Governments on the one hand to
spend more money and on the other hand to lower
and certainly not increase taxes. Nowhere more
strongly are those pressures exerted than in areas
where a lot of personal sensitivity is involved and
that ineludes the health and education
areas-where people are concerned about their
health or the health of thcir relatives and where
people are concerned about their education or
t hei r relati ives' ed ucatIion . Yet. of course, t hose two
areas alone account for between 60 and 65 per
cent of the State's expenditure.

Several members, interjected.
Mr PARKER: If there are doctors who will not

apply I will show members opposite to what de-
gree it relates to health matters. and to what de-
gree it relates to financial matters. We are talking
about a hospital. Obviously much depends on how
one defines the eatehmient area and if it is defined
sufficiently broadly. obviously one can say that all
the patients comec Fromn that catchnient area.

The Campbell Report. which was prepared in
1981 under the aegis of the fortmer Minister for
Health. Mr Ray Young. recommended a catch-
mient area which has now been adopted after sonic
revision by the Health lDepartment. which is a
much more realistic one. It does not include -areas
such ats H-amilton Hill, which, for example. is very
close to the Woodside Hospital referred to by the

member for East Melville, and the Fremantle
Hospital itself, which is an excellent hospital.

If one looks at the Campbell recommendations
in relation to eatchment areas, only 10 per cent of
the patients in the Bentley Hospital come from the
immediate catchment area defined by the
Campbell report. Of course, if one looks at a
catchment area, which covers most of the moetro-
politan area, it is likely that one will get a very
substantial part of that filled. If one looks at the
Royal Perth Hospital and analyses who went to
the Royal Perth Hospital from the catchment area
one will find that the Royal Perth Hospital's
workload is 20 per cent, representing about 7 000
admissions which came from patients in the im-
mediate Bentley area, and some of those did go in
for specialised treatment.

The interesting thing about it is this: Over 60
per cent of the admissions to the Royal Perth
Hospital from people in the Bentley area were
patients such as pensioners and Other people who
were not going in for elective surgery but for basic
essential medical needs which could not be met by
the Bentley Hospital because it is a hospital in
which only four per cent of its activities are other
than elective surgery. In other words, historically,
only four per cent of the activities in the Bentley
Hospital have been for the medical needs of pen-
sioners-in the non-profitable area, if one likes.
Of course, elective surgery is the most profitable
area and specialists are seeking and using that
hospital for elective surgery. I do not care about
those doctors making a profit: I am not concerned
about that. What I do care about is if they make
excessive profits at the taxpayer's expense. If they
want to go out there-

Mr MacKinnon: Which doctors are making ex-
cessive profits'? You specify them.

Mr PARKER: If the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position would listen for a moment I will tell hm
Again we hear the Opposition constantly talking
about the virtues of private enterprise and how
Governments should not get involved in assisting
private enterprise. "The Government should stand
aside", said the Leader of the Opposition, "and let
the free enterprise systemn work." I remember
hearing the Leader of the Opposition only a few
days ago saying it was tough out there in the world
of private enterprise, but the people who operate it
have to understand that and cannot conic running
to the Government every time they want a hand-
out. He also made the point that there is an obli-
gation on the private sector, a point with whieh I
agree. We are not talking here about private in-
come because these doctors will still have the right
if they are admitted to the hospital to admit pri-
vate patients and get their fee for service from
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those private patients. They can get it through the
normal channels either from the patient direct or
from the patient's health insurance arrangements.
whatevar they may be.

We are talking about those people who are
treating public patients, not privately insured
patients. In the last financial year the payment to
the doctors in the Royal Perth Hospital for
treating those public patients, excluding what they
received front the private patients, was in excess of
$600 000. If I can quote one example to answer
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the very
same doctor operates both at the Royal Perth
Hospital and at the Bentley Hospital. At the
Royal Perth Hospital that doctor operates on a
sessional basis. He operates four sessions a week:
that is, four half-days a week. For those four half-
days a week he is paid $25 000 per annum by the
taxpayer. That is the basis upon which it is
proposed in terms of relative incomes that doctors
will operate at Bentley, and it is the basis which,
as I understand it, is currently operating at
Osborne Park and Wanneroo Hospitals.

That very same doctor operates as well at the
Bentley Hospital on public patients. I am not
talking about his private practice now. I am
talking about his public patients whom he treats
on behalf of the Government at the Bentley Hospi-
tal. Those public patients he treats or operates on
at the Bentley Hospital are treated by him at that
hospital For one half-day a month, which is
equivalent to one session a month. He is not paid
on a sessional basis, but on a fee-for-service basis.
I wilt not call it one session a month. It is only one
half-day a month that he actually spends there.
For that one half-day a month he receives, also
fromt the taxpayer, from the public purse, $25 000
a year. It is exactly the same on a fcc-for-service
basis.

Is it any wonder then that the Government is
looking at effective health care delivery, which
involves ensuring that the people who are not in
the profitable areas of medicine-that is the
people with basic medical complaints who need
treatment-arc not squeezed out of the hospitals.'
Also this one man is doing one-sixteenth of the
work that he was doing at the Royal Perth Hospi-
tal-

Mr Laurance: Is he any good?

Mr PARKER: -on behalf of the taxpayer and
gets paid sixteen times as much per hour of oper-
ation at the Bentley Hospital. Is it any wonder
that the doctors who are operating on that system
are upset'? I can understand their being upset.
However, that has nothing to do with health deliv-
ery. It is all to do with their incomes.

I do not have any objections to doctors earning
high incomes. They can go and earn as much as
they like as far as I am concerned. What I do care
about is the ract that they are earning high in-
comes at the expense of the taxpayer, when there
are other more efficient and more medically sen-
sible ways of delivering the same or a better ser-
vice.

The people who really need the basic care, the
community care-and the reason for having these
hospitals scattered over the community is to pro-
vide the best possible care, as close to the com-
munity as possible-are not getting the best care.
In the case, of the Bentley Hospital, they have not
been getting, under the previous system, the best
possible level of community care, although they
have been getting the best level of medical income
and operations have been going on there which
could go on elsewhere. But the pensioners have
been squeezed out. They have to get on the bus
and go into Royal Perth Hospital because they are
not able to get that basic medical care at the
Bentley Hospital. Until the Minister instituted his
changes the same applied at the Osborne Park
Hospital and the Wanneroo Hospital. That is why
we developed our policy-not under some ideo-
logical commitment-but out of a desire to im-
prove the medical services available to the people
of this State.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

BILLS (S): INTRODUCTrION AND FIRST
READING

I . Electoral Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Carr
(Minister for Local Government), and
read a first time.

2. Election of Senators Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Minister for Parliamentary and Elec-
toral Reform), and read a first time.

3. Rights in Water and Irrigation Amend-
menit Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Minister for Water Resources), and
read a first time.

4. Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue
Fund) Bill.

5. Appropriation (General Loan Fund) Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Brian
Burke (Treasurer), and read a first
time.
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RURAL SECTOR HARDSHIP: SELECT'
COMM I'TEE

Extension of Time
On motion by Mr 1. F. Taylor, the time for

submitting the final report of the Select Comn-
mittee was extended to I I October 1984.

ACTS AMENDMENT (COURT FEES) DILL
Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [ 12.13 p.i: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
There is no general power in either the Local
Courts Act or the Justies Act to waive, reduce,
refund, or defer paymntn of prescribed fees. That
contrasts with the Supreme Court Act and rules
which do provide that the court in a particular
ease, for special reasons. mnay direct that the pay-
ment of the whole or a part of a fee shall not be
taken, or shall be remitted, or that the payment of
the whole or a part of the fee be postponed.

The Bill proposes to amend the Local Courts
and Justices Acts to insert a similar discretionary
power to be exercised by clerks of court.

Clauses 3 and 7 provide for the making of regu-
lations uinder the Justices Act to provide for the
waiver, reduction, refund, or deferral of the pay-
ment of prescribed fees.

Clause 8 provides for the nmaking of similar
Local Court rules.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjou rned, on miot ion by M r Trethowa n.

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN AM DT BILL

Sccond Reading
MR GRILL (Esperance- Dundas-Mimister for

Transport) 1 12.16 p.m.]1: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill vests Supreme Court records of adop-
tions in the Family Court.

Following the establishment of the Family
Court of Western Australia, responsibility for
matters under the Adoption of Children Act was
transferred from the Supreme Court to the Family
Court.

However, records to that time remained vested
in the Supreme Court. This has caused confusion,
because inquiries may have to be redirected from
one court to another. It is therefore desirable that
all adopt ion records be vested i n t he one court.

1 commend the Bill to the House.

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

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 26 September.
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [12.17

p.m.]: I must say at the outset that I took very
strong exception to the remarks made by the
member for Gascoyne during his contribution to
this debate. His personal criticism of Dr Syd Shea
carries on what has become a tradition in the
Opposition benches;, that is, a tradition of personal
vilification and character assassination.

Dr Shea has been a long-serving and valuable
member of the Public Service throughout the
period of this Government's term in office and the
terms of office of its predecessors. There is absol-
utely no call for the member for Gascoyne to
make the sort of claims he made about Dr Shea's
spending time working on Mandurah Shire Coun-
cil business and as a result being rendered unfit to
continue in the Public Service: It was particularly
unfair and unfortunate that this member should
continue in the same train as he has previously on
other matters.

At this early stage in my speech I will direct the
attention of the Chamber to the evidence that the
member of Gascoyne said he would produce of
appointments of certain people to this department
prior to the passage of the legislation through the
Parliament. The member for Gascoyne said he
had evidence and that he would produce it. I am
wondering whether he will do so now.

Mr Laurance: I will produce it during the Com-
mittee stage of the Bill.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member has said
that he will produce during the Committee stage
of the Bill evidence of the appointment of people
to positions in this department.

Mr Laurance: I will produce evidence that you
are proceeding in a way that is prejudging the
approval of Parliament to this amendment.

Mr Pearce: That is not what you said.

Mr BRIAN BUR KE: The Government has pre-
pared for the legislation. However, the member
for Gascoyne said that the Government had
appointed people to positions in this department.

Mr Laurance: I will explain at a later stage.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is unfortunate, mean
and nasty of the member for Gascoyne to carry on
in this fashion. It is not very helpful to his own
position.

Mr Laurance: I will worry about my position.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It certainly colours the
Opposition in the same way as many of the other
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things that the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Gascoyne in particular appear to say
in respect of different matters.

Mr Laurance: If you check the Hansard it will
be seen that I paid tribute to Dr Shea for his
scientific work, but said that he loses his objectiv-
ity when he gets involved in politics.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member Car
Gascoyne cannot wriggle out of what he said. We
all heard him.

The Government was disappointed with the re-
action of the Opposition to this measure and it
seems to us to have been opposition for t he sake of
opposition.

The Opposition had an opportunity to make a
constructive and useful contribution to what is a
very major piece of legislation, and to adopt a non-
partisan approach to that legislation. As an
example of the difference in the approach of mnem-
bers of the Opposition, the member for Vasse has
obviously done a great deal of work on the legis-
lation, and he has proposed I8 or 20 amendments.
I have indicated to him that the Government is
prepared to accept all but two or three of those.
The member for Vasse did not spend all his time
speaking about irrelevancies, as did the member
for Gascoyne. -and the marked difference in ap-
proach was highlighted by the continued reference
of the member for Gascoyne to the personality of
people like Dr Shea.

Several members interjected.

Mr Blaikie: Let me also put the record straight.
The Opposition does not support what you are
attempting. to do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I presume the Oppo-
sitiOn's arguments, which were very difficult to
follow, were based on a misunderstanding and a
misconception of the legislation. If that is not the
Case, it is opposition for opposition's sake; how-
ever. I do not expect the House to expect me to
imply to memibers opposite that its opposition is
simply aI political expedient. so I will proceed to
attempt to deal with the arguments as they were
raised. In that way I hope to clear up the misun-
derstandings aind mnisconcept ions.

Firstly, I should deal with the criticism of the
task force and the process from which the task
force took the policy as it has developed to this
stage we are now considering. The member for
Vasse was, I think, quite harsh with members of
the task force. I think he suggested the task force
was under some sort of political direction or con-
t rol

Mr Laurane: That was the Governmecnt's di-
rectiton.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There are two things
about that: First, to make an allegation of that
sort immediately causes the question to be raised
about the evidence necessary to -support the alle-
gation. I challenge the member for Vasse, or any
other member of Parliament, to produce any evi-
dence that there was any political direction of the
task force.

Mr Lauranee: Certainly at the time there was.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can say there was no

political direction by me as the Minister respon-
sible. I am not aware of any political direction by
any of my colleagues to the task for~e as it carried
out its work.

Mr Blaikie: Before you get off that subject,
there was political direction because the task force
had to report in conformity with the policy of the
Government, so the task force was put into the
position of having to follow the policy of the Labor
Pa rty.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All the departments
within the Public Service are adjured with a re-
sponsibility to implement Government policy, as
they Were when the previous Government was in
office. That is not political interference or direc-
tion.

Mr Blaikie: Please!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is a matter of public
policy.

Mr Laurance: You prevented them from being
scientists and made them puppets. They admitted
it to us.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: You are a very narrow-
gauged-

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
G ascoyne i s a na rrow -ga uged mnem ber.

Mr Lauranee: You can do better than that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can do better than that.
It is not my intention-

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because the member for
Gascoyne has been interjecting-

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will appeal to the meni-
ber for Gascoyne-

Mr Laurance: Come on!
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Perhaps the
Premier could resume his seat for a moment. I
would point out to the member for Gascoyne that
on several occasions I have had to call "Order".
He knows as well as anybody else in this Chamber
that when I am in the Chair I do not mind inter-
jecuions, but I will not tolerate .interjeetions of the
sort which have been going on for the last few
minutes. I amn not going to continue to call
"Order"'. If he forces me to I will take action.

Point of Order
Mr LAURANCE: On a point of order, Mr

Deputy Speaker. I take your point; I will not
offend in that way again, as long as I am not
called on to respond to remarks made by the
Premier.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is not a point
of order.

Debate Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I challenge the member

for Vasse or anyone else to produce evidence of the
political direction which was given to the task
force. I know of no political direction, apart from
the one I suppose the member for Vasse points to
as the one he means, and that is that the task force
has a responsibility to implement Government pol-
icy.

Mr Lauranee: That is all-important.
Mr Blaikic: For goodness sake! It is not an

academic exercise, it is a political exercise on
which you embarked these people.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I raised during the de-
bate the fact that it is very difficult to instruct or
to write terms of reference which would im-
plenient the Opposition's policy, or anybody else's
policy, because part of the democratic process sees
Governments elected on policies, and then as
Governments they must implement those policies.
That is the first political point.

Mr Laurance: We cannot swallow that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the mem-ber for

Gascoyne is to continue he will cause me to answer
his interjections and I do not particularly wa nt to.

Mr Laurance: Let me answer a few of your
remarks which you made a few minutes ago.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Gascoyne has mnarked'himnself as an absolute fail-
ure within his own party: he has retreated to the
backbench.

Mr Lauranee: To give you a few biarbs into the
ha rga in.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I really cannot believe
any man-

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot believe any man
can take himself seriously and carry on in this
fashion.

Mr Lauranee: We take you seriously now and
again.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Gascoyne has lost the respect of the Government
benches and he is rapidly losing the respect of his
own members.

Mr Laurance interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Everybody knows that is
true. Let me continue to say there was no political
direction. That is the first point I want to make in
response to the arguments expressed by the Oppo-
sit ion.

Secondly, there is a very severe challenge to the
integrity of the members of the task force implicit
in the comments made by the member for Vasse.
It is a difficult challenge to understand, because
on the one hand in talking about the System 6
study and its report, a study and a report of which
Dr Mulcahy was the principal architect, the Op-
position praises Dr Mulcahy, but in respect of the
work he does in the task force, because it does not
suit the Opposition, the Opposition criticises him
and says that the task force is simply a political
exercise.

Mr Lauranee: One" took years and the other
weeks.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is difficult to know
how one can challenge the integrity of the man
after so resoundingly praising that same man's
integrity. Let me make it perfectly clear-

Mr Blaikie: You are going a little further into
what I said.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will go a little further
into what the member said. Let me simply say-

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If Opposition members
are to continue like this I shall never finish the
speech. It is up to them. I will reply to the debate
or-

Mr Lauranee: Take your mug and go home.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No. I shall just sit down
and see the second reading passed. That is entirely
up to the Opposition.

Mr Blaikie: This is the poorest performance of a
Premier I have ever seen.

M r Laurance: Sit down.

1878



[ Thursday. 27 September 1984]187

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Opposition does
not want the arguments answered, I am prepared
not to answer themn.

Mr Laurance: Please yourselti

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member For
Gascoyne really does try one's patience. It is really
an awful situation. If one made any sense-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member wants to

know the truth I feel sorry for him.
Mr Laurane: You do?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do.
Mr Laurance: I feel sorry for you as well.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I feel sorry For the mem-

ber. but it is for different reasons, I feel sorry for
his failure.

Mr Lauranee: My failure'?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On the one hand-
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: On the one hand, we have

Dr Mulcahy roundly criticised for his partici-
pation in the task force and, on the other hand, we
have Dr NMulcahy praised for his participation in
the System 6 report. I make it pefeetly clear that
the Government has complete confidence in Dr
Mulcahy and in the members of the task force
who were responsible for doing all of the work that
has Led to this Parliament today considering the
legislation before us.

Then the Opposition. through the member for
Vasse, went on to criticise the lack of consultation
during the process of formulating the task force
report. Thai criticism simply has no basis in fact.
It was the most comprehensive report on land re-
source Management that has ever been
undertaken. That is simply the truth and, as I have
said berore, it was carried out completely indepen-
dently of any Government direction. There was no
political interference and there was no Govern-
ment direction. Rather, the comprehensive nature
of the land task force's investigations involved ex-
tensive consultations with members of the com-
munity generally. industry, local authborities, and
other Government agencies.

Let me give members some examples of what
the task force did and then let us hold those
examples up against the criticism that the task
force did not carry out some -sort of comprehensive
review. The task force met with over 80 different
groups and individuals during the time that the
report was being developed. Three major work-
shops were held in country areas to discuss land
resource management. An interim report was

produced so that the public could respond to the
general concepts which were being developed be-
fore the final recommendations were made to
Government. The task force received over 200
written submissions and applications in respect of
that report.

Copies of the task force's report were sent to all
local authorities throughout the State and every
organisation and individual that made a sub-
mission or attended a workshop, and copies have
been available free of charge to all members of the
public.

Let us look at the lack of consultation the Oppo-
sition claims. We had major workshops. 80 differ-
ent meetings, copies of the task force's report were
sent to all of those interest groups and local
authorities, and over 200 written submissions were
received by the task force during its deliberations.

Subsequent to the adaption of the broad
recommendations of the task fore, all local
authorities have been sent two personal letters
from me outlining the general principles which the
Government has adopted and asking for further
submissions to be made to the implementation
group which was directed to put into effect the
recommendations which have been adopted by the
Government.

So once the broad concepts were developed, two
letters were written by myself to each of the local
authorities asking for their further participation.

During the period when the implementation
group was working, after the process of consul-
tation to which I have referred previously had
concluded, opportunities were presented for any
individual agency, local authority, or community
grou p to ma ke fu rther su bmnissions to i t.

In summary, as was the case with the System 6
report, there has been extensive consultation with
all members of the community and every oppor-
tunity has been given for the general public to
participate in both the formulation of the
recommendations and their implementation.

One of the most interesting aspects was perhaps
the way in which the Opposition unwittingly fell
into commenting on the interinm report and
responding to it as the basis for its argumnents. of
eourse. the interim report was just that: it was an
interim document that provoked, and sought to
provoke, responses and submissions from different
people. The Opposition's final position appears to
me to be based on the interim report. not on the
legislation that is before the Parliament.

If members cared to examine closely the interim
and final reports of the task force, they would
know that a large number of the recomnmendat ions
and the suggestions that were made in response to
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the interim report have now been included in the
final document.

The character of the final document is, in large
part, a reflection of the suggestions and statements
that were made and, on that basis, we fail to see
any logical claim that the Opposition has to a
position which denies the task force, on arguments
that go to the interim report and not to the final
document.

Subsequent to the final report, the submissions
which were received by the task force were
adopted in principle in many cases and the
recommendations to form an integrated land man-
agement agency and to set up an implementation
group were made, It is true to say very few
objections to the proposal have been received by
my office.

What has happened is that the interest groups,
the community groups, the public, local
authorities, and others have achieved what the
Opposition has failed to achieve; that is, a position
which reflects their attitude to the final report of
the task force, not to the interim report. In those
eases where opposition was expressed previously,
much of that opposition has been withdrawn and,
in most cases, there has been no further Comment,
despite the two personal letters I sent on the Final
positions adopted by the task force.

The response of local authorities, as it is indica-
tive of the local authorities' attitude towards the
Government's decision, is interesting in view of the
following statistics. Members should bear in mind
that all local authorities have received advice from
me on two separate occasions in respect of the
Government's proposal.

In reply to those two separate pieces of advice,
my office has received a total of I I responses from
local authorities. Two of those responses opposed
the Government's proposal, six indicated outright
support; and three submissions were noncommit-
tal.

So in response to the final document and in
response to Iwo different letters from me that were
posted to local authorities, they have come to the
conclusion, as reflected in the IlI responses
elicited, that, on balance, they support the task
force's final recommendations.

Mr Rushton: What about all the other silent
ones'? They have not had the chance to digest it
and come back to you.

Mr B3RIAN BURKE: The only significant
group of people which has registered an objection
to the Government's proposal to form this
integrated department has been the Conservation
Council of Western Australia. and, interestingly.
the principal cause for its concern related to its

perception of the inadequacies of the Forests De-
partment.

However, following extensive consultations with
the implementation group, even that community
body has withdrawn its opposition to the proposal.
The Conservation Council is the only significant
group to have opposed the legislation.

When that group raised its protestations, the
implementation group had discussions with it, and
it subsequently withdrew its opposition. Although
the Conservation Council objects in principle, it
recognises there are substantial benefits in the Bill
and it has submitted constructive suggestions as to
how the Bill can be improved.

In fact, alt of the groups with which we have
spoken have been very constructive and intelligent
in their approaches to our deliberations. The only
exception has been the Opposition which has
exhibited a negative and destructive, rather than
constructive, approach. I repeat, following the fi-
nal recommendations of the task force and the
implementation group's decisions, the only signifi-
cant group to have registered any opposition was
the Conservation Council objects in principle, it
with that council subsequently saw it withdraw the
objections which it had previously.

Mr Blaikie: What you are saying then is. as far
as the Government is concerned, the broad com-
munity accept what you are proposing and have no
objection to it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that we have
not received any objections.

Mr Laurance interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure about the

morale of public servants-
Mr Laurance: It is very low.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: However, the problems

experienced by public servants under some of the
people who were Ministers when the Liberal Party
was in Government in previous years were not so
much related to the question of lowered morale,
but rather stemmed from a disdain for the ability
of some of the Ministers who were incumbent.

The member for Gascoyne interjects to mention
the timber industry and I am glad that he does,
because that is a very important group which has
been consulted exhaustively by the Government
during the formulation of this legislation. Con-
trary to what the Opposition has suggested, that
extensive consultation has elicited, if not absolute
support, then certainly no expressions of outright
opposition to the proposal.

If the member for Vasse has evidence of out-
right opposition to this legislation from the indus-
try, I would like him to produce it. The member
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said in his speech that he knew certain things
about the timber industry, and I would like him to
tell me what outright opposition he can evidence in
this mailer.

Mr Blaikie: Take a look at ihe annual report of
the Forest Products Association, ihe body rep-
resentative of the timber industry.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I really hope that the
member for Vasse is being serious about this mat-
ter. If he is, he has failed to understand that we
are talking about legislation before the Parlia-
ment, not proposals current prior to the pro-
duction of that annual report.

Mr Blaikic: What the Premier is trying to hood-
wink this House about is the fact that the forest
industries are not prepared to lose the conservator
Or the Forests Department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have asked the member
for Vasse to produce evidence that supports his
coniention that the forest industries oppose this
legislation, and he has not been able to do so.

Mr Blaikie: I am telling you that the forest
industries don't support the loss of the conservator
or the Forests Department as a department.

Mr BR IAN BURKE: All lecan say to the mem-
ber is that, if he produces the evidence, it will be
taken seriously into account, but all he is doing is
telling us things that he has reason to believe are
true. Where is the evidence for his belief? Where
is the reason for his saying these things? The
member received a letter from the industry.

Mr Blaikie: I have told you how the forest in-
dustries feel: they do not want to lose the conser-
vator or the department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Could the member please
produce the evidence which shows that?

Mr Blaikie: I am not going to turn around and
Ainger organisations.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: l am not asking the mem-
ber to finger organisatiuns.

Mr Blaikie: You would automatically cancel
their licence: that is what you would do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Rubbish! Perhaps the
member could while out the names so that they
were not obvious and I would not know who they
were.

Mr Blaikie: You go on with your speech.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to answer
some of the queries Opposition members raised,
but it seems they do not have the evidence to
support their statements.

There was extensive consultation with the tim-
ber industry, and as with any industry group there

were some areas of concern: there is no doubt
about that.

Mr Lauranee: Where is your evidence?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Evidence of the concern?

Mr Lauranee: Yes.

Mr Blaikie: That is not a bad point. Produce the
evidence.

Mr Laurance: What right have you got to come
to Parliament and say things like that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Then let me withdraw
the comment, because presumably the Opposition
now says that there is no opposition from the tim-
ber industry. I am now simply agreeing with the
proposition put by the Opposition: but if the Op-
position does not believe that this is so. I am happy
to accept its view.

Mr Laurance: There is concern, and we raised it
in the Parliament.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There has been oppo-
sition to the legislation; there have been specific
questions about some areas of the Bill. Those
questions have been raised with me personally by
different members of the industry. But many indi-
vidual members of the industry have expressed
support for the Bill because it promises them se-
curity that they previously have not enjoyed. On
that basis many of them said that the advantages
outweighed any disadvantages they perceived in
the Bill.

There have been a number of criticisms of the
concept of an integrated land management agency
and the way it would work. A number of Oppo-
sition speakers encapsulated their objections in
this respect by referring to a 'mega-department"
that would create "mega-problems". They were
the words used by the member for Vasse and re-
peated by other Opposition speakers.

These are the facts: The new department will
have a Public Service staff of 635 and a wages
staff of 736, a total of about I 400 members. By
any standard, that could not be called a "mega-
department". Could the member for Vasse explain
why he considers that to be a mega-departrment?

Mr Blaikie: That is different from what the
Minister for Education said; he said it would have
only 700 people. It has at least doubled in size
since he made his comment.

Mr Laurance: There are about I 200 people in
the Forests Department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not hear the Minis-
ter for Education say that, but if he did it makes
the member for Vasse's criticism even less valid.
because if the member is prepared to say that a
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departnient of 100 staff is a mega-department, it
really says something about his judgment.

Mr Blaikie: Your Minister said it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: But the member for

Vasse said that it was a mega-depariment.
Mr Blaikie: It is a mega-depariment by com-

parison with the National Parks Authority.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a mega-department

by comparison with the RSPCA.
Mr Pearce: It is tiny compared with the Edu-

cation Department, which is the point I was mak-
ing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a mega-department
compared with a lot of other departments which
are much smnaller: but with a total complement of
I 400 employees, it is certainly not a mega-depart-
ment by comparison with the Education Depart-
ment, the Health Department, or the Department
of Mines, all those departments which members
opposite have not previously called mega-depart-
ments, departments which are much bigger than
this proposed department.

As for the criticism of the integrity of the land
management department concept. I would have
thought that the Opposition would provide some
constructive alternative: but speaker after speaker
gave no altenative. with the notable exception per-
haps of the contribution from the member for
Narrogin.

The member for Vasse did not say, "if you do
this. if you change this or if you amend that, you
will have a better result in terms of the legislative
outcome>. His opposition was simply based on his
belief that there was no credible or constructive
alternative.

Mr Rushton: The alternative is to leave the
administration as it is and to leave the areas as
they are.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What the member for
Dale has j .ust said is that he is prepared to see
things continue as they are.

Mr Rushton: I know what you said.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We all heard the member

for Dale, and he cannot now backtrack. What he
says is that we should leave things as they are.

Mr Rushton: Napoleon IL. "Big brother".
Mr Pearce: Ethelred the unready over there.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What the member for

Dale and the member for Vasse seem to think is
appropriate, first by their stated position and sec-
ond by their lack of any credible alternative, is
this: Three different agencies operating out of the
same country town should operate three different
radio communication systems that are incomnpat-

ible. That is the first thing they are prepared to see
continue.

The Opposition is prepared to see continue a
situation in which there are four different fire
control agencies, which leads to the ridiculous
situation where one agency sends its fire trucks
from Perth to a wildfire on the south coast, some
14 hours' driving time away.

The Opposition is prepared to see continue a
situation where the National Parks Authority, be-
cause of its small size, operates a system of vehicle
purchase which is dependent on buying vehicles
that have been rejected by the Forests Department
as being inefficient.

There was no constructive or credible sugges-
tion in this matter. The Opposition is prepared to
support the status quo, and in doing so it must
explain to public servants in all these smaller
agencies why they do not have an adequate train-
ing scheme. We heard the member for Gascoyne
talk about the benefits of the Forests Department
in respect of its safety record and training
schemes. What the Opposition has to do in
opposing this move without providing an alterna-
tive is to explain why the smaller agencies should
not have the same sort of benefits.

The list is endless. Inefficiency has occurred as
a result of duplication throughout the system that
is sought by this legislation to be integrated into a
much more efficient form. It is also true that when
the Opposition raised questions regarding the
under-resourcing of national parks in particular,
and of wildlife, we were challenged to produce
evidence that more reserves would be provided. All
I can say is that the Budget which will be brought
down on 9 October or thereabouts will indicate
quite clearly to the Chamber where we stand in
terms of reserves; but in any ease that is a strange
sort of argument to hear from the people who were
in Government for nine years during which time
the reserves provided in these special areas were
inadequate and inappropriate.

Mr Spriggs: It grew out of all proportion.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not true.
Mr Spriggs: You inherited the best system -r

land management that any State in Australia has
got and you are going to destroy it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The reserves provided
were inappropriate and inadequate and in nine
years nothing was done to redress the problems I
spoke of.

Mr Spriggs: You are going to destroy the best
land management system in Australia.

Mr Pearce: Are you speaking as a consumer
representative on the dental technicians board?
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Mr Blaikic: We will deal with that later.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Numerous arguments
can be put forward to support the regionalisation
and the amalgamation into an integrated depart-
ment of the agencies that are suggested to be
amalgamated and included in the form as
proposed.

Mr Blaikie: Whatt other agencies do you propose
to include in addition to the three that are cur-
rently provided for in this legislation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was one of the
points raised by the member for Vasse and, as I
indicated by way of interjection at the time, no
consideration has been given to and no decision
has been made in respect of the addition of any
further areas of authority to the new department.
We are hoping to establish the department to see
how it works and to see whether it can sensibly
and efficiently handle functions which are being
performed separately or inadequately in other
places. No decision has been made. The member
for Vasse will be the first to be informed of any
decision as soon as it is made.

Mr Blaikic: You realise your own initial Press
release fuelled that fire when you said four ad-
ditional agencies would be included in the land
management legislation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hope to finish my
remarks by lunch time, and to do so I will need to
go fairly quickly through some of the arguments
raised by the Opposition. Firstly, I mention the
Opposition's major objection to integrating the
Forests Department into the new department. By
integrating the Forests Department into an
amalgamated agency it is possible to provide a
first-class inventory and mapping service through-
out the State and that is not possible at this lime.
It is true that the existing resources of the Forests
Department are not sufficient to provide that ser-
vice, but with a very small addition of funds that
service can be provided throughout the State. The
alternative to the provision of an efficient inven-
tory and mapping Service to the National Parks
Authority or to the wildlife authority would in-
volve the expenditure of hundreds of thousands of
dollars. and that is simply because no such service
is currently in existence. But with a small addition
of funds to the Forests Department those other
departments can share in the benefit of that ser-
vice.

I acknowledge that there are advantages in
smaller organisations. but simply, if an organi.s-
ation is too small it is not able to provide basic
services and it is inefficient by definition. A whole
range of services could be provided from an
amalgamated agency that would not be possible to

provide from the single existing agency, and these
are the sorts of advantages that the single agency,
the integrated land management department, will
be able to provide. Aerial photography detection
services, computer systems, a mechanical services
division, an efficient accounting and auditing
system, a training system, improved safety
systems. etc.. could be achieved. The list is endless.
These are the sorts of advantages that the smaller
agencies will be able to enjoy as part of the
integrated land management department. To
suggest that we have a multiplicity of land man-
agement agencies which have basically the same
functions, is a ridiculous proposition and is quite
contrary to what I believe was the philosophy
expressed by the Leader of the Opposition when
he applauded the Government's initiative in re-
spect of the Public Works Department. That
serves no purpose that the Government is able to
perceive in terms of efficiency. If the Opposition
can see that the duplication of smaller agencies in
their nature, establishment, and functions-

Mr Spriggs: They have totally different
responsibilities.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If that duplication-

Mr Spriggs: They are totally different.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -is of sonme virtue in the
eyes of the Opposition then it should say where the
virtue lies because we fail to see it. The Opposition
has also criticised the structure and organisation
of the proposed new department. We have pre-
pared detailed explanatory notes-we have
circulated them to all members of Parliament-on
the proposed operation and administration of the
new department. That should be sufficient for
members of the Opposition, but if they want to
pick up matters on a personal basis, I am perfectly
prepared to talk to the Opposition about them or
to make available any explanations sought. In fact
I have already made available departmental ex-
perts who have spoken to the Opposition in an
attempt to lift the veil of ignorance that members
of the Opposition exhibit about the new depart-
ment.

Local government was also mentioned and, con-
trary to what the Opposition suggests, the Bill
does not i n any way decrease the powers of local
government. Specifically it does not remove from
local government the control of any reserve vested
in a local government authority. There is no re-
m oval.

Mr Spriggs: It has the ability to do that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can only say that the
Bill does not do what the member for Darling
Range says it does.
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Mr Spriggs: I am asking. Has itthe ability to do
that'?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not my under-
standing from reading the Bill. I suppose the
member for Darling Range can read the Bill in
any way he likes, if he bothers to read it, but that
is not my understanding. In respect of benefits to
local government, for the first time local govern-
ment will be able to participate in land manage-
ment policy formulations on public use in their
shires.

Mr Blaikie: How'?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This will be possible be-
cause of the Bill's provision for statutory i .nput
into the land management planning process; that
is how. For example, in a shire like Manjimup, in
which only 17 per cent of its land is under private
ownership, the local authority will be able to influ-
enice land management practices in a large pro-
portion of the shire held under public ownership.
That is a good thing. I would have thought, for
local government. We will see improved co-ordi-
nation of public land management and improved
management of public lands because of greater
efficiency and increased resources, and this will be
of some benefit to local government. We will make
more funds available, perhaps not as much money
or not as many reserves as we would like, but
certainly more funds than are presently available
will be provided for this area of government.

The regional system of management of the de-
partment will also be of considerable benefit to
local authorities because it will mean that the de-
partment will be responsive to local issues. I will
enumerate a whole list of other benefits for mem-
bers. We will continue after lunch so I can tell
everyone about some of these other benefits. They
include liaison between Government departments
and local authorities.

Mr Blaikie: How will that liaison occur?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because of the regional
nature of the administration. That is something
that the member has sought time and time again
in his public statements inside and outside this
House. We spoke about the regionalisation of land
management.

Mr Blaikie: Yes, but I think we turned around
and put amendments on the Notice Paper in re-
spect of local government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We sent the Opposition's
amendments to the draftsman and he thought that
they were part of the project competition for Par-
liament Week!

Mr Blaikie: You now are insulting an officer of
the Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not care who I am
insulting.

Mr Blaikie: That happens to be the parliamen-
tary draftsman.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, but he was acting on
the Opposition's instructions. I doubt that anyone
could produce anything successful on any instruc-
tion that the Opposition could issue.

Mr Blaikie: Now you are trying to back off.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not trying to back
off anything; I am quite enjoying this.

Another additional benefit will be that under
this Bill the new department will be able to pro-
vide a land management service, if the local auth-
ority wants it.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.15 p.m.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In the very short time
that remains to me, let me simply say that the
Government regards this Bill as a major piece of
legislation that is one of the Government's fore-
most initiatives in the quest for increased ef-
ficiency.

We deny those objections raised by the lead
speaker for the Opposition, some of which I have
dealt with already. In particular, without having
the time to deal in detail with some of the further
obje ctions, let me say this: The adverse effects on
the timber industry, to which the member for
Vasse referred in his contribution, are not
perceived by the Government; rather the reverse is
the case. There are definite advantages for the
timber industry in the proposal which is now be-
fore the Parliament.

The most startling advantage is the one that
goes to the security of tenure for the industry and
to the general health, on an ongoing basis, of the
resource on which the industry is based. Secondly,
in respect of the Forests Department-it is unfor-
tunate that so little time remains-the Govern-
ment rejects completely the allegations made by
members of the Opposition who referred to the
attack upon the Forests Department and the gen-
eral debilitating effect on that department of this
legislation.

It was strange to hear the Opposition object to
the legislation on the basis that it attacked the
Forests Department, then very shortly afterwards
to hear that this new department was to be run by
the Forests Department. Let me say quite clearly
that the Government recognises the repository ex-
pertise within the department. It is true that the
department will be enhanced; that its role will be
expanded, and that its authority will be underlined
under the provisions of this Bill, which provides
for an integrated land management department.
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I urge members to support the legislation.
Question put and a division taken with the fol-

lowing result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Batcmtan
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Ca rr
Mrs Henderson
Mr I lodge
Mr Jamieson

Mr-Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
M r Clarko
Mr Cowan
M r Coyne
M r Crane
M r G rayden
M r HlassellI

Ayes
Mr Bertram
M r Tom Jones
M r Terry Burke
Mr Bryce
Mr Melver
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Davies

Ayes 22
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
M r D. [.Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
M r 1. F. Taylor
M r Tonkin
M r Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
M r Gordon Hill

Noes I5
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MeNee
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Treihowan
Mr Spriggs

Pairs
Noes

Mr Thompson
Mr Williams
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Court
Mr Mensaros
Mr Watt
Mr Tubby
M r Stephens

liament on this occasion and has proceeded to
establish this department without parliamentary
approval. On a number of occasions during the
debate the Premier called on me to give evidence
that this was the case. I told him I would do that
in the Committee stage, and as we are now talking
about the timing of the commencement of this
legislation and when the department can legally be
set up, it is appropriate I should do so.

Some 12 or 14 hours before I spoke in the
second reading debate, the member for Narrogin
first made the allegation while the Premier was in
the Chamber and in control of the Bill. I quote the

(Teller) member for Narrogin as follows-
If not already legally established, it is

nonetheless making decisions and going down
an administrative path; appointments are be-
ing made, and decisions and policies are being
made aiid developed.

Further on in his remarks he said-
(Teller)

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committiee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair: Mr Brian Burke (Premier), in charge of
the Bill.

Clause I put and passed.
Clause 2: Commencement-
Mr LAURANCE: This clause says the Act

shall come into operation on a day to be fixed by
proclamation. That is a standard clause for Bills
passed through this Chamber, It means at that
time all the due processes df our parliamentary
procedure have been complied with: the Sill has
been brought to this Chamber and passed through
the first and second reading stages, the Committee
stage, and the third reading. and then has gone to
the other House where it has gone through a simi-
lar procedure.

The Bill then must be assented to. and eventu-
ally it becomes law and is proclaimed. At that
time the Government has the approval of Parlia-
ment to proceed. During the debate the Oppo-
sition has made a very clear case to show that the
Government has pre-empted the approval of Par-

.* we are told that one of the reasons that
opposition cannot be countenanced is that the
department it proposes to create is already
functioning. This represents an arrogant af-
front to the Parliament.

The Premier did not refute those comments, de-
spite the fact that he was in the Chamber and in
charge of the Bill. One can only assume he
thought that was the case. When I spoke in the
second reading debate I made similar claims
which the Premier refuted, and he challenged me,
as he is wont to do. It seems to be a favourite
escape clause of his; he says, "I challenge you".

We have a duty as members of Parliament to
bring matters of concern before the Chamber.
Many meetings take place when we are discussing
legislation and we form an opinion as to a Bill. We
are quite entitled to come here; members are
freely elected and, regardless of the Premier, can
bring those opinions and feelings to the Chamber.
Sometimes members will produce evidence and
name names. However, when we have a scurrilous
Government like this one, one is sometimes not
prepared to name names in order to protect the
people who give information. This Bill is a case in
point, because there are people in the timber and
forest industries with a very short tenure of secur-
ity. They will not be named.

Mr Old: Otherwise their tenure will be shorter,
Mr LAURANCE: That is right. They will have

no security of tenure. But it does not mean they
have not been in discussion with us. We will
honour our obligation to them. That is why we
have a Parliament and a democratic institution,
and no bluff and bluster from a boofhead like the
Premier will change that.
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Several members interjected.

Mr LAU RANGE: In addition to accepting the
comments of the member for Narrogin. the
Premier also answered a question in this Parlia-
ment in which he said many things already had
happened in relation to this department: People
had been seconded, and many officers had been
working on this proposal for a long time:. station-
ery had been prepared-we were told that-but
when we tried to obtain copies. it had suddenly
vanished. The stationery which was prepared for
the new department was suddenly withdrawn. Let
the Premier deny that.

Mr Peter Jones: Some months ago.

Mr LAURANCE: It was withdrawn in embar-
rassment. I challenge the Premier to show that
what 1 am saying has no substance. He is very
deep in his papers.

Mr Carr: Bored silly like the rest of us.

Mr LAURANCE: The Government proceeded
in this way well before the Act has been
proclaimed. Clause 2 refers to proclamation on a
date to be fixed: we do not know what the date will
be. but it is the day we are waiting for. Sure,
Governments are entitled to make preliminary ar-
rangements. but I think members will agree this
Government has gone a long way beyond that in
relation to this department.

It is virtually agreed that the Premier has
already appointed people to the department. We
might argue about the difference between
-appointed- and "seeonded". Nevertheless, the
people arc there and are doing the job.

They have created stationery that had to be
quickly withdrawn. They also have an in-house
newsletter. The Premier gave details of that in his
answer. The newsletter is entitled 'Indat", and it
is eirculated to the agencies involved in the amal-
gamation. The Premier says that the newsletter is
to keep involved officers informed about the prog-
ress of the amilalgamiation. We believe it to be part
of the Government's move to establish the depart-
ment well and truly before the Government
obtained parliamentary approval for that move.

That is the evidence that I have been challenged
to provide. Let me once again challenge the
Premier to refute it. The Government has made
this move already. The whole thing has been a
fabrication. It set up a task force which had only a
very short life, and it produced a predetermined
result. The Government sent scientists away and
told them to come back with that predetermined
result as quickly ats possible.

As soon as the Government received the report
of the task force, it set about establishing this

departm~ent without gaining parliamentary ap-
proval. The Premier has been challenged with that
evidence and has not refuted it in Parliament.
When provided with the evidence, the Premier
suddenly went quiet because the evidence was
given under his own hand and provided to Parlia-
ment by way of an answer to a parliamentary
question relating to the establishment of this
department.

Members of the Opposition have said that this
action is an affront to the Parliament. I hope that
the Premier will learn a lesson from this issue. If
he wants to make a major change to the Public
Service in the future or introduce such a major
initiative, he should bring the matter before the
Parliament and obtain approval for it. He would
then be able to proceed with the action that he
wished to take.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Gascoyne said that appointments had been made
to this proposed department prior to the passage of
the legislation through the Parliament. That is not
true. The member for Gascoyne now says that he
was talking about secondment to the proposed new
department. That also is not true. An implemen-
tation group has been working on this matter for a
number of months. No stationery has been printed
whatsoever, except for a brochure whih was
tabled in this House and which was produeed by
the Public Service Board. Nothing has been done
that is not the normal part of preparation for the
passage of legislation. If the legislation is defeated
by the Legislative Council, that will be the de-
cision of the Council. It is a major piece of legis-
lation: a major initiative of the Government. We
cannot make the Legislative Council support it.

When challenged to produce the evidence, the
member for Gascoyne was unable to say whether
people were appointed to positions in the proposed
department. He now says that secondments were
made, but not to the department, because the de-
partment does not exist. The member for
Cascoyne must know enough about the Public
Service Act to know that one cannot second people
to positions that do not exist.

No appointments have been made, contrary to
what the member for Gascoyne said.

Mr Hassell: You have got a de facto department
operating. It is all together on one floor of a build-
ing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have the implemen-
tation group working on it.

Mr- Hassell: Aha!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What does the Leader of
the Opposition mean by "Aha"? Is the Leader of
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the Opposition saying that appointments have
been made to a de facto department'?

Mr Hassell: No, because that legislation has not
been passed, ats you know. You have had a do facto
department operating for months.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In that case, the Leader
of the Opposition at least understands what the
member for Gascoyne does not understand. The
member for Gascoyne understands that appoint-
ments have been made to the department. The
Leader of the Opposition now says that that is not
possible. Who is right; the member for Gascoyne
or his leader?

Mr Hassell: All I suggested was that you have a
de facto depa rt men t.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Who is the leader?!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know. However,

I understand that the member for Gascoyne re-
tired froni the front bench because he could not
get support for the position of depuity leader of his
party. He finished up with one vote, and that was
his own. Even his seconder did not support him.

Mr Old That is typical of you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Opposition members can

dish it out. They sat and listened to the member
for Gascoyne call me at "boofheaid". However,
when they get at bit of their own medicine they
suddenly get offended.

Mr Lauranee: I am not offended. I do not worry
when you offend me. If you were supporting me I
would be very worried. In fact, you called me a
failure earlier on.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr Lauranee: That is the most complimentary

thing that has been said to me for a long time.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the Premier to

resume his seat. Earlier today, while in another
Chair, I had the occasion to draw to the attention
of the mnember for Gascoyne that I called for order
on a number of occasions and he ignored my call.
If he continues to ignore mny call today I will take
action.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was saying that it is all
very well for Opposition members to dish it out.
However, when it is handed back to them, all of a
sudden they have offended sensibilities.

Let me tell members the truth once more. No
appointments have been made to the proposed De-
partment of Conservation and Land Management.
The Leader of the Opposition has indicated that
that is not possible. The other evening the member
for Gascoyne said that he had evidence that the
appointments had been made. He has not
produced that evidence.

Mr H-assell: He was talking about your dc facto
department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Gascoyne was not. He said that appointments
have not been made to this department. I still
cannot understand how the member for Gascoyne
can say that he has evidence about appointments
to a department and not produce it. He said that
appointments were made to a department. Where
is the evidence?

N-r Laurance: I have produced the evidence.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That must have been

when I was absent.
Mr Hassell: People are working there.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What does the Leader of
the Opposition mean by, "People are working
there"? N 'o appointments have been made to any
department because no department has been es-
tablished.

The member for Gascoyne said that stationery
had been printed, and he said that it had been
withdrawn. No stationery, apart from a brochure
produced by the Public Service Board which was
tabled in this House, has been printed. The mem-
ber for Gascoyne said that he had produced evi-
dence about the stationery. Where is it?

Mr Laurance: It is the newsletter which you
produced i n you r answer to Pa rl iamnent.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The newsletter does not
comprise stationery. If it did, why did the member
for Gascoyne say it had disappeared'!

Mr Laurance: That was other stationery.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Where is the other

stationery?

Mr Old: It disappeared.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why does not the Oppo-

sition get its act together? It is talking about
disappearing stationery, stationery that is not
stationery, appointments to a de facto department.
and appointments to a department that has not
been established. The Opposition has absolutely
no cohesion in the arguments it presents. Not only
that, but also it presents them claiming to have
evidence and saying that it will produce it. How-
ever, it fails to produce that evidence.

Mr PETER JONES: I raised this matter the
other night. No matter what amount of bluster the
Premier goes on with, the fact remains that the
arrangements that are being prepared to be pat
into place have pre-empted the debate and passage
of this Bill through the Parliament. The Premier
said in his answer that the Public Service Board
"has approved the structure of the new depart-
meni". Of course, no final appointments have been
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made to that department because there is no de-
partment. We know that.

Mr Brian Burke: Why did the member for
Gascoyne say that there was'?

Mr PETER JONES: I cannot talk about what
the member for Gascoyne said. I raised this mat-
ter. I come back to the point that, no matter what
amount of bluster the Premier goes on with, the
fact remains that, for some months, people have
been working in anticipation, and certainly on the
assumption, that what is proposed in this Bill will
become a reality when the chances of that
occurring arc very slim.

Mr Brian Burke: Why are they?
Mr PETER JONES: Also. Mr Chairman, we

have a situation where various officers-I do not
know how many because I have not- spoken to
everyone, but certainly some officeirs-have made
it clear to me that a suggestion was made to them
regarding their careers. It is Far too ridiculous to
suggest that there has not been some Form of an-
ticipation by the Government that what is
proposed will become a reality. I rest my com-
ments on what I said the other night.

It is an affront to the Parliament for this type of
decision to be made based on some divine right
and the belier that this legislation will become a
reality. However, some members in this Chamber
will endeavour to make sure that it will not be-
come a reality-not what has been proposed today
and certainly not what sonme of the officers to
whom I have spoken have been led to believe. No
amount of explanation will cover the facts that the
Premier's answers have indicated that a consider-
able amount of time has been spent on this legis-
lation over recent months, that this work will not
go down the track, and that the assumption has
been made that what is proposed will become a
reality.

Mr BLAIKIE: I back up the concerns expressed
by the member for Gascoyne and the member for
Narrogin. Notwithstanding the comments of the
Premier, the Opposition is concerned that a
substantial amount oFwork has been carried out in
the structure of Government regarding the re-
arrangement of staff should this legislation be
passed by the Parliament.

The argument that has been advanced is that
the Government should not be in a position to
predetermine what will be the final decision of the
Parliament. Notwithstanding whatever work has
been carried out to the contrary, the Government
has decided that this legislation will be passed and
that the programme undertaken by many officers
in order to implement the Government's legis-
lation will be put into train.

It does not do the Government any good to pre-
empt the decision of Parliament. I draw the
Premier's attention to another piece of legislation
that was brought into this Chamber a few months
ago. It concerned the South West Development
Authority. The legislation was passed by both
Houses of Parliament and some amendments were
made to it. The fact is, that the South West Devel-
opment Authority, as such, was already instituted
and operating without the legislative powers it
required.

It is my concern that the Government is pre-
empting a decision by this Parliament and it is
ignoring what Parliament may decide. I do not
know what Parliament will ultimately decide, but
I know that the Government has put a lot of work
into this legislation.

Parliament is the only place in which the Oppo-
sition can question the Government's actions and
it is the only place in which the public can ques-
tion the priorities of the Government.

Notwithstanding the comments made in the
Premier's seco nd reading speech, he did not give
an indication of the savings which were to be made
and what will happen as a result oF the legislation.
It appears that should this legislation be passed
the arguments that have been put forward by the
Government will not have been arguments, but
innuendos and criticism of the Opposition.

The Government has not brought forward any
new facts in relation to the costs that will be
incurred by this department. I support the com-
ments by the member for Gascoyne and the mem-
ber for Narrogin that the Government has pre-
empted the decision of Parliament because it has
already carried out a lot of work in regard to the
legislation. In matters of this nature the Govern-
ment has no right to do that and to make prior
determinations.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3: Interpretation-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I move an amendment-

Page 2, line 27-Delete the words "and
Recreation".

This amendment is required because simply in-
cluding the word "Recreation" gives undue em-
phasis to the area of recreation.

Amendment put and passed.

MirBLAIKIE: I move an amendment-

Page 4, line 8-Insert after the definition
of "land" the following definition-

"local authority" means the council of
a municipality constituted under the Lo-
cal Government Act 1960;
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Mr Brian Burke: We will accept that.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 4 to 7 put and passed.
Clause 8: Reservation of State Forests-
Mr BLAIKIE: This clause refers to the reser-

vation of State forests and subclauses (1) to (3)
read as follows-

(I) The Governor may, by order published
in the Gazette, reserve for the purpose of
a State forest any Crown land, including
any area which is a timber reserve.

(2) The Minister shall cause a copy of any
order made under subsection (1) to be
laid before each House of Parliament
within 6 sitting days of the House next
following the publication of the order in
the Gazette.

(3) If each House of Parliament passes a
resolution, of which notice has been
given within the first 14 sitting days of
the House after a copy of an order has
been laid before the House under this
section, that the order be disallowed the
order thereupon ceases to have effect.

The Opposition proposes an amendment to
subclause (3) to change the word "each" in line I
to the word "either". In proposing this amendment
it is important to understand the actions and in-
tentions of the Government.

Is it the intention of the Government that the
clause as it currently reads, "If each House of
Parliament", means that each singular House of
the Parliament, can, in effect, disallow the
regulations or is it the intention of the Govern-
ment that it will require the two Houses of Parlia-
ment to act conjointly?

Mr Brian Burke: That will be the effect of your
amendment.

Mr BLAIKIE: Yes, that is right, but it is not
absolutely clear that the Government wants both
Houses to, in fact, have an agreement to disallow
the State forest reservation.

Mr Brian Burke: Unless your amendment is
passed, yes, but if your amendment is passed it
would let either House do it.

Mr BLAIKIE: That is the reason the Oppo-
sition wants to proceed with this amendment. It is
important to understand that the will of the Par-
liament should not necessarily reflect the will of
the Government.

Mr Brian Burke: You are having the opposite
effect. You are letting either House do it. We
would require both so if you had each in, the

(60)

Legislative Council could still disallow it. But the
way you are doing it you are making it weaker.

Mr BLAIKIE: I would like the Premier to ad-
vance it a little further. My understanding of this
is that either House of Parliament independently
would have the opportunity to disallow a further
reservation for a State forest.

Mr Brian Burke: Under "each" that would be
the case. If the Legislative Assembly passed the
reservation and it was rejected in the Legislative
Council the reservation would not stand. What we
are doing is strengthening any reservation for
State forests, but you are proposing the opposite
effect.

Mr BLAIKIE: I believe it is important that the
Parliament is able to decide these matters. If the
Government decides a further area of land should
be reserved for State forests, under the Bill as it
currently stands, the agreement of both Houses of
Parliament will be required to disallow that regu-
lation.

What the Opposition is submitting is that where
future State forests may be required, such a deter-
mination could be made by one House or the other
House, but it does not need to be a conjoint de-
cision. It could be an independent decision of
either House. I believe the amendment is import-
ant. Each year we see a Bill concerning reser-
vations, of State forests come before the Parlia-
ment and rarely is there any dissent to that Bill. I
believe the amendment will ensure that the Execu-
tive is more responsible in its decisions. It provides
that the Executive will be more responsible for
those areas of land that it wishes to have included
in the State forest areas. There is a very real
reason that the Opposition wants the will of the
Parliament to determine whether Or not the State
forests should be extended. We believe either
House should be able to make a decision to disal-
low a reservation, bearing in mind that such a
determination will be made only for very sound
and valid reasons.

The Government is proposing that, unless both
Houses agree to disallow a reservation the will of
the Government shall be carried out, and the Op-
position does not support that view.

I move an amendment-
Page 9. line 17-Delete the word "each"

with a view to substituting the word "either".
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government opposes

the amendment. It seeks simply to make it more
difficult to reserve forests. If the Opposition wants
to make it more difficult to reserve State forests, I
suppose that is the case; but I think the Opposition
is confused-which may be too strong a word. It
thinks that somehow or other, conservation ex-
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clusions can be achieved under this particular
clause. That is not the case. We are talking about
State forests and the ease with which State forests
can be reserved. Nevertheless, if the Opposition
maintains its position, we simply reject the amend-
ment.

Mr PETER JONES: I do not think the Premier
is fully aware because across the Chamber to me
he gave an explanation which is the reverse of
what the clause says. Talk about making it easier
to lock it up or unlock it! All that the Opposition is
seeking is that when the Government, on the ad-
vice it receives, determines that an area shall be
gazetted as a State forest, an Order-in-Council
shall be made and laid on the Table of both
Houses. If that is disallowed by one of the Houses,
the reservation is not accepted or approved. Why
we want to bring in a clause which varies from the
normal situation which prevails with other matters
that are gazetted or tabled, having been through
the Executive Council, I do not know.

In view of the Premier's answer, one must start
to become suspicious. Normally, when regulations
are laid on the Table of both Houses, they are not
approved in the normal sense of having a debate
and a vote taken. The approval is deemed to have
been given if within a period of 14 sitting days no-
one moves to disallow them. In this case the
Premier and the Government are asking that that
requirement apply to both Houses of Parliament.
That is quite a strange kind of situation and the
word "either" which would bring it back to a
situation which prevails in other circumstances, is
quite a normal word. It would express the will of
the Parliament and allow the subject of the
Government's decision to be debated and made
public. One does not have to have a public debate
in two Houses of Parliament in order to get the
subject of the Government's decision-making out
into the public arena. It only needs one House and
that is done from time to time. I do not see why
the Premier has supported and defended a situ-
ation which is different from the other kind of
tablings which occur.

Mr Brian Burke: It is exactly the same in the
Forests Act.

Mr PETER JONES: I am aware of that. I said
"regulations". In this case because the matter runs
wider and because this department is proposed to
have much wider ramifications than the usual con-
fines of the existing Forests Act, I do not see why
the Premier is not prepared to accept the situation
of changing the word "each" with the word
"either".

Mr BLAIKIE: I would not want the Premier to
be under any misapprehension as to what I believe

is in the existing Forests Act and what is being
proposed here. Notwithstanding what is currently
in the Forests Act I would advise the Premier we
are writing a new Act for an entirely new ball
game and for an entirely new set of circumstances.

While the original Forests Act used the term
and clause 8 is almost a direct pull from the For-
ests Act, we are looking at an entirely new ball
game. What we are proposing is that the authority
of the Executive may be questioned by the Parlia-
ment from time to time if the Executive decides it
is going to create new forest reserve areas. We
want to state in this Bill that either House of
Parliament will have an opportunity to make a
determination and that the Parliament will not be
subjected to the will and the whim of the Govern-
ment of the day. It needs to be very clearly under-
stood that in the new ball game that we have
under this Conservation and Land Management
Bill there will not be a Conservator of Forests. He
will not exist; nor will the Forests Act.

The Government has dismantled both the Act
and the position. In its place we shall have a Lands
and Forests Commission which will handle the
State's forests and the conservator will be replaced
by an executive director who will be a servant of
all disciplines and probably a master of none. He
will be responsible for forests management, con-
servation and recreation and must serve all disci-
plines.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the member
is going to relate this to the removal of the word
"each".

Mr BLAIKIE: Very definitely l am, Mr Chair-
man. The only person to whom we shall be able to
turn is the Director of Forests and I cannot im-
agine his making any requests to reserve State
forests. Under the proposed Act this will fall on
the executive director or the Minister of the day.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member must
make some effort at least to relate this to the
removal of the word.

Mr BLAIKIE: I realise that I have been draw-
ing a long bow to get to the point. However, the
Government's proposal has moved the Opposition
to endleavour to have the word "each" deleted so
that it is not necessary for both Chambers of Par-
liament to agree to disallow the regulations. The
Opposition would like either Chamber to be able
to pass a resolution which disallows the extension
of State forests.

We are now talking about a completely new set
of rules-it is a whole new ball game. We no
longer have a person responsible for State forests
who draws up working plans and organises the
management of the forests. This function was pre-
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viously carried out by the conservator. There is
now a real need to ensure that the power of the
Executive Government can be-I will not say it
will be-curbed, if and when it is necessary. That
is an important principle: it should be possible for
either Chamber of Parliament to exercise its
power with regard to disallowing an extension of
the State forest. It should not be necessary for
both Chambers to agree.

Mr MENSAROS: I would like to add some-
thing to the argument which has not previously
been canvassed. We have a fundamental differ-
ence between the Forests Act and the proposed
legislation with regard to creating forest reserves.
According to subsections 22(l) and (2) of the
Forests Act compulsory acquisition of land re-
quires parliamentary approval. That means if a
piece of land is created as forest Parliament has
approved of that creation. Subclause 8(l) of the
Bill before us permits the Government to reserve
forests by order published in the Government Ga-
zette. Therefore, an administrative action can cre-
ate a forest. Under those circumstances it is more
than fair that each House separately should be
able to disallow an extension.

The Government's argument would be stronger
if the provision to which I referred in the Forests
Act prevailed in the Bill before us. If both Houses
of Parliament have agreed to create a reserve, it is
reasonable that both Houses should be required to
disagree to an extension. However, if the creation
of a reserve can be effected in some cases by
administrative action, surely there should be a
safeguard that either House has the power to dis-
agree with the administrative action. It could be
that the creation of the reserve infringes on some-
one's rights. The Administration may not have
taken that into consideration whereas the legis-
lators, whose jobs and responsibilities are to rep-
resent peoplc, should be able to express disagree-
ment with the action of the Administration. In
fact, they alone can voice their disapproval- There-
fore. the Government has departed from common
usage and custom that an administrative action
can be made void by either House of Parliament.
The Government is not justified in departing from
that custom, The situation is the same in this case.
The administrative action provided for in
subiclause 8(l) creates a reserve and, therefore,
either Chamber of the Legislature should be able
to disallow it.

When I first read this amendment I thought the
use of the word "each" rather than "either" was a
matter of semantics; that the clause had not been
examined and that the Government's intention
was the same, whichever word was used. I did not
for a moment think that it was a deliberate

attempt by the Government to deny the normal
privilege of Parliament whereby each of the
Chambers can effectively disallow an administrat-
ive action. The Premier has apparently explained
that it is the wish of the Government that the
disallowance should be effective only if both
Chambers approve. That means the Government
is endeavouring to strengthen the administrative
action against the will of the Legislature.

The Interpretation Act contains a provision that
the courts should take into consideration Parlia-
ment's interpretation of legislation when dealing
with provisions of an Act of Parliament. It is
proper that we record the Government's intention
in this regard and the vehemence of our opposition
to it. Initially I thought the use of the word "each"
was a grammatical error but it was obviously the
will of the Government that the Administration
should prevail over the Legislature. If for no other
reason than principle, that is wrong. The amend-
ment by the member for Vasse is, therefore, justi-
fied.

Mr LAUJRANCE: I also support the amend-
ment. The Government has been co-operative with
regard to a number of amendments on this Bill
and I thought it would have seen fit to allow this
amendment also. I expected the Leader of the
House to support the amendment because he has
made the point on many occasions, particularly
when in Opposition, that Parliament should not be
a rubber stamp for the Executive arm of govern-
ment. However, the Government seems to be
attempting that in this case. It may have taken
this clause straight from the Forests Act but so
many parts of that Act have been dismantled that
I do not think it is valid to include the clause in the
Bill just because it is contained in the Forests Act.

The points have been well canvassed by the
Opposition. We believe that both Houses of Par-
liament should be able to act independently on
these matters and look at them separately. If the
Executive brings the matter to Parliament, we can
presumably tell what the result will be in the
House where the Government is formed; that is
this Chamber, the Assembly. But in our bicameral
system we should not prevent the upper House
from looking at it. That is why the member for
Vasse has asked that either House should be able
to pass such a resolution.

The CHAIRMAN: He has actually not moved
that at all.

Mr LAURANCE: I take the point.

Mr Blaikie interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: I think the Government
should look at the fact it is not always going to be
in Government. Particularly it should not insist on
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which House passes a resolution. A chance
be given for "either" to be inserted. Thai
point the Opposition has made. We call
Government to accept this amendment, a~
position with a number of other amen
moved by the Opposition.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I simply rest
position. The Opposition's amendment wi~
it more difficult to reserve State forests. If
what the Opposition wants to do, so be it.
not of that mind and we oppose the amendr

Amendment put and a div
following result-

Ayes 17
Mr Blaikie Mr
Mr Court Mr
Mr Cowan Mr
Mr Coyne MrR
Mr Crane MrS
Mr Crayden Mr 1
Mr Hassell Mr 1
Mr Laurance MrS
Mr MacKinnon

Noes 23
Mr Bateman Mr F
Mrs Beggs MrF
Mr Bridge Mr F
Mrs Buchanan Mr
Mr Brian Burke Mr F
Mr Burkett Mr I
Mr Carr Mr
Mr Davies MnT
Mr Grill Mrs
Mrs Henderson Mr
Mr Hodge MrC
Mr Jamieson

Pairs
Ayes

MrThompson Mr
Mr Williams Mr1
Mr Peter Jones Mr1
MrClarko MrF
Mr Bradshaw MrP
Mr Watt MrF

Amendment thus negatived.

ision taken w4

kieNee
Mensaros
)Ad
tushlon
tephens
rethowan
ubby
priggs

'arker

cead
D. L. Smith

J. Smith
F. Taylor

ronkin
rroy
Watkins
Wilson
iordon Hill

Noes
~erlram
Frm Jones
Ferry Burke
hyce

Mclver
Evans

should
tis the
on the
s is the
dments

lating to Probate and the Administration of the
Duties of the Estate of Deceased Persons". Even
this full title is somewhat deceiving, because it
refers to taxes rather than the important material
law about inheritance itself.

It was always my curious experience, whenever
ate the I had the opportunity for conversation with legal
11 make people, to compare Continental legal principles
that is with those of the English law-and being

We are Australian, as we have inherited law from the
nent. United Kingdom, with the influence of Roman
ith the law on English law. This influence is denied more

often than not. This is perhaps because the French
were proud of the Roman law influence, and un-
adulterated roman law was in force in France and
in some parts of the Continent right up to 1900.
The English, of course, never like to be compared
with the French or with the Continent itself. Yet
the parent Act and the original English law
expressed in the Statute of Distribution-that was
the name of the original law-are clearly derived

(Teller) from the Roman law which, in my humble view,
has never been bettered by any other legal system
in history.

(Teller)

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again,

on motion by Mr Gordon Hill.

ADMINISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 15 August.
MRt MENSAROS (Floreat) (3.17 p.m.]: This

Bill amends the Act which, amongst administrat-
ive and other measures, deals with the law of
inheritance in the case of a deceased person who
did not leave a valid will. Accordingly, despite the
short title of "Administration Amendment Act" it
is really necessary to cite the full title, which is
"An Act to Consolidate and Amend the Law Re-

The strength of the Roman law was particularly
specific in the laws pertaining to property and
inheritance. The end result of intestate inheritance
in the Bill follows the Roman law-allowing for
the "half-blood becoming full blood" situation,
which did not exist there-albeit it is expressed in
a much more complicated way. It also cuts out
more distant relatives.

Based upon the Law Reform Commission's ad-
vice, whereas distribution of the estate among
issue appears to go on indefinitely-in other
words, living successors of the intestate, deceased
person, his sons, grandsons, great grandsons, etc.,
for as many generations as exist, are not inhibited
from inheriting the deceased estate-on the col-
lateral distribution, which is the relation or next of
kin on the side, such an inhibition exists, because
inheritance stops at the grandparents' second
issue. Of course, that is a very complicated ex-
pression. It really means one's First cousin, because
the grandparents' son is one's father's brother and
his son is one's first cousin. So inheritance stops at
the first cousin of the deceased. If none of those
cousins is living, the whole estate passes to the
Crown by way of escheat. This is an unnecessary
interference in individual rights.

The argument by the Law Reform Commission,
which apparently the Attorney General and, in
turn, the Government have accepted, is that the
general community should benefit, rather than
distant relations who have had no significant con-
tact with the deceased who did not leave a will.
That argument is arbitrary and too far-fetched. It
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does not take into consideration the inherent re-
spect which most developed countries or com-
munities have for personal property. Most lawyers
here, having been educated in English law and
having practised in Australia, might believe such a
position is in order; but I do not suggest it is,
particularly when we take into account that the
amendment will change the status quo which has
no limitations.

The argument of the Law Reform Commission
is quite strange. It appears to be based on the
premise that the inheritance would be a prize for
someone for being a close relation. I do not think it
is. During one's lire one can make a gift which
actually involves disposing of one's property to
whoever one wishes. One is not inhibited when one
makes a gift of one's property to the extent that
one may only do so to relations or near next of kin.
One may make gifts to the most distant relation or
to someone who is not a relation. Why then just
because one died without making a will or because
one's will has been lost, as would occur in many
cases, should one's relations be entitled to one's
estate only to a certain degree?

The only valid argument I can see for this ap-
pears as a side sentence in the Minister's second
reading speech, and the explanation that there
might be a number of small estates where it could
be comparatively expensive, from the point of view
of the value of the total estate, to institute a search
for any relation who is still alive, if there are no
known nearer relations. However, that would be
very easily overcome by simply providing a ti me
limit and indicating that the intestate deceased
estate would be advertised in a certain manner i n
the daily newspapers, or the Government Gazette
plus the daily newspapers, and, if no answer comes
to hand within a certain time, the estate could be
kept, not permanently, but for the time being, in
some sort of a trust account. If within a longer
period, say 10 years, nobody stakes a claim, the
escheat should take place.

I know this action is not being taken by the
Government-at least I suspect it is not-in order
to achieve fiscal gain, because in a question
directed to the Attorney General, I asked the
value of the amounts which came to the Treasurer
by way of intestate deceased estates where no next
of kin had come forward and they were not able to
be accommodated even under the present law. The
Attorney General's answer indicated that the
amounts by which the Treasury benefited were
very small. In round figures they were as fol-
lows-

1978-79
1979-80
1980-81

148 000
91 000

317 000

198 1-82
1982-83
198 3-84

280 000
31 5000
275 000

Therefore, taking the six-year period which was
the time span referred to in my question, there was
an average yearly benefit of $238 000 to the
Treasury from escheat; that is, unclaimed intes-
tate deceased estates.

I also understand that the trustee companies
may have asked the Government of the day to
introduce some sort of legislation to make their
work easier, because I suppose some of these intes-
tate estates are handled by trustees and they want
administration of them to be less expensive. How-
ever in any event, expenditure incurred is covered
by the estate itself.

An alternative solution would be to do as I have
suggested; that is, to impose some sort of monet-
ary limit to the effect that, if the estate is not
worth more than, say, $10000, a further search
for the next of kin should be discontinued.

I emphasise that the principle ought to be
retained; that is, the principle that every person
should have an absolute right to his property and
that his property should not be interfered with
even after his death.

It is perhaps an interesting analogy to under-
stand that during the lifetime of any person, the
right to his property has not been subject to at-
tempts at interference. There are some differences
with the type of disposal of property. If ir is sold
and money is received, that is a taxable exercise.
However, if the property is a gift or an inherit-
ance, presently it is not subject to tax.

I am quite surprised that the Attorney General
himself accepted this recommendation. As the
recommendation and the study by the Law
Reform Commission date back quite a while, I
made inquiries of the previous Attorney General
(Hon. Ian Medcalf) and he told me that he did not
proceed with the recommendation for the simple
reason that he did not accept the principle
embodied in it that there should be a curtailment
of someone's property, even after that person's
death. The State should not even think of benefit-
ing from these things. Some people make a will
or a bequest which will leave their whole estate
with some Government instrumentality, and seats
of learning such as universities although they are
autonomous, are frequently the beneficiaries of
such bequests; but even direct Government
instrumentalities such as the Art Gallery, the Zo-
ological Gardens and the State Library frequently
inherit estates from people.
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I do not think society would agree to this
move-jr people were sufficiently aware or it.
Legislation such as this generally passes unnoticed
and receives little or no publicity at all; it can be
placed on the Statute books entirely unnoticed and
therefore create no disagreement or uproar in the
public arena. I have tried to place on record the
view that it is absolutely wrong in principle, no
matter what sort of practicalities or conveni .ence
arguments are introduced, to interfere with a per-
son's right to his property.

I still have migrants in my electorate who are
Australian citizens approaching me with certain
inheritance problems involving people who have
died behind the Iron Curtain-as it is so rightly
referred to-in Communist countries. But even in
countries where communism prevails there is no
curtailment of the degree of relation who can in-
herit intestate estates. I have had constituents ask
me to translate documents and to make inquiries
with certain embassies regarding their inherit-
ances involving properties left by deceased persons
in those countries, and with no will having been
made out. For some reason those properties have
not been confiscated; perhaps it has been a home
unit lived in by the deceased person, as in the case
of the example I have in mind. My constituent,
who is an Australian citizen now, inherited that
property. He had to pay probate duty because that
was still payable in the country concerned; but
there was absolutely no curtailment of his rights to
the property no matter how distant a relation he
was.

Another example involved a migrant who was
an Australian citizen and had done pretty well for
himself in Western Australia. In his will he left his
entire estate to the university, and a considerable
amount was involved. Perhaps because it was
known that I was a member of Parliament, I

+received letters from a very distant relation of that
man, and in those letters it was explained that the
person was living in very poor circumstances. He
explained that he was a third cousin to the de-
ceased and that he thought it was not fair that the
deceased had not left him anything. He asked me
whether I could do something to help him. I went
along to the university-this was a long time
ago-and explained the situation, and the univer-
sity was quite happy to have the matter considered
by the senate, so that out of the estate the univer-
sity had inherited, it might provide an annuity to
this person who, as I said, was a very distant
relation to the deceased. This was agreed to by the
senate and the person received an annuity.

Under this legislation that person would not be
entitled to that consideration. I am not suggesting
that he was legally entitled to consideration even

under the existing law; but the principle prevailed
that he was a distant relation and should have
received some benefit from the estate.

I do not think it is appropriate for the Oppo-
sition to attempt to amend this sort of legal Bill. It
could always be argued that the amendments were
not properly drafted, despite the fact that we cus-
tqmarily have the facility of a private members'
draftsman, who is a very willing young officer at
present; but I would not pretend that we have the
facilities to draft watertight amendments. Neither
would I expect the Minister handling the Bill in
this Chamber, on behalf of the Attorney General
in another place, should be so familiar with the
subject that he could make decisions of his own.
Consequently.I am not suggesting amendments.
but I would very much like the Minister to take
cognisance of what I have said; it would then be
up to him to follow up any suggestion; or perhaps
he may think it is fair and correct that the Bill
should be accepted as a policy of this Labor
Government, a Bill which has the effect that an
individual's right to his or her property should be
curtailed.

The other provisions in the Bill are not as im-
portant as the one on which I have spoken. One
establishes the principle that no distinction should
be made between whole blood and half blood. We
have no dispute with this under the circumstance
of today. When more than one person is entitled to
an estate it determines whether the entitlement
should be to a part of the estate or to a share of
the whole estate; in other words, should the estate
be divided in kind, when one relative is equally
entitled as the other, perhaps with each relative
getting one house, or should the estate be lumped
together, for the money to be divided
equally-this is referred to as per capita or per
stirpes distribution. The provisions of the Bill
qualify the situation. With these fairly strong res-
ervations, I will not formally vote against the sec-
ond reading.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [3.40 p.m.]: It is noted that the Oppo-
sition spokesman on this matter supports all pro-
visions of this Bill except those dealing with the
termination of the collateral line with the second
issue. I thank the Opposition for its qualified sup-
port and I merely indicate to the House that this
Bill sets out clearly in one Act the rules governing
the distribution of the assets of people dying intes-
tate-that is, people dying without wills-and it in
nio way affects distribution in relation to the status
of a person dying with a will of some form.

It is interesting to note that the member for
Floreat baulks at those provisions of the Bill which
would terminate the collateral line so that remote
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issue of an intestate would not receive any distri-
bution under the estate of that intestate person.
All I can say to that is, firstly the provisions of this
Bill follow the recommendations of the Law
Reform Commission, and as such they have been
accepted by this Government. Secondly, those pro-
visions which are now objected to by the member
for Floreat were accepted in another place.
Thirdly, I suspect that these amendments to the
law of distribution are in fact supported by the
legal profession of Western Australia.

The member for Floreat in some strange man-
ner that I cannot really follow tries to build a case
to the effect that it is in some way an impairment,
an impediment, or an abrogation of the laws of
personal property for the estate of an intestate
person to be accreted to the Crown when he does
not have any close or reasonably close relatives; in
other words, where the estate formerly would have
gone to some remote relative. I just cannot follow
that argument or see where it is relevant. I sup-
pose it might be the situation that in many cases a
person would not know the deceased, and probably
in most cases at least would have had no contact
with the deceased. In any case that I can think of,
such a person would be quite undeserving of,' if not
unsuspecting of, the receipt of some share of that
estate. We have all heard the story of a nephew far
removed receiving a fortune or some distribution,
under an estate of some long lost uncle in another
land, a person of whom he has never heard. That
sort of fairytale of someone who, out of the blue,
receives an endowment under an estate from a
person with whom he has probably never had any
contact, really does not have any place in current
law and in current social thinking.

I really believe that the case put forward by the
member for Floreat-a case which he appears to
have put forward on his own behalf-is rooted in
antiquity and is really a proposition that is out of
touch with present social thinking, and in no way
does it abrogate the rights of personal property.

The other argument, of course, against the
proposition put forward by the member for
Floreat is that the distribution in the circum-
stances that he was talking about, where the estate
goes to some remote relative, is particularly cum-
bersomne.

It is hard to track down those remote relatives
and one can never be quite sure, when distributing
an estate, whether they have all been discovered.
One could advertise in newspapers and make other
inquiries around the world, but quite often it is
impossible to ascertain within a reasonable time
whether one has actually located all the remote
issue of the deceased person.

The third point was an admission made by the
member himself, and that is that these sorts of
situations are pretty rare, and do not involve a lot
of money. I really think that the member for
Floreat is out of step, not only with his own party
but also with society generally, and although I
thank him for his general support of the Bill, I do
not think there is any foundation in law or in
social mores for the case he put forward today.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister (or

Transport) [3.48 p.mn.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.49 p.m.]: I am
glad that the Minister responded to my comments,
and I would like to use this opportunity in turn to
reply to his response. He questioned whether my
argument was correct. The Minister felt that if I
had my way, the person or persons who could
inherit the deceased's estate might not be deserv-
ing of the estate because they might be very dis-
tant relatives, and might not even have known the
deceased person; but he really did not argue on the
same level as I did. That argument has nothing to
do with the individual's right to his or her prop-
erty, a point which was the crux of my argument.
The presumed intention of the deceased person
governs the distribution of his property.

If a person thinks he may have distant relatives,
but feels they are not deserving of his property, it
is likely he will leave a will and will his estate to
the Government, the community, to some other
arm of the Government, or to private organis-
ations. If he does not do so, it should not be pre-
sumed that he wanted a relative not to benefit
from his estate, no matter how distant that relative
may be.

I think the argument about whether the in-
heritor of the estate deserves it is irrelevant. It
may well be that someone does not deserve to
inherit an estate, but does according to the law, if
the benefactor dies without having made a will.

The Minister said that the legal profession
agreed with the provisions of this Bill. I do not like
to borrow expressions from the Government. but
yesterday and today we heard frequently from the
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Premier, "Where is the proof for this?" I cannot
see that the legal profession would have agreed.
Sometimes these things go unnoticed, but it is a
fact that the Law Reform Commission has
brought down a report. It is a fact also that the
legal profession did not get up in arms, but 95 per
cent would not have read the report. If a person
does not express disagreement, that does not mean
he is in agreement with something. In order to be
able to state that the legal profession agrees-

Mr Grill: I said, "I suspect" that the legal pro-
fession agrees. I did not say they did.

Mr MENSAROS: We are then on an equal
footing. The Minister suspects the legal profession
agrees, and I suspect it does not. I say that after
having spoken with the Attorney General of the
previous Government, who is respected in politics,
and is a well-respected representative of the legal
profession as well.

The next argument put forward by the Minister
is that situations such as this are rare. They may
be rare, but we are dealing with a principle. I
could not care less whether it happens daily, in
large quantities, or seldom. I am interested in the
principle of an intestate estate which has no
beneficiaries such as close relatives or distant rela-
tives.

My studies, based on Roman law, indicate that
it is superfluous to establish a difference between
collateral and direct relations. In Roman law one
has ei ther ancestors or descendants. If one does
not have descendants, one must have had people
who preceded him-ancestors. If one's first ances-
tor being his father or parents, does not have other
descendants, one goes to the next ancestor. It can
go on indefinitely and somewhere along the line
there is issue. So in Roman law an argument will
not use the expression of collateral relations, be-
cause it is either descendants or ancestors. There-
fore, one can go back to the grandfather, or the
great-grandfather, whose place will be taken by
their issues.

Finally, test there may be some misunderstand-
ing, and if it is considered that I am going my own
way-I am always happy to go my own
way-being the Opposition spokesman on these
matters I would not represent a view that has not
been agreed to by the Opposition. The Opposition
agreed that it would not propose amendments to
legal or technical Sills, because it would be a
fairly complicated process, considering the means
available to the Opposition. However we agreed
that we should highlight the points of disagree-
ment. When I first reported the provisions of this
Bill to the Leader of the Opposition, being a law-
yer he pricked up his ears and said, "Surely they

are not things for which we stand". So lest the
Minister misunderstands the position, this is the
opinion of the Opposition.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [3.56 p.m.]: The argument put for-
ward by the member for Floreat deserves some
sort of reply. First, the argument he put forward
concerning the property of the deceased is a two-
edged sword. He argues that property belongs to
the deceased, therefore, it should go to his remoter
relatives, if he does not make a will. I would
suggest on the other hand that a person always has
the right to make a will if he does not want the
property to go to the Government. All he needs to
do is make a will, and that will not happen. The
argument put forward by the member for Floreat
goes both ways.

Second, I have already indicated by way of in-
terjection that I was not saying that the legal
profession supported the proposition'put up by the
Government. I said, "I suspect that to be the
case".

The two other arguments put forward by the
member appear to be rather esoteric. They relied
largely on Roman law. I suggest to the House that
although Roman law was a fine law in its time,
events have changed since then and we are not
necessary modelling our legislation on the laws of
antiquity.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and passed.

SUITORS' FUND AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from I5 August.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.58 p.m.]: The
Suitors' Fund Act was enacted in 1964 to provide
a fund from which the costs of certain appeals
before the courts could be drawn. The operating
word is "courts".

The Small Claims Tribunal is not constituted
as, nor considered to be a court. Therefore, an
appeal from the Small Claims Tribunal to the
Supreme Court by way of prerogative writ, does
not come under the provisions of the Suitors' Fund
Act.

To remedy this situation, the Bill amends the
definition of "court" to include a reference to the
Small Claims Tribunal.

The opportunity is used to rectify an error
which has nothing to do with the Small Claims
Tribunal, and provision is made for amounts of
money to be taken from the fund.
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Section 14(b) deals with people with a dis-
ability. This matter was not mentioned, but it is
now remedied in this Bill.

I use this opportunity to ask the Minister
whether he has any knowledge of the reason the
amount in the suitors' fund has dropped. The
yearly balance which stood to the credit of the
fund, and about which I have asked a question,
appears to have grown from 1965 to 1979 and
dropped from then onwards. Without reading all
the figures, I point out that when the original Act
was introduced, the fund was started with $1 000
and it then went to $11 000, 320 000, $29 000,
$18 000, $48 000, and so on up to $ 10 000. Be-
tween 1977-79 the figure stood around $ 10 000.
From 1980 onwards it began to decrease to
$72 000, $66 000, $59 000, and $41 000.

That may have been a result of inflationary
forces diminishing the value of the contributions,
and appeal costs were higher, or perhaps there
were more appeals brought under the Suitors'
Fund Act. If either of those cases is the reason for
the fall in the fund, I suppose it would be appro-
priate for the Attorney General to think about
increasing the fees so that the purpose of the Act
can be maintained and the fund will not be
diminished.

I have no reason to oppose any part of this Bill;
I support it. I will relate an interesting story which
is there in Hansard for anyone to read from the
time the Suitors' Fund Act was introduced. One of
our old and now deceased friends-I do not think
he had any enemies in this House; everybody liked
him, and everyone called him "Drummer
Hall"-the then member for Albany was in the
House when the Minister introduced a Bill to es-
tablish a suitors' fund. The words caught his ear
and he interjected to say, "Has that got anything
to do with suits and the Albany Woollen Mill?"
The Minister assured him it did not, but it is an
interesting note on which to Finish my comments.

MR GRILL (Esperanee-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [4.03 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Floreat and the Opposition for the support of this
Bill. The member is correct in saying that the
amount in the suitors' fund has been diminishing
in the last few years. However, there is still a
substantial amount in the fund-I think the sum is
$59 000 according to the Auditor General's report
of 1983.

This question came up in another place, and at
that time the Attorney General indicated he was
aware that the fund had diminished of late-over
the last few years-and the matter was being kept
under review. He thought the fund was not in any
dangerous position and that, if in the review pro-

cess it appeared the fund might be in some danger
of being extinguished, he would take the necessary
action. The Attorney General made the point that
this Bill should not expand the calls on the fund,
and I think the member for Floreat would agree.

As to the specific question of why the fund is
diminishing, I cannot answer with any certainty. I
suspect it is probably related to two things; Firstly,
a more generous or liberal attitude taken by the
judiciary in granting certificates, and sec-
ondly-and I think I am almost certainly correct
here-the greater cost of appeals over the last few
years.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

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

(Minister for Transport), and passed.

RESTRAINT OF DEBTORS BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 15 August.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.08 p.m.]: Like

almost all the fairly large number of legal Bills
presently before the Parliament, this is one which
the previous Government and the previous At-
torney General (Hon. Ian Medcalf) instructed the
Law Reform Commission to study and to bring
down a report. It would be fair and important to
state that recently I have read newspaper reports
about Law Reform Commission recommendations
and studies in relation to which the Attorney Gen-
eral said he got things moving because the pre-
vious Government let them lie, and the matters
were not dealt with.

Technically that might be so, but the reason was
that the previous Government, and particularly
the previous Attorney General, was most critical
of these matters, and he wanted to do the right
thing. If the Law Reform Commission brought
down a recommendation-the correct description
of its activities being "recommendations" and not
"faits accompii"-which did not suit either his
legal interpretation or the principles he stood for,
he set it aside. He was not the type of person to
simply say, "That is wrong, and this is the way we
are going to correct it". He wanted matters re-
examined with his officers, and that is the reason
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some of the initiatives-of which there were quite
a number touching almost every field where there
were problems of legal administration-did not
reach the stage of being introduced to Parliament.

I do not think this is one of those matters,
although my understanding is that he did slightly
change the recommendation. Indeed, that
prevailed because the Attorney General amended
the Bill as opposed to the original format, which
original format was based on the unqualified ac-
ceptance of the Law Reform Commission's
recommendation.

The report, which is project No. 73,
recommended-as does the Bill-that the
Absconding Debtors Act, which originated in
1877, 107 years ago should be repealed and
replaced with more up to date provisions.

What is really refreshing about this measure is
not only that the provisions are more adapted to
present-day conditions, but also that the drafting,
which I have seldom experienced in my time,
makes the Bill a welcome document. I would be
the last one not to express my commendation
about the Bill because, as you might have
perceived, M r Speaker, for good or bad measure, I
am the person who probably has to read most of
the legislation and deal with it. It is fairly compli-
cated legislation and it was a refreshing experi-
ence for me to read it because it was produced in
short and to-the-point sentences. I have compared
the way it was drafted with the way the
Absconding Debtors Act was drafted. That Act
has seven sections all of which contain only one
sentence. All of those sentences continue for over
half a printed page. One needed to read the sec-
tions two or three times before one comprehended
their proper meaning.

The new Bill not only prevents debtors from
leaving thc State, but also prevents a debtor from
transferring, giving away or removing his property
from Western Australia. To that end the Bill pro-
vides for a warrant for the arrest of that debtor or
for a summons to be issued against a person to
appear in court. That can be obtained by the
creditor. However, it is conditional upon the appli-
cant's satisfying the court or some person
empowered to act, that the debt exists, that the
debtor is about to leave Western Australia, and
that that debtor's absence would adversely affect
the claim. The applicant must also satisfy the
court that the debt is for at least $500 and that the
application is made within a reasonable time,
which time is not qualified.

Those conditions also apply in relation to the
transfer of property.

I said previously that this Bill was amended in
the Legislative Council. It was not. I had in mind
another Bill which was amended since its original
introduction.

The previous applications regarding the same
debts are also mentioned. Review proceedings are
provided for the judicial authority and/or the Su-
preme Court to hear the ease.

To prevent capricious applications for restraint,
the Bill provides for civil remedy for the debtor or
alleged debtor for recovery against the claimant.

My only real concern about this Bill-it is
based on the Minister's comments in relation to
the previous Bill that we have to be more up to
date and more modern, with which I do agree-is
that the minimum limit Set down in the Bill is
$500. 1 think the same figure was recommended
three or four years ago. The figure was low even
then and, I think in real terms, it is even lower
now. Today, one cannot buy a return ticket to the
Eastern States for $500. 1 think the figure is un-
necessarily low and because of that many more
cases would become involved. A much more suit-
able amount would be a figure of S1. 000 or more.
I think a figure of £.20 was recommended in the
1877 legislation. By any form of mathematics and
by any value, that amount would be worth more
than $500 today. I therefore feel that that limit is
too low.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [4.16 p.m.J: I thank the member for
Floreat for his support of the Bill. I therefore take
it that the Opposition supports the Bill. The
substantive point which he brought forward re-
lates to the limit placed on the amount of money
for a claim. He is quite right. I am now looking at
the Law Reform Commission report, project No.
73. On page 36 of that report, the commission
recommends that the bottom limit be set at $500.
1 tend to agree with the member for Floreat's
argument.

Unfortunately, I do not really have the auth-
ority, at this stage, to accept an amendment. I
think it would be a rather cumbersome process if I
did. I do not know what consideration the At-
torney General has given to this matter. However,
I will raise it with him.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Burkett) in the Chair: Mr Grill (Minister for
Transport) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to ItI put and passed.
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Clause 12: Arrested debtor brought before
court-

Mr GRILL: I move an amendment-
Pagle 9, lines 22 and 23-Delete the words

"bring the debtor" and substitute the words
"Cause the debtor to be brought".

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 13 to 24 put and passed.
Clause 25: Protection of persons executing war-

rants-
Mr GRILL:. I move an amendment-

Page 18-Delete clause 25 and substitute
the following-

Proielior, 25. A member of the Pokie Force or
other person on whom a power is con-
ferred or duty is imposed under this Act
is not personally liable in civil proceed-
ings, and the Crown is not liable, for any
act done or default made by him in good
faith for the purpose, or purportedly for
the purpose, of carrying this Act into
effect.

The reason for the amendment is fairly clear. It
grants a wider and better protection than does the
existing clause 25 of the Bill.

Amendment put and passed-
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 26 to 31 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with amendmemts.

JURIES AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 19 September.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.26 p.m.]: In line

with the Government's non-discrimi nation policy
which is often repeated these days in second read-
ing speeches and other announcements, we have
now reached a stage where a prostitute will be
eligible to sit as a juror. What sort of achievement
that is, I do not know, but I will leave it to the
judgment of the House.

Not only prostitutes, but also every woman who
is not compelled by economic policies of successive
Federal Governments to go out to work and who
chooses to be an old-fashioned housewife will not
be excused from jury service.

Mr Grill: That is not true.
Mr MENSAROS: It is true-not because she is

a housewife-
Mr Grill: If she has children under the age of 14

years she will be exempted.

Mr MENSAROS: If she claims she has child-
ren to look after she may be excused, but it is not
automatic; so can a man be excused if he looks
after children.

I am referring to a woman who chooses to be a
housewife, hut who, under the equal opportunity
principle, will not have the privilege which was
accorded to her previously.

I suppose that by all who "hail" this as an
achievement of modern society it will be said that
it will make women, their families, and society
generally, happier, healthier and better. I do not
know whether that is correct, but I do not think a
great deal of importance has been placed on such
questions in this Bill.

I do not have a "mandate" for what I am say-
ing. For the Minister's benefit, I indicate that it is
simply my personal view. I hope that the Minister
will take it as being my view. I am not ashamed of
it-I am proud of it.

Mr Grill: You are out of step.
Mr MENSAROS: Ladies in our society should

be accorded certain privileges.
Other than taking away the women's privilege

of being able to choose to be exempted from jury
service the Bill contains a number of provisions.
Instead of the prevailing system of exempting a
number of specified occupations, in addition to
exemptions by proclamation of specified servants
of th6 State, the Bill creates three categories of
people who shall or may not serve as jurors. These
categories are: People who are not eligible, people
who are not qualified, and people who may be
excused, which is based on a discretionary de-
cision. Because of the amendment which has been
made in the Legislative Council the Opposition
has no objection to these categories and the new
system from that point of view of jurors being
em panelled.

I support the Bill.
MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for

Transport) f4.31 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Floreat for his general support of the Bill. I am
surprised at his views; they are completely out of
step with modern thinking and modern social
views.

Mr Mensaros: That may be so, but there are
certain values which are not bound to time.

Mr GRILL: In that case, please oppose the Bill.
I remind the member for Floreaf that Opposition
members in the upper House were very fuilsome in
their praise of those clauses.

Mr NMensaros: Not altogether. If you read the
Hansard you will see that John Williams said
some very unkind things.
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Mr GRILL: They were said in joke. It was a
very poor joke. He referred to a judge in the 16th
century who, when protesting at the very concept
or women going onto juries, said that if women
were meant to go on juries God would have given
them brains. I do not think that the conservative
member for Floreat would embrace that view.

I am rather Surprised to hear the views of the
member for Floreat put forward in this day and
age, but I realise they are his personal views.

Mr Hassell: Some of your colleagues would ban
him from saying it if they had their way.

Mr GRILL: I do not think so. One of the perti-
nent and practical reasons for women serving on
juries is that they reflect much better the general
make-up of our community. There is a practical
reason that women should be represented in close
to equal numbers on jury service, as well as the
more philosophical argument.

Nonetheless, I realise the Opposition has not
opposed this Bill and I thank it for its qualified
support.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Rea ding
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

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

(Minister for Transport), and passed.

QUESTIONS: ON NOTICE
Closing Time

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I wish to advise
members that as we are not sitting next week
questions for Tuesday, 9 October will close at 4.00
p.m. on Thursday, 4 October 1984.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

SMALL BUSINESS GUARANTEES BILL
Mfessage: A ppropriatlions

Message from the Governor received and read
recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the Bill.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL
MR TONKIN (Morl ey-Swan- Leader of the

House) [5.05 p.m.]: I move-
That the House at its rising adjourn until

Tuesday, 9 October 1984 at 2.15 p.m.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at S.06 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

861. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Katanning; Shunting
873. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is the average daily time taken in
shunting fuel rail cars in and out of fuel
depot sidings at Katanning?

(2) Will the fuel depots at Katanning be as-
sured of early placement of rail cars each
day as is the current practice?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Off-peak-85 minutes
Peak-SO0 minutes

(2) Yes.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Albany-Katanning-Nya bing

875. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the by-pass line on the Nyabing-

Katanning-Albany route yet completed?

(2) If not, when is completion expected?
Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No.
(2) December 1984.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Ka tanning-Nya bins

876. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the speed and weight limit on

the Nyabing- Katanning line at present?
(2) What is the expected speed and weight

limit when the improvements to the line
are completed?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) 30 kph axle loadings I I tonnes.
(2) 50 kph axle loadings 16 tonnes.

TRANSPORT:. RAILWAYS
Katanning: Fuel

877. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) How many fuel rail cars were received in

Katanning for the years 1982 and 1983?
(2) How many are expected to be received in

1984?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) l982-83-1i 241
1983-84-1. 180

(2) 1 200.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Ka tanning-Nya bing

878. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What amount of money has been

expended on the Katanriing-Nyabing
line since the decision was taken to up-
grade it in order to carry heavier train
loadings?

(2) What is the total amount to be expended
prior to grain haulage commencing this
year?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) 5280 000.
(2) $800 000.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Increases: Percentage

880. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
(1) What has been the average percentage

increase of State Government charges
(including fees) over the years 1983-84
and 1984-85?

(2) Specifically, what has been the average
percentage increase in charges over the
years 1983-84 and 1984-85 in respect of
the State Energy Commission, the
Metropolitan Water Authority, Westrail
and the Metropolitan Transport Trust?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) and (2) The member will be advised in
due course on these matters.

ENERGY: STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Deficit

881. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
What is the estimated deficit for 1984-
85 of the State Energy Commission as
alluded to by the Premier in announcing
the increases in Government charges
earlier this year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:.

I refer the member to the reply by the
Minister for Minerals and Energy to
question on notice 94 of 1984.
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PORT AUTHOR ITI ES: ADM IN ISTRATION
Report

887. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With regard to the report to him by the

Co-ordinator General of Transport relat-
ing to the administration of port
authorities in Western Australia. how
many public submissions on the report
had been received by the closing date of
30 August?

(2) When is it expected that decisions will be
made on the recommendations contained
within the report?

Mr GRILL replied;
(I) Six.
(2) Because other submissions are expected,

the closing date has been extended and it
is now not expected that the report and
submissions will be considered by Cabi-
net before November.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Bowelling- Wa gin

888. Mr PETER JONES. to the Minister (or
Transport:
(1) With regard to the Wagin-Bowelling

railway line, is further expenditure still
proposed for the above line?

(2) What is the level of funding that has
been so Car expended in restoring the
line?

(3) What is the current assessment or:
(a) frequency of services on the line;
(b) tonnage that will be attracted to use

the line;
(c) tonnage that will be required to

justify the expenditure which has
becn committed in the Govern-
ment's decision to re-open the line?

(4) What efforts is Westrail making to en-
sure that the line is attractive for
potential customers and to ensure that
the line is utilised to its maximum
potential?

Mr GRILL replied:
1I) No further expenditure is proposed on

restoration work.
(2) $142 000.
(3) (a) The frequency of service on the line

is determined by the tonnage and
type of commodity being
tra nsported.

Service frequency varies between
one service per day during the peak
grain season to nil services per week
during the period prior to
harvesting, when neither grain,
wool, nor general traffic are avail-
able for transportation.

(b) 10000 tonnes comprising grain,
wool, and Fertiliser.

(c) Assessed additional tonnage
required to produce a similar
financial result to that existing prior
to the temporary closure of the line
is 4 000 tonnes per annum.

(4) The recent appointment of an operations
officer in the adjacent area will provide
increased and improved client contact
and assist in attracting more tonnage to
rail.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT:
PRODUCTIVITY

Initiatives: Western Australian Government

890. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) What specific initiatives is the Western

Australian Government undertaking to
increase productivity within Western
Australian industry?

(2) What concerns, if any, does the Western
Australian Government have regarding
the international competitiveness of
existing Western Australian export in-
dustries?

(3) What is the relativity between establish-
ment and production costs in Western
Australia compared with our inter-
national competitors in competing for
export markets?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) The member will be advised in due
course of these matters.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASES
Cambailin Farms and Liveringa Station

894. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Regional Development:
(1) What progress is being made with

Arabian Agri-Business Consultants In-
ternational regarding the acquisition of
Camballin Farms and Liveringa
Station?

(2) What involvement has Sir Lennox
Hewitt had in the above negotiations?
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(3) Has Khalid Al Zayani yet undertaken
his visit to Australia and discussions with
the Government regarding the purchase
of the above properties?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Arabian Agri-Business Consultants in-
ternational (Agricon) has submitted a
proposed development plan and feasi-
bility study for consideration by Govern-
ment.

(2) Sir Lennox Hewitt has not taken part in
negotiations as there have been none.
However, he has discussed the matter in
very general terms with myself on two
occasions prior to the submission being
received on 5 September.

(3) No.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT

Grain: Newdegate

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

(1) Under the proposed Westrail grain
freight plan, what is the proposed charge
against growers for grain delivered to
Newdegate?

(2) What is the actual cost to Westrail of
transporting grain from Newdegate to
Albany'?

(3) What is the estimated cost of
transporting grain to Esperance from
Newdega Ic?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Westrail's grain contract proposal
offered a freight rate of $16.64 per tonne
in 1984-8 5 for grain transported to
Albany form the Newdegate bin.

(2) The costs of transporting grain from
Newdegate to Albany is commercial in-
formation confidentially retained by
Westra il.

(3) The estimated cost of transporting grain
to Esperance from Newdegate is not
available. It has not been calculated and
would involve a specification of
operating parameters and further re-
scarech.

STOCK: TRANSPORT
Licences

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

(1) What requirement exists to obtain ap-
propriate permits prior to the use of road
trains to haul livestock on approved
routes?

(2) What conditions have to be complied
with before the permit will be granted?

(3) What highways and other roads have
been classified as approved routes?

Mr GRI LL replied:

(1) Road train permits must be obtained
from the vehicle loads section or the
Main Roads Department.

(2) The existing standard conditions for gen-
eral road train operations together with
special supplementary conditions for
road trains to be used for the transport of
livestock on the recently approved exten-
sions in the south-west. All conditions
are readily available from the vehicle
loads section of the Main Roads Depart-
ment. Special supplementary conditions
to be applied in the south-west are
detailed in attachment "B" of the July
1984 review report recently forwarded to
the member for Narrogin.

(3) Standard "approved routes" are shown
on MRD form 1258B and the recently
approved extensions for the transport of
livestock in the south-west are shown on
attachment "D" of the July 1984 review
report. Details of approved routes are
readily available from the vehicle loads
section of the Main Roads Department.

BUSINESS: LEGISLATION
Review

902. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

When will the Government complete its
review of State laws hampering busi-
ness?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The Government sees the review of State
laws and regulations hampering business
as an important ongoing function.

Considerable progress has already been
made in this complex area, and through
machinery being established in the Small
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Business Development Corporation, this
progress will continue.

DEFENCE: HELICOPTERS
Construction: Western Australian Companies

903. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Technology:
(1) What Western Australian industries

may be involved in the manufacturing of
helicopters for the Australian Govern-
ment?

(2) What new industries may be established
in Western Australia to benefit from this
large project?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The most likely WA industries to be
involved in the RAN helicopter project
are those with production capability to
manufacture engine and airframe
components such as forgings, castings
and body panels and specialised elec-
tronic components such as multiwire
printed circuit boards. Other industries
may become involved when the overseas
supplier's offsets programme is known.

(2) It is not anticipated that new local indus-
tries will be established as a result of this
project. Any work arising is anticipated
to be contained within current local in-
dustry capability.

FORMULAB TECHNOLOGY AUSTRALIA
PTY. LTD.
Investment

904. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Technology:
(1) Through what Government department

did the Government fund its $375 000
investment in Formulab technology?

(2) Under what conditions was the money
paid?

(3) (a) Was the money all paid in the 198 3-
84 financial year;

(b) if'"No", when will it be paid?
(4) Who provided the Government with

technical advice on the investment?
(5) Who carried out the financial evaluation

of the investment?
Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The Technology Development Authority
has made available $375 000 to

Formulab, subject to strict and con fiden-
tial. terms of performance, to encourage.
facilitate and assist the development and
commnercialisation of a unique Western
Australian electronic technology.

(2) See above.
(3) This is the subject of a confidential

agreement.
(4) and (5) The Technology Development

Authority drew on highly qualified pro-
ressional experts in analysing the techni-
cal and commercial potential of the tech-
nology.

925. Postponed.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE
Government Instrumentalities: Government

Requests
930. Mr MacKI NNON, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government at any time since
20 February 1983 requested the Public
Accounts Committee to examine any
Government agencies or statutory
authorities?

(2) If so, will he list the requests made and
the dates upon which they were made?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Consideration is currently being given to
appropriate alterations to the powers of
the Public Accounts Committee to en-
able it to more effectively examine
Government agencies and statutory
authorities. The Government will not re-
quest the Public Accounts Committee to
examine Government agencies or statu-
tory authorities until its powers are clari-
fited.

(2) Not applicable.

933. Postponed.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGETING
Performance, and Programme

935. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Has the Government yet introduced pro-

gramme and performance budgeting?
(2) If so, in which departments has it been

introduced?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The matter is under consideration.
(2) Not applicable.

936. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Billboards: Government Attitude

940. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How does he reconcile the advertising

signs on railway land along main roads
when the Main Roads Department will
not allow advertising signs for business
along highways?

(2) In view of the Government's anti-
tobacco advertising philosophy does he
condone the cigarette advertising on rail-
way land?

(3) (a) Does he also condone cigarette ad-
vertising on Metropolitan Transport
Trust buses;

(b) if not, why is there cigarette adver-
tising still appearing on Metropoli-
tan Transport Trust buses?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) Many of the signs on railway land have

existed for a number of years and were
placed. under contract arrangements with
Australian Posters Pty. Ltd. I under-
stand that this agreement was entered
into prior to the promulgation of the
Main Roads' regulations controlling ad-
vertising signs. All proposed new signs
adjacent to main roads are subject to
agreement by the Main Roads Depart-
ment.

(2) No. All advertising on railway land re-
lated to tobacco products is to be phased
out with total removal by June 1987.
This timing coincides with the expiry
date of contracts between A ustralian
Posters and tobacco companies.

(3) (a) No;

(b) the existing contract, which expires
in September 1987, permits adver-
tising of tobacco products. Any new
contract negotiated will prohibit
such advertising on MTT buses.

ROAD: FARRINGTON ROAD
Plans: Amended

941. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) What firm decisions have been made

with the City of Cockburn and the City
of Melville for the amended development
of Farrington Road and adjacent streets
and roads?

(2) What related issues is the Environmental
Protection Authority expected to report
upon?

(3) Will he please table a plan showing the
effect of the amended decisions already
made regarding the Farrington Road de-
velopment and adjacent streets and roads
development?

(4) Will he list the items upon which de-
cisions are yet to be made for develop-
ment of' Farrington Road and adjacent
streets and roads with:
(a) City of Cockburn;
(b) City of Melville;
(c) Environmental Protection Auth-

ority;
(d) Murdoch University;
(e) Main Roads Department;
(f) Metropolitan Regional Planning

Authority;
(g) State Housing Commission;
(h) Town Planning Department;
(i) private property owners;
(I) private contractors;
(k) private conservationists?

(5) Is the Government considering the Labor
Party. Trades and Labor Council and
other requests to withdraw road funds
and stop Farrington Road and other ad-
jacent roads and streets being built?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (5) The member will be advised in due
course on these matters.

TRANSPORT
Commission and Co-ordinator General:

Amalgamation
942. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Is the office of Co-ordinator General of

Transport and Transport Commission
being merged into a Transport Depart-
ment because-
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(a) it is Labor Party policy;
(b) it is more efficient?

(2) I f it is claimed it is more efficient will he
explain how, and table the report and
papers supporting such claim?

(3) Will he please table the report and
papers by a private consultant and de-
partments and the previous Government
which prove the present transport
administration structure is more
administratively cost efficient than that
proposed by the Government of a
Transport Department?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) (a) Specifically no. However, the party
policy does call for the setting up of
a Transport Ministry:

(b) yes.
(2) For documentation, I suggest that the

member comnmence with a reading of the
State Transport Co-ordination Act and
the Transport Act. It will be evident to
him. from that and from his own experi-
ence, that the functions of the Co-
ordinator General of Transport and the
Cornmnissioner of Transport have
increasingly come to overlap. It is obvi-
ously more efficient for the State to have
one Department of Transport rather
than two partial -departments", between
which the division of functions is not en-
tirely clear to anybody.I

(3) If the member will be more explicit 1 will
see what I can provide.

ROAD'. MITCHELL FREEWAY
Extension: Commitment

943. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the announced extension of Mitchell

Freeway past Warwick Road a firm
commi tinent?

(2) What financial arrangements have been
made with the Shire of Wanneroo for the
extension?

(3) Will the frecevay extensions still go
ahead, whether or not the Sorrento ma-
rina be developed for environmental or
other reasons?

(4) Should Ocean Reef site be expanded as a
marina for thc America's Cup instead of
Sorrento, for environmental or other
reasons, will the Mitchell Freeway be ex-

tended further by 1986 to accommodate
Ocean Reef marina's extra activity?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The extension of Mitchell Freeway to
Hepburn Avenue is a firm commitment.

(2) No financial arrangement is involved
with the Wanneroo Council in respect to
the above extension.

(3) Yes.

(4) The amount of work necessary beyond
Hepburn Avenue would make it imprac-
tical to complete a further extension of
the Mitchell Freeway in time for the
America's Cup defence. However, there
are other alternative routes available to
Ocean Reef.

945. Postponed.

ROAD: ROCHDALE ROAD
Bypass: La for Committee

954. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:
(1) How maiiy comments were received on

the recommendations of the Lalor Com-
mittee?

(2) Were any of the comments in opposition
to the recommendation to build a bypass
road for Rochdale Road in Claremont?

(3) (a) Has Cabinet considered the
recommendations of the report yet;

(b) if so, what is the timing of the con-
struction and completion of the by-
pass road;

(c) if not, when is Cabinet considering
the report?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) In regard to the recommendations of the
Lalor Committee nine comments have
been received to date. Two
others-Fremantle and Cottesloe-have
requested an extension of time.

(2) No.
(3) (a) No;

(b) no decision has been made to carry
out this work;

(c) in view of the acceptance of late
submissions Cabinet is unlikely to
consider the report before the end of
October.
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ELECTORAL: ROLLS

Local Authorities: Adult Franchise

955. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(I) Is he aware of major discrepancies in the
rolls supplied by the Electoral Depart-
ment to local authorities as part of the
implementation of the Government's
adult franchise legislation?

(2) Are the addresses or electors on the State
roll in country areas frequently that of
the Post Office in the nearest town
rather than that of their place of resi-
dence'?

(3) Has this resulted in the Electoral De-
partment registering many people on lo-cal government adult franchise rolls in
either the wrong ward or even the wrong
municipality?

(4) Is he aware that this has resulted in a
costly and time consuming task for local
authorities in correcting these rolls?

(5) Will he ensure that in the next local
government elections, no one is
disenfranchised from either the ward or
municipality in which they have a legit-
imate claim to be enrolled as a result of
inaccuracies in the local government
rolls supplied by the Electoral Depart-
ment?

(6) Will he consider reimbursing local
authorities incurring additional costs
through the introduction of adult fran-
chise so that the ratepayers are not
required to bear the additional burden of
cost?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) It was anticipated that there would be
difficulty in allocating the names of
many electors to wards or municipalities,
thus preliminary working rolls have been
sent to councils as part of a co-operative
revision programme. This programme is
expected to culminate in accurate rolls
being submitted to councils in time for
the 1985 annual elections.

(2) Where this occurs, the procedure
outlined in (I) will help overcome the
problem.

(3) See answer to (I.

(4) See answer to (I)

(5) Every step is being taken to ensure that
all eligible electors will be able to vote.

(6) There is no present intention to reim-
burse councils as suggested.

ROTTNEST ISLAND: BOARD

Environmental Subcommittee

956. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware that the Rottnest Island
Board in past years has had an environ-
mental subcommittee reporting to it?

(2) Who were the members of that com-
mittee in:

(a) 1974:

(b) 1976;and

(c) 1978?

(3) Is the committee still in existence?

(4) Who are the current members of that
committee?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (4) The member will be advised in due

course of these matters.

EN ERG Y: SEC

Energy Research Institute: Functions

958. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

(1) (a) Is he aware of a body known as the
Energy Research Group;

(b) if so, what is its function?

(2) (a) Has the Government provided this
group with any funds:

(b) if so, for what purpose?

(3) Is the Government considering any fu-
ture funding for this group?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) (a) Yes;

(b) the Energy Research Group is a pri-
vate research and development
company, working in energy and
electronic technology.

(2) (a) No;

(b) see (a) aboave.

(3) No.
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GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE
Barup Pty. Ltd.

959. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

(I) Has the State Government, or any of its
agencies, ever provided financial assist-
ance to a firm known as Barup Pty.
Ltd.?

(2) If so, will he provide details and dates
regarding the assistance given and advise
the purpose for which the funds were
made available?

(3) Is any consideration being given toa cur-
rent application for funds for this
company?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The Department of Industrial Develop-
ment has not provided financial assist-
ance to Barup Ply. Ltd., nor is consider-
ation being given by the department to a
current application for funds for this
company. I am not aware of any other
agencies of the State Government pro-
viding or considering financial assistance
to the company.

(2)

(3)

Not applicable.

See (1) above.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Carnarvon: Blood Bank

960. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware of community concern at

Carnarvon over the staffing of the blood
bank at the Carnarvon Regional Hospi-
tal?

(2) Will he ensure that staff levels for this
unit are maintained adequately to ensure
the proper functioning of the unit?

Mr H-ODGE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Though the blood bank is located in the

hospital the collection of blood and the
provision of blood is the responsibility of
the Australian Red Cross Society. I am
advised by the Australian Red Cross So-
ciety that the current level of staffing is
considered adequate for the service to
meet current demands for blood. I am
also advised that a review of staffing
levels is being conducted by the Red
Cross in country areas. This review will

be considering Carnarvon in the near fu-
ture.

ELECTORAL: CHIEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegations; Ministerial Approaches

962. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With reference to allegations made by

the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mail on
the weekend of 22-23 September, 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:

(a) in relation to the removal or making
available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines:

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) (a) I have not requested information or

records from the Electoral Depart-
ment, other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
I am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information.

(b) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and I am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so.

(c) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the department,
and I am not aware of any of my
officers having done so.

(2) Not applicable.
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ELECTORAL: CHIEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegations: Ministerial Approaches

963. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Works:

(1) With reference to allegations made by
the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mailan
the weekend of 22-23 September, 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:
(a) in relation to the removal or making

available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines:

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesti .ng
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) (a) I have not requested information or
records from the Electoral Depart-
ment, other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
I am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information;

(b) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and I am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so;

(c) I have not ordered, req uested or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the department,
and I am not aware of any of my
officers having done so.

(2) Not applicable.

ELECTORAL: CHIEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegations: Ministerial Approaches

964. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Health:

(1) With reference to allegations made by
the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mail on
the weekend of 22-23 September, 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:

(a) in relation to the removal or making
available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines;

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) (a) I have not requested information or
records from the Electoral Depart-
ment, other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
I am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information;

(b) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and I am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so;

(c) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the department,
and I am not aware of any of my
officers having done so.

(2) Not applicable.
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EL ECTORA L: CH I EF EL ECTO RA L
OFFICER

A llegations: Ministerial Approaches
965. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Education:

(1) With reference to allegations made by
the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mail on
the weekend of 22-23 September, 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:

(a) in relation to the removal or making
available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines;

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

M r PEA RC E repl ied:

(1) (a) I have not requested information or
records from the Electoral Depart-
ment, other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
I am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information-,

(b) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and-1 am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so;

(c) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the department.
and I am not aware of any of my
officers having done so.

(2) Not applicable.

ELECTORAL: CHIEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegat ions: Ministerial Approaches
966. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for the

Environment:
(1) With reference to allegations made by

the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mfail on
the weekend of 22-23 September. 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or a ny o f its of ficers or former offi cers:
(a) in relation to the removal or making

available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines;

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) (a) 1 have not requested information or
records from the Electoral Depart-
menit, other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
I am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information;

(b) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and I am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so;

(c) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the department,
and I am not aware of any of my
of ficers ha v ing done so.

(2) Not applicable.

967. Postponed.
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ELECTORAL: CH IEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegations: Ministerial Approaches

968. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

(1) With reference to allegations made by
the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates. reported in The Western Mail on
the weekend of 22-23 September. 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:

(a) in relation to the removal or making
available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines:

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) (a) I have not requested information or
records from the Electoral Depart-
ment, other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
I am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information;

(b) I have not orderd, requested or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and I am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so;

(c) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the Department,
and I am not aware of any of my
officers having done so.

(2) Not applicable.

ELECTORAL: CHIEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegations: Ministerial Approaches

969. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) With reference to allegations made by
the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mail on
the weekend of 22-23 September, 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:

(a) in relation to the removal or making
available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department:

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines;

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) (a) I have not requested information or
records from the Electoral Depart-
ment. other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
l am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information;

(b) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and I am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so;

(c) I have not ordered, requested or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the department,
and I am not aware of any of my
officers having done so;

(2) Not applicable.
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ELECTORAL: CHIEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegations: Ministerial Approaches
970. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Industrial Development:
(1) With reference to allegations made by

the former Chief Electoral Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mail on
the weekend of 22-23 September, 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:
(a) in relation to the removal or making

available any person or body outside
the department of any departmental
or electoral records or copies of
records or any information whatso-
ever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines;

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?

(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) (a) I have not requested information or
records from the Electoral Depart-
ment, other than that of a general
nature available to all members, and
I am not aware of any of my officers
having sought such information;

(b) I have not ordered, requested, or
suggested the replacement of any
officer or officers employed by the
Electoral Department, and I am not
aware of any of my officers having
done so;

(c) I have not ordered, requested, or
suggested the appointment of more
Aborigines within the department,
and I am not aware of any of my
officers having done so.

(2) Not applicable.

97L. Postponed.

ENVIRONMENT: HARVEY ESTUARY
Sea water Pipeline: Study

972. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for the
Environment:

Will the Government give an undertak-
ing to submit the John Holland
Company's plan to pump seawater via a
twin pipeline into the Harvey Estuary to
an equally searching feasibility and en-
vironmental impact study as that
proposed for the "Dawesville Cut" in or-
der to determine which is the better and
most cost effective alternative?

Mr DAVIES replied:
All options of this sort will have been
considered as part of the research into
management options.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
WAIT: University Status

973. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:

Further to question 795 of 1984 and part
(3) thereof, concerning his statement to
the Press recently regarding the Western
Australian Institute of Technology being
given university status by 1988, would he
give me specific details of the response
from the Western Australian Post Sec-
ondary Education Commission to the
proposal?

Mr PEARCE replied:
WAPSEC has not yet sent its response
to me.

WATER RESOURCES: DAMS
Total Dissolved Solids

974. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

With respect to the undermientioned
dams/water supply in each of the past
seven years respectively, what was the
highest and lowest reading expressed as
P.PM. T.D.S. and in what month was
the reading taken at-
(a) Wellington;

(b) Mundaring;
(c) Bolgarup;
(d) Serpentine;

(e) Canning;

(f) Wungong;
(g) Denmark?
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M rTON K IN replied:
Owing to the shortness in time it has not
been possible to obtain the information
and the member will be advised in
writing.

MINERALS: COAL
Collie: Open-cut

975. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to question

194 on 2 August 1984, and as the
preponderance of coal to be dedicated to
the power and supply for the proposed
aluminium smelter is to be open-cut coal,
is it anticipated that the ratio of 80:20 as
indicated in the reply will be
maintained?

(2) If "No", what movement in the ratio is
estimated to occur during the 1990s be-
cause of the proposed smelter develop-
ment?

Mr PARKER replied;

(1) and (2) Long-term forecasts indicate
that overall future coal production from
the Collie coalfield including coal
required for the power for the proposed
aluminium smelter will be mined in the
ratio of about 80 per cent open-cut and
20 per cent deep mine.

976. Postponed.

ENERGY: GAS
Pipeline: Geraldton

977. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(I) What stage has been reached in design

and construction of the lateral pipeline to
supply natural gas to Geraldton?

(2) What is the total estimated cost of the
line, and associated facilities and distri-
bution network?

(3) When is it anticipated that 'this very
positive initiative will be completed?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The specification documents for the
Geraldton gas lateral are scheduled to be
issued to prospective tenderers during
October 1984.

(2) A budget of $5 million has been allowed
to complete the lateral and initial distri-
bution facilities.

(3) Gas is scheduled to be available in
Geraldton during May 1985.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Power Station: Ca rnan'von

978. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What is the current total cost of generat-

ing electricity at the Carnarvon power
house?

(2) What is the current cost when measured
in cents per kilowatt hour?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The cost of generating and supplying
electricity in Carnarvon in the 1983-84
financial year was $5.661 million.

(2) This equates to a cost of 1 9.2c per kilio-
watt-hour generated.

PERTH MINT: EXPANSION AND
UPGRADING
Cost, and Plans

979. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the future of the Perth

Mint, have plans been prepared in recent
years for further development and mod-
ernising of the Perth Mint?

(2) Have officers of the mint and/or State
Government received development plans
and specifications regarding the details
of an appropriate up-grading and mod-
ernisation?

(3) What are the anticipated costs of the
works to be undertaken?

(4) (a) Is consideration currently being
given to transferring the operations
o F the m in t to a new loca tion;

(lb) if "Yes", what location is being con-
sidered as the new site for the Perth
Mint?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes. I have recently received he final
report of the Royal Mint services feasi-
bility study for the Perth Mint which
examined the technical and some
financial aspects of upgrading and
expanding the Mint's refining and
coining facilities.
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(2) Senior officers of the Mint and the De-
partmnent of Resources Development
have received a copy of the above study.

(3) I t is not yet decided what works are to be
undertaken, therefore it is impossible to
indicate any anticipated costs.

(4) (a) This is an option which is being con-
sidered;

(b) no decision has been made regard-
ing the above option.

EN ERGY: GAS

Liquid Petroleumn Gas: Ext raction

980. Mr PETER JONES, to she Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) With regard to the liquid petroleum gas
available from the North-West Shelf
natural gas project, what arrangements
are now being considered for extraction
of liquid petroleum gas from the gas
stream?

(2) Is it proposed that the extraction of
liquid petroleum gas will now be
undertaken in the Perth region rather
than the Pilbara?

(3) Is it proposed that the State Energy
Commission will be involved in the ex-
traction, preparation and marketing of
liquid petroleum gas?

Mr PARKER replied:

(I) The joint venture participants in the
North-West Shelf gas development proj-
ect are currently re-assessing previous
plans to extract and sell liquefied pet-
roleum gas as a separate product.

(2) If the joint venture participants decide
not to extract and sell liquefied pet-
roleum gas as a separate product, an op-
portunity will be provided for parties
other than the joint venture participants
to consider extraction of the components
of liquefied petroleum gas from the dom-
estic gas stream either in the Pilbara or
in the Perth region.

(3) No decision has yet been made on the
involvement of the State Energy Com-
mission of Western Australia in any
liquefied petroleum gas extraction possi-
bility.

EN ERG Y: GAS
Deliveries

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

Adverting to the reply given to question
240 on 2 August 1984, have arrange-
ments now been finalised regarding com-
pensatory offset arrangements for the
short initial delay in gas delivery?

Mr PARKER replied:

Arrangements in this regard have not yet
been finalised.

ENERGY: SEC

Restructuring: Cabinet Approval
982. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:

With regard to the restructuring of the
State Energy Commission promised by
the now Government in 1982, is it fact
that the restructuring of the commission,
and the creation of the new body which
is to control planning and management
of energy resources in Western
Australia, is not yet approved by Cabinet
and forwarded to Parliamentary Counsel
for drafting?

Mr PARKER replied:

There are a variety of measures which
need to be undertaken to implement the
policy. These are at various stages of
detailed consideration.

983 and 984. Postponed.

GAMBLING: LOTTO

Agency: Australind

985. Mr P. J. SM ITH, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Administrative
Services:

(1) When did Mr Vivian of Australind Vil-
lage Newsagency first apply to the
Lotteries Commission to be approved as
a Lotto outlet?

(2) Was that application by Mr Vivian
rejected?

(3) Is an application by Mr Vivian to be
approved as a Lotto outlet presently be-
ing considered by the Lotteries Com-
mission?
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(4) Is there any reason why Mr Vivian's
newsagency cannot be granted per-
mission to be so approved?

(5) What are the distances to each of the
three Lotto outlets closest to the
Australind Village Newsagency?

(6) At what hour do each of these outlets
close on Thursday evenings?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) 21 January 1983.
(2) Yes.
(3) An application is being considered at

present.
(4) Mr Vivian's application has been in-

cluded [or consideration in the next gen-
eral review of all Lotto applications.

(5) P. Slater, Eaton Park-4 kms
E. Reid, Forum Sandrich Park-S kms
J. Cartledge, Bunbury Newsagency-
12 kms,

(6) P. Slater-7.00 p.m.
E. Reid-9.00 p.m.
J. Cartledge.-9.00 p.m.

986 to 988. Postponed.

ENERGY: GAS A ND OIL

Offshore Drilling Rigs
989. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to question

733 on Wednesday, 19 September 1984,
would he please identify the four off-
shore drilling rigs referred to in part (1)
of the reply?

(2) What is the number of offshore drilling
rigs expected to be operating in Western
Australian permit areas prior to 30 June.
1985. in order to satisfy agreed work
proram mes?

(3) Will he advise on what basis it is con-
sidered that recent oil discoveries re-
ferred to in the reply will encourage in-
dustry to pursue substantial exploration
programmes in offshore Western
Australia, and what evidence exists that
substantial programmes are being
proposed?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Sedco 600, at Talisman No. I well;

Energy Sea rcher, a t Sa mson No. I well1;
Golmar Main Pass /il, at Cambridge

No. I well; and
Maersk Valiant, at Lenita No. I well.

(2) Two offshore drilling rigs.
(3) Large quantities of gas have been

discovered offshore WA, but because of
the gas market situation it is unlikely
that new gas projects will be developed
withi n t he next 10 yea rs a nd t his delay in
development possibilities for gas has
acted as a disincentive to petroleum ex-
ploration. However the several recent
offshore oil discoveries indicate that
readily marketable oil is present offshore
WA and this will act as an incentive to
exploration. No formal requests have
been received for work programmes to be
increased.

990. Postponed.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ga kford: Relocation

991. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Referring to his meeting with a depu-

tation from the Oakford Parents and
Citizen's Association of the Shire of Ser-
pentine-Jarrahdale on 20 June last, re-
garding the future of Oakford primary
school, do the Government and the de-
partment intend to resite the school?

(2) I f " No". do t he Govern ment a nd the de-
partment intend to upgrade the present
site and school'?

(3) When can a response to the deputation's
request be expected?

(4) If "Yes" to (1) or (2), what improve-
ment programme will be implemented
before next winter?

(5) When can work be expected to start?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes, if asuitable site ca n be obtained.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) to (5) On 2 August, following further

discussions with the Shire of Serpentine-
Jarrabdale, two possible sites were ident-
ified. Action is in progress to ascertain
the cost and suitability ofithese sites.
When this information is available, and
a decision can be made as to the site for
relocation, details such as timing of the
works required will be decided.
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TRANSPORT: WESTRAIL

Staff

992. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:

(1) Referring to his letter of 18 July, listing
information requested by me by question
3396 on 29 May, and his invitation to
contact him for further information be-
fore using the statistics in a comparative
manner, will he please let me have-a 'sum-
mary of the statistics provided equating
the totals on-

(a) 30 September 1983;

(b) 31 January 1984;

(c) 31 March t984,

(d) 31 May 1984;

with the total 92 220.52 given for 31
March 1983?

(2) Will he please let me have a list of the
total Government employment as at the
latest date on which the numbers are
available for departments and
authorities funded through Consolidated
Revenue Fund/General Loan Fund and
for those not funded through the
Consolidated Revenue Fund/General
Loan Fund?

(3) Will he please explain how the totals of
employees listed for Westrail are
calculated, and compare them with the
actual numbers of persons employed by
Westrail or the listed dates, as they con-
flict with information already provided
by the Government?

(4) What is the total number of people
employed by Westrail at the present
time or the latest date for which figures
are available expressed-

(a) total number of persons employed
by Westrail;

(b) adjusted to full-time equivalents;

(c) present method used in calculating
present figures listed?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (4) The member will be advised direct
in writing in due course.

993. Postponed.

ROTTNEST ISLAND
Wages Pause Funds: Labour Intensive Works

994. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

Will the Minister list for me the labour
intensive works, which have been carried
out on Roitnest Island under the wage
pause programme, totalling $227 000 as
referred to by him in question 809 of 20
September 1984?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Yes. A letter listing full details will be
sent to the member.

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

Review: Steering Committee
995. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy Premier

and Minister for Industrial Development:

(1) In re fere nce to question 811 of
Thursday, 20 September 1984, concern-
ing the review of the functions of the
Department of Industrial Development,
who is the ministerial adviser
represented on that steering committee?

(2) What is the name of the firm of consult-
ants which has been engaged to assist in
the review?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) M. C. Lisle-Williams.

(2) Arthur Young Management Consult-
ants.

ROTTNEST ISLAND: BOARD

Staff. Kingston Barracks
996. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(I) Is it fact that the Rottnest Island Board
is considering or have decided to house
Rottnest Island Board staff in the army
accommodation at Roctnest when it is
vacated by the army later this year?

(2) If not, what will the accommodation be
used for once it is vacated?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Arrangements have been made with the
Army for a caretaker to move into one of
the cottages to protect the facilities from
vandalism. That person will be from the
existing Rottnest Island Board staff.
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(2) The board is presently evaluating all the
alternatives to fully utilise the entire ac-
commodation facilities. It is proposed
that the facilities will be utilised by edu-
cational school groups and under-privi-
leged families during this Chrismas hol-
iday period. The board is presently or-
ganising a programme of utilisation.i
Long term use will be decided when all
aspects are duly considered.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Lynwood. Manual Arts Centre

997. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What is the estimated cost of improve-

ments to be made to the manual arts
centre at Lynwood Senior High School?

(2) When will work on these improvements
commence?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) Announcements concerning the

capital works programme will be made
when the Budget has been brought be-
fore Parliament.

LAND: URBAN LANDS COUNCIL
Annual Report, and Members

998. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:
(1) Who are the members of the Urban

Lands Council and what are their cur-
rent terms of appointment?

(2) Does the Urban Lands Council complete
an annual report?

(3) Is the report tabled in the Parliament?
(4) If not, why not?

(5) Will the Minister table a copy of the
latest report of the Urban Lands Coun-
cil?

(6) If not, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Chairman-Mr R. B. MacKenzie-

appointed until 31 December 1984.
Members-Mr S. W. Parks, Mr F.
Pinczuk, Mr W. P. Griffiths, Mr P.
Solomon.
Members' terms of appointment have
not been specified.

(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.
(4) to (6) Not relevant.

LAND: URBAN LAND DEVELOPMENT CO-
ORDINATION COMMITTEE

Members

999. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

(1) Who are the members of the Urban
Land Development co-ordination com-
mittee?

(2) What are their terms of appointment?
(3) What are the objectives of the com-

mittee?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) URBAN LAND DEVELOPMENT
CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

MEMBERSHIP-

Hon. Peter Dowding LL.B., MLC-
Minister for Planning-Chairman
Hon. Keith Wilson, MLA-Minister for
Housing
Mr Bill McKenzie-Chairman, MRPA
Mr Ron Smith-Nominee of Minister
for Housing
Ms Brenda Robbins-Urban Lands
Council
Mr David Donaldson-UDIA
Mr Michael Glendinning-UDIA
Mr John Wilson-HI[A
Mr Gordon Pavlinovich-MBA
Mr Colin Heath-REIWA
Mr Carry McKeown-Executive Officer
C/- Town Planning Department.

OBJECTIVES-

To provide a forum for the interchange
of information between public and pri-
vate sectors on issues which may inhibit
residential land supply or impact on de-
velopment costs.

To receive and consider reports from
members concerning land supply in
terms of their field of expertise.

To review and report on the demand for
and supply of residential land within the
Perth Metropolitan Region.

To monitor and advise on the need for
residential land releases in specific areas.

To advise the Government on the market
share of Government residential land.
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To publish data concerning current and
projected residential land stocks.

(2) Members representing the private sector
serve on a voluntary basis as nominees of
their respective bodies.

(3) See(I).

1000. Postponed.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Bunbury: Tenants
1001. Mr MacKINNON,to the Premier:

(1) Is it true that Commonwealth Govern-
ment departments or agencies have been
asked to consider becoming tenants of
the Austmark office block in Bunbury?

(2) If so. which departments or agencies
have been approached?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

()and (2) The member will be advised of
the reply to this question and questions
1002 to 1005 in due course.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Banhury: Number

1002. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) How many State Government officers

are currently working in the City of
Bunbury?

(2) Would he list for me the departments for
which they work and their relative num-
ber?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) See reply to question 1001.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Bunbury: Cost
1003. Mr MacKINNON, toathe Premier:

(1) Is he aware that Telecom is currently
paying in the vicinity of $70 per square
metre per annum plus normal outgoings
for office accommodation it occupies in
Bunbury?

(2) How does he therefore justify the rental
of $150 per metre per annum being paid
by the State Government for the

occupancy of the Austmark building in
Bun bury?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2)Seec ply toquestion 1001.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Bunbt'ry: Alternative Site
1004. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Is it true that the Government is already
already planning for another State
Government office complex for Bunbury
(i.e. other than the Austmark building)?

(2) If so, where in Bunbury is this develop-
ment to be built?

(3) When is it planned to proceed?
(4) How large is it anticipated to be?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) See reply to question 1001.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Bunbtsry: Department Relocated

1005. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Is it fact that only one existing State

Government department will be
relocated into the Ausimark office block
in Bunbury?

(2) If so, which is that department?
(3) If not, which departments are to be

relocated or are being considered for re-
location?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
( I) to (3) See reply to question 1001.

1006 and 1007. Postponed.

INTERLAKE STUDY: BURS WOOD ISLAND
Development: Recommendations

1008. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

What type of development was
recommended to proceed on Burswood
Island by the Interlake study into the
area?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The concept plan by Interlake includes
inter alia proposals for exhibition and
other buildings and active and passive
recreation areas.
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1009 and 1010. Postponed.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Overseas Travel
l0l). Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Adverting to his reply to question 640
and 641 and appreciating the costly ex-
ercise of retrospective research, would he
institute a system whereby in the future
every Minister and accompanying officer
(whether public servant or advisor)
would have to keep an ongoing tab on
the name of persons travelling and the
cost of overseas Ministerial trips as a
result of which such costs would be auto-
matically on record and be able to be
produced without any further expense in
the interests of more open government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The matter will be considered.

M INISTERS OF THE CROWN: PREMIER

Letterhead Paper: Manufacture

1012. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
Would he please say where the paper
was manufactured which is used for his
black and gold printed letterheads?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Current stocks and orders of letterheads
for my office include both Australian
and American manufactured paper. It is
my intention to order only Australian
manufactured paper in future.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS
Western Australian Dianmond Trust: Prospectus

1013. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Would he please tell the House where
the impressively finished prospectus
about the public's participation in the
Western Australian Developme nt Cor-
poration's Argyle diamond mine project
was printed?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Western Australian Diamond Trust
Prospectus was prepared by and is a
matter for the Western Australian
Development Corporation.

PORNOGRAPHY: CENSORSHIP

Minis terialI Conference

1014. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Administrative
Services:

Could he please further explain his reply
to question 517 in view of the reported
fact that both the New South Wales and
Victorian Premiers have initiated a
meeting of the Commonwealth and State
Ministers responsible for measures
regulating the classification and distri-
bution of video tapes?

Mr PEARCE replied:
It is accepted practice for the Common-
wealth Minister responsible for censor-
ship to initiate meetings with State Min-
isters.

The Minister for Administrative Ser-
vices is attending a meeting in
Melbourne on 28 September 1984 with
Commonwealth and State Ministers on
censorship matters.

ROTTNEST ISLAND

Development Plans: ERMP

1015. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

In connection with any new development
of plans of Rottnest Island, will
developers be requested to submit an en-
vironmental review management pro-
gram me?

Mr DAVIES replied:
For any new development on Rottnest
Island brought to its attention, the EPA
will recommend to the Minister for the
Environment on the appropriate level of
environmental impact assessment. For
environmentally significant proposals it
may be anticipated that the EPA will
recommend the preparation of an en-
vironmental review and management
programme.

1016. Postponed.
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PORTS AND HARBOURS: DREDGING

Murray and Serpentine Rivers

1017. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:

Would he please tell the approximate
cost of dredging operations recently
completed-

(a) at the mouth of the Murray River;

(b) at the mouth of the Serpentine
River?

Mr Mel VER replied:
(a) and (b) the Murray River chan-

nel-$22 000;
the Serpentine River channel-$54 000;
the confluence of Murray/Serpentine
Rivers-$28 000.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Mineral House: Construction Programme

1018. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:

Would he please give approximate time
schedules for the various phases of the
recently announced construction of the
second Mineral House?

Mr Mel VER replied:

It is anticipated that construction will
commence by early 1985 and that the
building will be ready for occupation by
September 1986.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Mineral House: Construction Programme

1019. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Would he please describe or show on a
map the proposed location of the second
stage of Mineral House and also where
the Government Chemical Laboratories
are going to be housed in the future?

Mr PARKER replied:

It is proposed to demolish a wing of the
Government Chemical Labaoratories to
make way for Mineral House stage 2. A
new building will be constructed on the
Hay Street frontage to accommodate the
displaced functions of the laboratories.

NATURAL DISASTERS: FLOODS

Flood Plains: Studies

1020. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Which are the areas/regions in the State
where flood studies (prepared by the
Public Works Department) already
exist?

(2) Are there any further areas/regions sub-
ject to such studies?

(3) If so, what is the order of preference?

(4) When can the studies expect to be
completed?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) to (4) Owing to the shortness of time it
has not been possible to obtain the infor-
mation and the member will be advised
in writing.

PORNOGRAPHY: CENSORSHIP

Publications: Restricted Sale

1021. Mr COYNE, to the Premier:

(1) Under sub-section I of section 10 of the
Indecent Publications Act, how many
publications (printed material) has the
Government approved for restricted sale
since:

(a) I January 1984;

(b) 7 June 1984?

(2) If sold prior to I January 1984, would
this material have been subject to pros-
ecution?

(3) How many prosecutions were made for
the sale of indecent printed publications:

(a) 1983;

(b) 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) 1835;

(b) 924.

(2) It is possible that some of the material
may have been liable to prosecution if
sold prior to I January 1984.

(3) Information detailing the categorization
of such prosecutions is not available.

1920



[Thursday, 27 September 1984])92

HOUSING
Home Buyers' Assistance Fund

1022. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:
(1) How many people have been helped each

year since the establishment of the home
buyers' assistance fund?

(2) What was the total amount provided by
the home buyers' assistance fund in each
of those years?

(3) What was the income of the fund in each
of those years?

(4) What has been the income and expendi-
ture each year of:
(a) the fidelity guarantee fund;
(b) the educational facilities fund,
since their establishment?

(5) What has been the income provided each
year in the Real Estate and Business
Agents Supervisory Board from the in-
vestment of the deposit trust since its
establishment?

(6) What percentage of return on investment
annually does that present?

(7) To whom have distributions from the
educational facilities fund been made?

(8) How much each year has been
distributed to the organisations. listed in
answer to (7)?

M rTON KIN replied:

(I) to (8) The information will take same
time to collate and will be forwarded to
the member by the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs by letter in due course.

EDUCATION: FUNDING
Tert iary Sector

1023. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) IS it fact that he stated in The West

Australian of 17 September 1984, that if
more money were available for education
he would not advocate that it go to the
tertiary sector?

(2) (a) If "Yes", would he provide evidence
to support his assertions;

(b) is this furt1~er evidence of his con-
tinuing unsubstantiated attacks on
the tertiary institutions of Western
Australia?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) The article was a reasonably accurate

report of my comments.

(2) My comments were based on a recog-
nition of needs across the whole edu-
cation system, not an attack on any sec-
tor of education.

EDUCATION: DISABLED CHILD

Minister's Comment

1024. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:

Was his statement in The West
Australian of 4 September 1984, under
the heading: "Pearqe chides father of re-
tarded boy", a fair account of that inci-
dent, and if so, would his remarks have
added to the circumstances surrounding
this case?

Mr PEARCE replied:

This matter is again sub indice.

ELECTORAL: CHIEF ELECTORAL
OFFICER

Allegat(ions: Ministerial Approaches

1025. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) With reference to allegations made by

the former Chief Electoral 'Officer, Mr
Coates, reported in The Western Mail in
the weekend of 22-23 September 1984,
will he inform the House in respect of
the period since the present Government
has been in office whether he or any of
his advisers or officers have made any
approaches to the Electoral Department
or any of its officers or former officers:

(a) in relation to the removal of, or
making available to any person or
body outside the department, any
departmental or electoral records or
copies of records or any information
whatsoever from the department;

(b) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the replacement of any officer or
officers employed or engaged by the
department for any purpose by an
Aborigine or Aborigines;

(c) ordering, requesting or suggesting
the appointment or engagement of
more Aborigines within or by the
department?
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(2) If any of the above actions have been
taken will he give full details to the
House?

MrTONKIN replied:

(1) (a) of course information from the
State Electoral Department has
been supplied to outside bodies. As
the member knows, the department
has much information which is of
interest to many people and, where
it is proper to do so, this information
has always been and will continue to
be cheerfully supplied.

There is exchange of correspon-
dence and information between the
State Electoral Department and my
office and my staff have, no doubt,
made many requests for infor-
mation. If the member is suggesting
that there has been any impropriety
with respect to these interchanges of
information I can assure the House
there has not. If any improper re-
quest was made the matter should
have been drawn to my attention
the moment it occurred. I have no
recollection of the former Chief
Electoral Officer mentioning any
such improper requests to me.

(b)

(c)

See answer to I (c) below.

The Government and the State
Electoral Department has a good
general policy of giving the best
possible service to electors and one
aspect of this service is to assist
minority groups to participate in the
democratic process. Where there
are significant numbers of an ethnic
group the department endeavours to
employ some members of that group
as electoral officials. Aborigines are
one such group and where there are
significant numbers of Aboriginal
voters, people of their race should
be employed to help overcome prob-
lems of language and customs at
polling places. I table correspon-
dence relating to this policy of
which I am proud.

(2) Details are given in the tabled correspon-
dence. It is impossible to investigate any
allegations if the former Chief Electoral
Officer or anyone else, such as the leader
leader of the Opposition or the member
asking this question, has knowledge
which he will not provide. The former

Chief Electoral Officer apparently did
not confide in his deputy which I find
stretches the bounds of credulity. Heads
of departments must act in a proper
manner by immediately informing their
Ministers of any possible impropriety
and/or if the situation requires, by
informing the Chairman of the Public
Service Board. These actions provide for
the maintenance of proper procedures
and hence good government.

The paper was tabled (see paper No.
166).

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS

Seaman Inquiry: Report

267. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

In the absence of the Premier and the
Deputy Premier, I ask the Minister the
following-

(1) Is he aware that the media have
been provided with embargoed cop-
ies of the Seaman report and the
Government's comment for most of
the day, leading up to a Press con-
ference and the release of the report
by the Premier at 3.30 this after-
noon?

(2) Is he also aware that the Opposition
was not provided with a copy of the
report or the Government's
statement until an hour after the re-
lease had been made?

(3) Does he not regard that as complete
discourtesy to the Opposition given
that, as the Government well knows,
the media are as interested in re-
ceiving comment from the Oppo-
sition on the report, as they are
from the Government?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) and (2) I am not aware of when the
media were given copies of the report.

(3) The fact that i n the past the Opposition
has not had material available to it, has
not stopped it from commenting on the
issue.
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HEALTH: BENTLEY HOSPITAL
Petition: Fate

268. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for
the Environment:
(1) Did he receive a petition on Friday. 14

September relating to Bentley Hospital?
(2) What happened to it?
Mr DAV IES replied:
(1) and (2) l am pleased to say that indeed I

did receive a petition from a group of
pensioners in the electorate. I am sorry
that the member for East Melville, who
was pleased to cast doubts and as-
persions on the incident this morning, is
not sitting in the House to hear the reply.
However, I will make certain that he
gets a copy.
At the request of a local doctor, and at
his convenience and also at my con-
venience, I arranged to receive a petition
from, as I anticipated then, two local
doctors on Friday, 14 September, at 4.00
p.m. I was later contacted by the doctor
who asked whether it would be okay to
bring along a few pensioners whom they
could rally up-about 100-to present
the petition. Being a pleasant fellow, and
always happy to co-operate, I said I
would be delighted to receive those pen-
sioners. Of course, I anticipated that
there would be some newspaper people in
attendance.
I arrived at my electorate office at 4.00
p.m. on the Friday, but even being
generous with the count, I doubt whether
I could find 30 pensioners. However, I
did find one extra doctor, making three
doctors in all, and fewer than 30 people
to present the petition. In fact, the num-
ber was probably closer to 20. I must
admit the weather was bad.

Mr MacKinnon: How often do 20 people visit
your office with a petition?

Mr DAVIES: I have never had 20 people at
my office to present a petition before,
but this was the instant crowd organised
by the three local doctors to impress
upon me the seriousness of the situation.
There seemed to be some confusion
about who would present the peti .tion to
me. and finally the lady carrying it found
she was the one to present it. The pet-
ition was not handed to me until we
posed for the Press and many of those
present got into the picture. I was very

happy to have them in my office, because
many of them are good friends of mine.
Incidentally, the petition was not
addressed to anyone in particular. I have
a copy of it here. It is just headed
"Bentley Hospital Petition. We the
undersigned-' and so on.
After all the pictures had been taken and
I had received that petition-I had taken
the precaution of obtaining from the
Minister for Health a statement as to the
Government's side of the position-I
handed this around to the people who
came to see me. One of the dear souls
kindly took it upon herself to distribute
a bundle the next time she went down
to the senior citizens' centre. I thought
this was very generous of her, but it did
not show she was terribly concerned
about the fact that she was petitioning
for no change to be effected to Bentley
Hospital.

I repeat that the petition was not
addressed to anyone in particular. I was
requested to get it to the Minister for
Health. This I did the very next week.
Since then, further petitions have
trickled into my office, and I have been
pleased to pass those on to the Minister
for Health.
Members know what happens generally
to petitions-when they are presented to
the House, and they will surely realise it
is better to bring these things directly to
the notice of the Minister in his office
rather than have them laid on the Table
of the House.

Several members interjected.
M r DAVIES: It is not directed to the

Speaker. The member for Dale is as
thick as two planks! I have said three
times that it was not addressed to anyone
in particular. If the member wants to
have a look at it, I am happy that he
should; but please listen. It makes it very
difficult when members doze off like that
and then come in with what they think is
a cutting answer.

Several members interjected.

Mr MacKinnon: It is a dorothy dixer. Why
should we listen to your rubbish?

Mr DAVIES: Here is the member for
Murdoch who has been lurking in the
background on the whole matter-

Mr MacKinnon: In the background of what?
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Mr DAVIES: -and trying to cause a little
trouble.

Mr MacKinnon: I have not spoken to a single
person in my electorate about Bentley
Hospital.

Mr DAVIES: It afforded me an opportunity
to look at some of the petitioners. Would
members believe-

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister should
wind up very quickly because I am really
not sure that the question is in order.

Mr DAVIES: I shall be only too happy to
comply with your wishes, Sir. Finally, I
will be able to say I am sure that the
Minister for Health, having got the pet-
ition, will be interested to find that there
are people from places such as Port
Denison and Exmouth who are con-
cerned with the closing of Bentley Hospi-
tal. it was a well-organised petition.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS

Seaman Inquiry: Report

269. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

In the absence of the Premier and the
Deputy Premier. I address this question
to the Minister with special responsi-
bility for Aboriginal Affairs. As a result
of the Premier's recent visit to Canberra
and his meeting with the Prime Minister
in relation to the release of the Seaman
report and its implementation, what ar-
rangement has been agreed between the
State and the Commonwealth on that
matter?

Mr WILSON replied:

I gather the import of the question by
the Leader of the Opposition to be in
relation to arrangements between the
Premier and Prime Minister regarding
the release of the Seaman report.

Mr Hassell: I said, "and its implementation".

Mr WILSON: Certainly the Premier has met
and had discussions with the Prime Min-
ister about the release of the Seaman
report and about the implementation of
what the Government may see fit to im-
plement arising from that. I understand
that the Prime Minister is in a position
to* discuss that with his own Cabinet.

That is where the matter rests at the
present time.

WATER RESOURCES: IRRIGATION

South-west Districts: Allocation

270. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

In view of the reasonably favourable
water storage levels in the major dam
supplying the south-west irrigation dis-
tricts, will the Minister inform the
House of the allocations for the 1984-85
season?

Mr TONKIN replied:

I would certainly love to if I knew what
they were. It has always been my desire
to share information with members of
the House. If I had some notice of the
question, I would tell the member what
is happening.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTE

Transport Workers' Union: Secretary

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

(1) What action is the Government taking to
prevent the industrial action proposed by
the Transport Workers' Union on behalf
of the union secretary from taking
place?

(2) If the Government's efforts are to no
avail and the disruptions do occur, what
action does the Government propose to
take to alleviate the great inconvenience
which will result to the general public?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) I really cannot answer the ques-
tion put forward by the member for
Narrogin. Unfortunately, I have been in
the Eastern States for the past few days.
I have only just returned, and I am not
aware what action is being contem-
plated.

Mr Peter Jones: When you become informed
about it, do you propose to take some
action on behalf of the public?

Mr GRILL: Once I know what it is.

Mr MacKinnon: I would have thought you
would be in touch with the office while
you were away.
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HOUSING: MORTGAGES
Foreclosures: Statistics

272. Mrs BEGGS, to the Minister for Housing:

Will he inform this House what up-to-
date figures are available regarding
mortgage foreclosure?

Mr WILSON replied:

Foreclosures by the major permanent
building societies for the first two
months of the 1984-85 Financial year
total 19.
This may project 114 on an annual basis.

I would like all members to know that,
when compared with 294 foreclosures in
1983-84 and 462 in 1982-83, the figures
I have here confirm that this Govern-
ment hopes members opposite will one
day understand-Western Australia
under this Labor Government has
replaced its financial chaotic aimlessness
with a healthy economical programme of
stability.

WATER RESOURCES: IRRIGATION

South-west Districts: Allocation
273. Mr TONKIN (Minister for Water

Resources): May I amend an answer?

Several members interjected.

Mr TONKIN: It happens all the time when
one gets information. I have just had a
rare flash of memory. I do not know
whether other members have had this
experience.

Mr MacKinnon: You are not amending an
answer: you have just found a bit of
paper.

Mr TONKIN: I am amending the answer I
have already given to the member far
Mitchell. I cannot understand why I did
not remember it all before. My amend-
ment reads as follows-

Though the storages this season arc
not quite as good as they were at the
same time last year, I have ap-
proved the following allocations:

For the Collie River, Harvey
(including Logue Brook) and
Waroona districts, the allocation is
14 000 cubic metres per rated hec-
tare.

In the Waroona district the
Samson, Drakesbrook and Waroona
Dams are all over-flowing, the

Wellington Darn is 82 per cent of its
capacity.
The Stirling Weir, the Harvey and
Logue Brook Dams are holding
slightly less than 79 per cent oftheir
total capacity.

In conclusion, I would just like to say
that I am sick and tired of people saying
what lovely weather this is. It is absol-
utely terrible weather. The metropolitan
dams are only just over half full.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE: ANSWERS
Delayed.

274. Mr HASSELL, to the Leader of the House:
In the absence of the Premier, the Depu-
ty Premier, and the Minister for
Agriculture, I address this question to
the- Leader of the House.

I ask the Leader of the House-
In view of the fact that a number of
questions on today's Notice Paper
have been answered with a
statement that the member will be
advised in due course, and no
substantive answer has been given;
in view of my own experience, with-
out exception, that every such
answer never results in a final
answer for months on end unless the
matter is followed up by the mem-
ber asking the question-

Mr Tonkin: Without exception?

Mr HASSELL: In my experience, without
exception. I have had to follow up every
one. Never has a Minister given me the
required information without my chasing
it up.
Will the Leader of the House be good
enough to check with the Premier or his
department to ensure that the answers
are provided promptly, as some of them
were requested specific-ally in connection
with the preparation for the Budget part
of the session?

Mr TONKIN replied:
The Leader of the Opposition has made
a very reasonable request. I know that, in
the case of one answer of that nature
which I gave, I did so because I was
aware that we would not be sitting until
9 October, and, therefore, I thought,
rather than just postpone the question, I
would answer it by saying that we did
not have the information at the moment
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and we would write to the member con-
cerned. The idea was not to postpone the
question for months, but to provide the
member with the answer before 9
October. I shall endeavour to follow up
the matter, and I hope all the Ministers
present will try to ensure that, if they
have dealt with questions in that way,
they are followed up quickly.

Mr Hassell: I would like you to understand
that I am not being unreasonable about
the matter. However, questions I asked
in May were not answered until the later
part of this session.

Mr TONKIN: Some questions require the
preparation of an enormous amount of
information, and take months to prepare.
I assume the questions to which the
Leader of the Opposition referred re-
quire the provision of a certain amount
of information which could not be pre-
pared in time for today. If that is the
case, the Ministers concerned will pro-
vide the information to the members
later in the week. Those Ministers
present will know the position and those
who are not will be contacted.

One of the problems in respect of ques-
tions is their very short lead time. I find,
especially in regard to Wednesday's and
Thursday's questions, when I receive the
suggested reply from the department for
my perusal, if I have to make a qualifi-
cation or if some other check has to be
carried out, because I am not satisfied
the answer is adequate, the question fre-
quently has to be postponed. That is be-
cause th6 period of time within which
one may make the adjustments is very
short.

I do not know whether other Ministers
find that is the case, but I shall discuss it
with them and ascertain the position. It
may be we are trying to set too high a
standard in the sense of a question being
asked and answered shortly thereafter. I
know this Parliament has the tradition of
answering questions on notice and ques-
tions without notice more promptly than
has any other Parliament.

Mr Rushton: It would be easier if we did not
have so many dorothy dix questions.

Mr TONKIN: We are talking about ques-
tions on notice. When a Minister re-
ceives the suggested reply from the de-
partment, if there is some problem with

it, frequently there is inadequate time to
rectify the answer and provide it the
same day. If it happens to be the last day
before a recess, as is today, this kind of
delay occurs. The question asked by the
Leader of the Opposition is quite reason-
able, and we shall try to get the answers
to the members as quickly as possible.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Wannerco: Casualty Section

275. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for
Health:

In deference to members of the Oppo-
sition, this is not a dorothy dix question.
I ask-

In view of the fact that the casualty
section of the Wanneroo Hospi-
tal-members opposite know all
about the Wanneroo Hospital-has
been in operation since July 1983,
could the Minister Supply the House
with monthly statistics of patient
usage from July 1983 to August
1984?

Mr HODGE replied:
I am pleased to provide the following
information-

Mr MacKinnon: Just off the cuff. You just
happen to have it handy!

Mr HODGE: I received it a few moments ago
over the telephone, if the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition wants to know. For the
Period from July to December 1983, the
statistics are as follows-

No. of
Date Patients

July
August
September
October
November
December

The figures from January to
1984 are as follows-

January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August

320
280
280
370
380
520

August

490
600
710
650
570
610
630
700
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That is a total of 7 100 patients since the
service began.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT
Grain: Committee

276. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Transport:
I refer to a letter I wrote to the Minister
on 12 July and to which I have not yet
received an acknowledgement or reply
and I ask-

()Will the Minister advise whether he
will consider including in the mem-
bership of the grain freight steering
committee, a representative of the
Road Transport Association of
Western Australia and a represen-
tative of the Transport Commission
to provide some balance to the com-
mittee, given the significant pro-
portion of the State's grain pro-
duction which is transported by
road?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) I honestly cannot recall the

member's letter, but I shall certainly en-
deavour to find it. It would be most un-
usual that a letter should go that long
without being answered. I will certainly
give consideration to including those rep-
resentatives on the grain freight steering
committee, but the member must bear in
mind that this committee was not set up
by this Government; it was set up by the
previous Government and its compo-
sition was decided by the previous Minis-
ter for Transport.

Mr Watt: I am not being critical; I am simply
saying that changing times often bring
about changing needs.

Mr GRILL: I was simply pointing out that
the committee was not set up by this
Government, but by the previous
Government, and I did not decide its
composition.
We could certainly look at including on
the committee a representative of the
Road Transport Association, but I think
that would be unwise. If we are to in-
clude a representative of the Road
Transport Association, we would then
need to include a representative of
Westrail. It is hardly appropriate to have
the people with whom the grain freight
steering committee is set up to negotiate,

actually being part of that committee; so
I think it would be dangerous to do that.
There are probably some very good argu-
ments as to why they should not be in-
cluded, but I shall look at the matter.
In respect of the Transport Commission,
my answer would most certainly be
"No". I do not believe that a Govern-
ment body such as the Transport Com-
mission should be involved in those sorts
of negotiations.
That sort of body is established to give
impartial advice to the Minister, and it
can be involved in giving advice in re-
spect of these matters, but it would not
be proper for it to be involved in com-
mercial negotiations.
I shall chase up the member's letter. I
am very surprised it has not been
answered. It may have gone astray, but I
shall get an answer to him in due course.

ROAD: MITCHELL FREEWAY
Extension: Financial Arrangements

277. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
Transport:

for

Referring to my question 943 today re-
lating to the extension of Mitchell Free-
way to Hepburn Avenue, I askc-
(1) What financial arrangements have

been entered into to finance the ex-
tension of the freeway to Hepburn
Avenue by 1996?

(2) If no additional financial arrange-
ments have been made, what road
projects have been deferred to ac-
commodate the extension of the
freeway to Hepburn Avenue?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) The additional financial ar-

rangements-and there are additional
financial arrangements-involve a
component of prefunding.

ROAD: FARRINGTON ROAD
Realignment: Cost

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

This Minister has not been here ror a
while. We did not sit for three weeks and
this is the first time since then that we
have seen him. My question relates to a
matter which was being dealt with be-
fore the Minister went away. I ask-
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(1) With respect to the realignment of
Farrington Road and Bibra Drive, a
matter which has been publicised, who
will pay the additional costs involved of
any finally agreed realignment?

(2) Will either the City of Cockburn or the
City of Melville be required to bear any
of the additional costs?

(3) What is the estimated additional cost-I
realise it would not have been
finalised-invoved in constructing the
proposed new realignment?

Mr

(I)
GRILL replied:
There will be additional costs and they
will be borne by the Main Roads Depart-
ment.

(3) At this stage the only ascertainable ad-
ditional costs will involve the acquisition
of four private blocks of land, but there
may be additional costs associated with
the realignment, although that might not
necessarily be the case.

(2) No, it is not contemplated that either the
Cockburn Shire or the City of Melville
should bear any of those costs.

Mr Peter Jones: How much money are we
talking about?

Mr GRILL: It is hard to put a figure to it; it
would certainly be less than $200 000.

Mr Peter Jones: No more than $200 000 for
the realignment and the acquisition of
four blocks of land?

Mr GRILL: In round figures; but it is very
hard at this stage to give a definitive
figure.

Mr Peter Jones: We won't hold you to it.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS

Seaman Inquiry: Report

279. Mr WATT, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

I understand that the Minister has re-
leased a copy of the Seaman report to
the media, but does he intend to make
copies available to members of Parlia-
ment?

Mr WILSON replied:
The report is being printed in a limited
number to start with because of press-
ures on the Government Printer. A copy
has been made available to the Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr MacKinnon: "A" copy.

Mr WILSON: Yes, that is what I said.

Mr
Mr

MacKinnon: We will take turns to read it.
WILSON: Members opposite have not
shown a great deal of interest in it up to
now; they did not make a submission to
the inquiry. I am not sure that they will
be interested in it.

Several members interjected.
Mr WILSON: Why this sudden interest in it

after these 12 months? Members op-
posite are now wanting a copy of the
report; suddenly they are interested in a
report in which for I12 months they said
they had no interest.

Several members interjected.
Mr WILSON: They made no submission to

the inquiry, which would indicate they
had no interest in it.

Mr McNee: Are you ashamed of it?
Mr WILSON: Not at all; I am just interested

in the sudden interest shown by members
opposite. I find it very encouraging. It
shows a welcome development in their
social understanding.

Mr Tonkin: A social conscience.

Mr WILSON: I would not go so far as to say
that. As I was saying before I was rudely
interrupted by members opposite, a copy
of the report has been made available to
the Leader of the Opposition. An initial
batch of copies has been printed and as
soon as sufficient copies are available,
they will be circulated to each member
of Parliament. The timing will depend on
the Government Printer.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Wannerco: Unused Floor

280. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Health:

(]) Was it an election promise of this
Government to open the unused floor of
the Wanneroo Hospital?

(2) If "Yes", has the floor been opened?

(3) If "No". why not?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) I do not recall making a specific

promise that we would open the unused
floor at the Wanneroo Hospital. I have
made statements to the members
representing the district that the moment
the demand at the hospital indicates that
the unused section needs to be open, the
Government will open it.
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Mr Bradshaw: They certainly made a song
and dance about it before the election.

Mr HODGE: Perhaps they did, but my indi-
cations arc-bearing in mind that I keep
a very close watch on that hospital be-
cause of the recent introduction of the
new system there-that bed-demand
rates are increasing. In recent days there

has been quite a dramatic increase in
demand at the hospital and I am told
that, on average, 50 beds a day have
been occupied for the last few days. The
moment the usage of that hospital indi-
cates that we would be warranted ini pro-
viding the extra beds, the Government
will not hesitate to take action.
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