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The SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the Chair
at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Job Security Test Case: Petition
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the

Opposition) [2.16 p.m.]: I present a petition from
seven residents of the Avon region praying that it
be known that they do not support the application
of the job security test case which the ACTU
brought before the Commonwealth Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission. They humbly pray
that the Western Australian Government reject
any similar application in Western Australia. The
petition reads as follows-

TO:
The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-

bers of the Legislative Assembly of the State
of Western Australia in Parliament as-
sembled.

We, the undersigned residents of Western
Australia, wish to make it known that we do
not support the application known as the Job
Security Test Case, which the ACTLJ has
brought before the Australian Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission.

We believe that if implemented, the pro-
visions of the application would have devas-
tating ramifications on the free enterprise
system, including an increase in unemploy-
ment.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that the Western Australian Government re-
ject any similar application in Western Aus-
tralia and that you will give this matter earn-
est consideration and your petitioners, as In
duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly and I certify accord-
ingly.

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

(See petition No. 55.)

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I . Financial Institutions Duty Bill.
2. Stamp Amendment Bill (No. 2).

Bills introduced, on motion without notice
by Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer), and
read a first time.

3. Taxi-cars (Co-ordination and Control)
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Grill
(Minister for Transport), and read a
first time.

HEALTH: ALCOHOL AND DRUGS

Select Committee: Extension of Time
MR GORDON HILL (Helena) [2.22 p.mn.]: I

move-
That the time for the submitting the report

of the Select Committee be extended by four
weeks.

This motion is necessary due to the enormity of
the task of the Select Committee. The committee
was established several months ago with 10 terms
of reference and in the short time it has met it has
hardly scratched the surface in respect of this
question. Not only has it not scratched the surface
in existing matters, but also it has had a range of
new matters brought before it by the 10 people
from statutory and non-statutory agencies who
have been interviewed.

The Select Committee received 31 submissions
after having advertised over one weekend. I
understand more submissions are on the way.

A number of other people have expressed
interest in giving evidence before the committee.
The committee would like the opportunity to
examine further the terms of reference.

Matters that have been discussed so far in evi-
dence given to the committee include methods of
treatment of alcoholics and people addicted to
other drugs, the funding of non-statutory
agencies, the financial position of statutory
agencies, the need for health education, close
examination of preventative techniques, the use
and abuse of alcohol in the Kimberley and the
north-west generally, the relationship between the
Alcohol and Drug Authority and non-statutory
agencies, and the relationship between the ADA
and other Government departments.

Thirteen treatment centres have been visited by
the Select Committee, which has met on other oc-
casions to discuss submissions that have been
presented to it. However, the Committee requires
additional time to give thorough consideration to
this whole question of alcoholism in Western Aus-
tralia and Australia which has reached epidemic
proportions. It has been suggested to the Select
Committee that there are over 6 000 heroin ad-
dicts in Western Australia alone and this matter
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needs to be addressed very carefully by the com-
mittee.

When the Select Committee's time has elapsed
and at the conclusion of this period when the Par-
liament rises, the work of the committee will con-
tinue as an Honorary Royal Commission. The
committee is concerned about and wishes to see a
thorough investigation of the whole question of al-
cohol and drug abuse and the treatment of al-
coholics and drug addicts in Western Australia. A
brief report will be submitted by the committee
on or before 15 December. The final report may
help to solve many of the problems experienced in
Western Australia.

I commend the motion to the House.

Question put and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (MINING TENEMENTS)
(RATING) BILL

Second Reading
MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Local

Government) [2.27 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill proposes amendments to the local
Government Act and the Valuation of Land Act
to clarify the rateability of mining tenements. The
rateability question became uncertain following
the enactment in 1978 of the new Mining Act
which came into operation on I January 1982.

Under the new Act provision was made for the
many different types of tenements under the
Mining Act 1904 to be continued in force for a
transitional period. Therefore for some years
there will be in existence a combination of ten-
ements under the old Mining Act and the five new
types of tenements under the 1978 Act.

Members may recall that when the new mining
Bill was introduced there was considerable con-
cern expressed by local government that councils
would be adversely affected through reduced
rating revenue resulting from either some new
tenements not being rateable or there being a
lesser number of tenements due to the larger
areas which may now be granted.

The expressed intention of our predecessors, an
intention which is supported and maintained by
the Government, was to retain the status quo so
far as rating liability is concerned when the new
Mining Act came into operation.

The principle has proved difficult to achieve in
the strict sense due to the fact that tenements
under the previous legislation do not have exact
equivalents under the new Mining Act.

Mr Peter Jones: You said it was the attitude of
the previous Government or department and that
you are only maintaining it and referring it to the
Government as a whole. It was the attitude of the
Local Government Department.

Mr CARR: My understanding is that consul-
tation had taken place between the Mines Depart-
menit and the Local Government Department and
I presume with the Ministers concerned and it
was agreed that the status quo should be main-
tained as far as possible. It is the view of this
Government anyway that the status quo should be
retained as far as rating is concerned.

To overcome these difficulties it has, therefore,
been necessary to devise a scheme which is
intended to provide, as near as possible, for the
same aggregate level of rate revenue for councils
from the mining industry.

At present the rateability of mining tenements
is uncertain in some cases due to a reference in
the Local Government Act to their actual occu-
pation.

The Bill seeks to clarify this issue by making it
clear that tenements under the Mining Acts of
1904 or 1978 have been rateable since I January
1982 on the basis of their actual occupation and
in the future tenements will be rateable regardless
of the occupation question.

However, provision is made for exemption from
rating of prospecting licences of 10 hectares or
less and miscellaneous licences under the Mining
Act 1978.

These exemptions are intended to afford assist-
ance to the small prospectors who have previously
not been rated on their prospecting areas held

under the Mining Act 1904 and to continue the
non-rateability of the miscellaneous type of ten-
ements which have not been subject to rating in
the past.

Provision is made in the Bill for the preser-
vation of the valuation principles of a coal mining
lease and other leases under the old Mining Act
which are deemed to be mining leases under the
Mining Act 1978.

There is provision in the Bill also for the
valuation methods to be used for the respective
rateable tenements under the new Mining Act. It
is proposed that the valuation levels should gener-
ally reflect those currently applying to tenements
under the Mining Act 19042. The valuation base
for leases is to be the same as at present and for
prospecting licences is to be the same as presently
applying to mineral claims.

The only new valuation base required is for ex-
ploration licences and it is proposed that this be
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set at one-tenth of that for prospecting licences to
take account of their larger areas.

Rather than specifying in the legislation the
actual amounts per hectare for valuation pur-
poses, it is proposed that valuations be tied to the
annual rentals prescribed under the new Mining
Act in respect of the relevant tenements by apply-
ing appropriate multiplers to achieve the required
valuation. The valuation per hectare would be
ascertained by multiplying the annual rental per
hectare by the relevant multiplier.

Basing the valuations on the annual rentals will
ensure that valuations will be adjusted
automatically in the future to take account of in-
flationary trends, in line with the levels of in-
creases in the rentals.

it has been found necessary to introduce this
amending legislation to clarify the rateability of
mining tenements and, it is considered, to gener-
ally preserve the existing rating situation in its
overall application to both local government and
the mining indusiry.

This legislation has proved to be very complex
and should the shadow Minister or a member of
the Opposition wish to discuss any aspect with a
departmental officer, I would be prepared 10
make such an officer available.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Dibate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell

(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee

Resumed from 15 November. The Chairman of
Committees (Mr Barnett) in the Chair; Mr Brian
Burke (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Divisiom 4: Premier and Cabinet, $6 929 000-
Progress was reported after Division 4 had been

partly considered.
Division 4 put and passed.
Division 5: Governor's Establishment,

8683 000-

Point of Order

Mr MacKINNON: I was under the impression
that you went through each Division item by item
and called each item. Can you tell me exactly how
it is handled? I wished to raise a query on item i,
but the Division has been put as a whole. Can you
please clarify the situation?

The CHAIRMAN: Each item is not called. I
did call items and waited for Some time to see
whether any member called. it is the duty of any

member who wishes to speak to an item to indi-
cate the item to which he wishes to speak. If that
is not done, I will give the call to the person who
calls a specific number. If a Division has been dis-
cussed, we will not go back over individual items.
It is the member's duty to state the items to which
he wishes to speak.

Committee Resumed

Mr O'CONNOR: I notice that the Budget is
down three per cent compared with last year's.
This is not unreasonable because I see a reduction
has been indicated in gardening and the provision
of other facilities.

I take this opportunity to pay tribute to the
present Governor, whose term has almost expired.
On behalf of the Opposition, I indicate that we
believe he has done an extremely good job for the
State during his period in Western Australia. I
take the opportunity of wishing him well on his
return to his homeland. Both he and Lady
Trowbridge have our sincere thanks and our best
wishes for the future.

I will not ask the Treasurer who will be the
next Governor, because I know it would be an
inappropriate question at this time.. However, I
would like some indication of the date on which a
new Governor will be announced, assuming there
is to he one. There has been much speculation as
to who will be given the appointment, and
whether it is to be a local person or not. In the
interests of the community, we would like as
much information as the Treasurer can give as to
when an announcement will be made regarding
the appointment of a new Governor.

Mr COURT: I wish to briefly add that Sir
Richard and Lady Trowbridge have done a fine
job in carrying out their duties in this State. I had
thought it had become traditional for the Leader
of the House to rise when this item is being de-
bated to say what a waste of money it is. Perhaps
now he is in Government he has a different atti-
tude towards this expenditure.

Mr RUSHTON: I would like to be associated
with the good wishes extended to Sir Richard and
Lady Trowbridge. During their term of office, one
got to kn6w them very well, particularly when one
was in the Ministry. I support the comment that
they have done a good job on behalf of Western
Australia and they go back to England with our
best wishes. Of course, the Government will be
under pressure as to the way in which to handle
the next appointment. It is most essential that we
have a person who carries out the duties of this
position in the way they have been carried out in
the past years. I would like to close by wishing
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our Governor and his good lady a very safe return
to their homeland, and again express our appreci-
ation for what they have done in Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I note the comments
made by different members about the valuable
contribution made by Sir Richard and Lady
Trowbridge to this State. I remind members that
we shall have an opportunity to express our grati-
tude to His Excellency and Lady Trowbridge on
perhaps two or three occasions during the coming
weeks prior to their departure from Western Aus-
tralia. Naturally the expressions of gratitude are
ones the Government stands behind.

The Leader of the Opposition raised the
question of the decrease in the provisions for the
Governor's establishment.

Mr O'Connor: It is only minimal.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is attributable to the

decrease in the special allowance for the Aus-
tralian ADC, Peter Pemberton, and also to salary
reductions in respect of the Governor's income.

With regard to the date at which we expect to
be in a position to name the new Governor, I
should say that the matter is not one we have pur-
sued very thoroughly during the period that Sir
Richard has been in the State. I hope that within
the First few months of next year, the Government
will be in a position to announce the name of the
next Governor of this State. In the period after
Sir Richard Trowbridge has left and prior to the
appointment of his successor, naturally a Lieuten-
ant Governor will be appointed. As members will
realise, that practice has served the State well in
the past during periods of absence of the
Governor, extended illness, or the inability of the
Governor to perform his duties.

I hope by the middle of next year, at the very
latest, the name of the successor to Sir Richard
Trowbridge will be known to everyone.

Division 5 put and passed.
Division 6-Executive Council, $10-put and

passed.
Division 7-London Agency, $1 157 000-
Mr COWAN: I would like the Premier to com-

ment about the amount of money being expended
on the London agency in comparison with the
other agency in Tokyo. My understanding is that
this particular agency is principally for trade pro-
motion; and if we look at the statistics that are
available, obviously the level of trade which this
State enjoys in Japan is far greater than that in
Britain. I know that the London agency certainly
performs other functions but there is a great im-
balance between the amounts of money. I would

like the Treasurer to make some comment about
whether his Government is looking at ways and
means of rationalising and perhaps appropriating
more funds to the areas where it will do a great
dealI of good.

Mr COURT: Last year I listened to the mem-
bet for Clontarf outlining some work he thought
should be done on the London Agency office. He
was followed by the then Leader of the Oppo-
sition, the current Treasurer, who was quite
scathing in his attack on the amount of money
being spent on the London agency. As the pre-
vious member has mentioned the amount being
spent on the Tokyo agency, I will just go over the
present Treasurer's comments where he said-

It is absolutely absurd, in 1982, when we
consider Division 10 of these Estimates of
Revenue and Expenditure and compare them
with Division 11, dealing with the Tokyo
Agency, that in London we are spending
more than $1.2 million, and in Tokyo we are
spending $268 000. That is absolutely non-
sensical, and it is nothing but a tribute to a
position that has been gone for 20 to 30
years.

It would be advisable for the Government
to consider opening agencies of the size that
appears to operate successfully in Tokyo in
places like the Middle East, on the continent,
and perhaps even in Indonesia. Certainly it
would be possible to obtain five Tokyo-sized
offices for the price of one London Agency.

Let us consider the frightful waste of
money involved in duplicating in our Western
Australian agency much of the work that is
carried on, for example, from Australia
House by the Commonwealth Department of
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs-

Mr Parker: We stopped that duplication within
a couple of months of our coming into office.

Mr Brian Burke: I will explain exactly what
happened. It may be of interest to you.

Mr COURT: I am saying that was quite a
scathing attack and it goes on for a few pages.
The Treasurer has held that position for-

Mr Brian Burke: It is only because of your lack
of experience that you do not understand about
redundancy pay requirements in the United King-
dom. I will explain that to you.

Mr COURT: The Treasurer was quite scathing
in his attack on the imbalance between the money
spent in the London agency and the money spent
on the Tokyo agency. He suggested other agencies
should be set up, but in the Budget we seem to
have the status quo.
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Mr Brian Burke: That is your lack of experi-
ence because we cannot retrench people without
redundancy payments.

Mr MacKinnon: The principle of redundancy
payments is currently being supported by your
Government in this country.

Mr Brian Burke: I think it is very relevant. I
don't think you know what you are talking about.

Mr COURT: Leaving aside the amount of
money necessary to operate the London Agency,
the other point was that we should have these
other agencies. In the Budget we are looking at
today, we still have a London Agency and the
Tokyo Agency. The idea is to encourage trade be-
tween the countries and to encourage develop-
ment into the State. I am asking the question
about the Treasurer's comments last year. Now
that he is the Treasurer and has the opportunity
to implement the things he said. I would like to
know if he intends carrying out what he said last
year should happen.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Murdoch talks about redundancy payments or re-
trenchment payments in relation to the appli-
cation by the Australian Council of Trade
Unions, and that matter really has no bearing
whatsoever on this item of the Estimates.

Mr MacKinnon: This is exactly the reason you
have dismissed the subject.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The previous Govern-
ment supported retrenchment payments or
redundancy payments.

Mr MacKinnon: When?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In the matter of

Chamberlain John Deere Pity. Ltd. when re-
trenchments were sought, I can recall the then
Government saying that the workers should not
simply be given a week's pay. The then Govern-
ment fought very hard for fair severance pay; and
that is the way it should be. If people have worked
for 30 years for an employer, there should be an
obligation on the employer, not simply to say on
the Friday on which the employee is losing his
employment, "Here is your week's pay. See you
later".

Mr O'Connor: What you support in principal
would give them four-and-a-half to five years'
pay.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is what I am trying
to say. The principle the Leader of the Opposition
supported was fair redundancy payments. I can
recall his speaking about that in the case of
Chamberlain and others. No-one wants to see
people thrown onto the street without any wages
after having worked for one employer for 30

years. That is the problem. If the member wants
to talk about fairness, another matter of concern
is the appropriate level of payment. In any case,
the member for Murdoch does not want to under-
stand that. He carps and criticises and does not
try to understand it.

Mr MacKinnon: He clearly understands it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I accept the point made

by the member for Merredin about the imbalance
between the agency in the United Kingdom and
the one in Japan. We are attempting to re:dress
that balance. The Agent General (Mr Douglas)
has submitted to the Government propositions
that will involve the retrenchment of a number of
people employed by the London agency.

I will stand corrected on the exact figure, but I
think it will involve the reduction by about half
the employees in the London agency, in the first
stage. Now, we simply cannot retrench people, be-
cause of the situation that pertains in the London
agency or in England, without making provision
for what is lawfully required by the Government
on their retrenchment. That involves us in the ex-
penditure of this money. The expenditure of the
money itemised in the Budget on this occasion
will see a retraction of our presence from the
London agency and it will give us the capacity to
extend into other countries.

That is what we have always said should be the
case. It is not such a bad effort, after eight
months in government, to have reached the stage
for that to be brought about.

We are in the process of withdrawing our pres-
ence from its previous absurd heights at the
London agency. We will be using the savings to
finance in part our efforts to penetrate markets
much closer to home.

I will not apologise for the estimate under this
item in the Budget, because we want to provide
the funds so we can retract the scale of our oper-
ations. That sum of money is required lawfully by
the Government.

Perhaps the pace is not quick enough for the
member for Nedlands.

Mr Court: Keep calm. I simply said did you
propose to keep faith with what you said.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps the pace is not
quick enough for the member for Nedlands. We
are in the retrenchment process. The member
thought he could take last year's Mansard and
manufacture an embarrassing situation.

The situation is that next Tuesday we will
introduce into this Parliament the Western Aus-
tralian overseas corporation Bill, which is an
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integral part of the South-East Asian marketing
corporation objectives.

We hope to have operating by March or April
of next year the South-East Asian marketing cor-
poration, and we hope that will be the focus for
all of our marketing efforts in the future years of
the life of this Government. The Western Aus-
tralian development corporation is a first step in
the establishment of the South-East Asian devel-
opment corporation, and both corporations will be
latgely private in their nature. Both are election
undertakings; they were mentioned in our mani-
festo, and I do not think either will frighten the
Opposition as creeping socialism or anything else
when it sees them. The Opposition members will
see them as sensible moves in their moments of
non-political rationality.

The development corporation will be introduced
next Tuesday and the South-East Asian market-,
ing corporation will be a natural formation of the
development corporation as soon as we can have
the legislation enacted. I hope we can achieve this
in one year of Government. One of the Whitlam
Government's greatest challenges was that it tried
to do too much too soon. What we are trying to
do is-

Mr Clarko: Nothing.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Nothing if that is part of

the process of delaying things for a year. We
would then be accused of dragging our feet.
Members opposite cannot have it both ways. We
are attempting to do things the cautious, sensible,
and responsible way. If that does not suit the Op--
position, it will have to wait until it gets back into
Government to decide on the best way to tackle
things.

Division 7 put and passed.
Division 8: Tokyo Agency, S314 990-put and

passed.
Division 9: Public Service Board, 53 857 000-

Mr O'CONNOR: The amount for temporary
staff shown here is 5220 000. 1 notice there has
been a rearrangement of some of the staff within
the Department of Labour and Industry, with the
industrial relations operations coming under one
heading. One of the noticeable things is the
number of temporary assistants; their number has
risen by 14. and the same observation can be
made for many other Government departments. I
would like an indication from the Treasurer why
these people have been employed.

It appears the Government has adopted the
principle of employing temporary assistants as a
way round its current bind over its commitment to

a 50 per cent replacement, retirement, Or resig-
nation policy. If this is so, I would be very disap-
pointed.

Mr Brian Burke: The 17 temporary assistants
really translate into an extra 558 000. There were
temporary assistants to the value of 5160 000 last
year.

Mr O'CONNOR: The figure has gone up from
I I to 17.

Mr Brian Burke: But the actual expenditure is
$160 000.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am comparing the
$160 000 with the $218 000 for this year. This
principle goes right through all the departments.
Because of the time involved I do not want to go
through each department, but there appears to be
a substantial increase in the number of temporary
assistants in the various Government departments.
If this is a result of the Government's bind to
which I have just referred-its 50 per cent re-
placement policy-it is out of line with the
Government's promise. In this case, the depart-
ment has had a 20-odd per cent increase, a fairly
substantial increase.

Under the heading "Management Advisory
Service" a further five temporary assistants are
listed at $14 645 for last year and $116 000 for
this year. It is obvious those five temporary assist-
ants were appointed during the term of this
Government and are over and above the other 17
I mentioned. Five vacant positions are listed and
an estimate is given of $103 000, making a total
of $219 000 above last year's figure. As I men-
tioned, for the Public Service Board itself the fig-
ure has risen from $160 000 for the last financial
year to $2 18 000 for this financial year to cover
temporary assistants. As only six positions Were
listed last year, we can see that around $160 000
in the 1982-83 Budget would have been for
moneys provided for additional assistants em-
ployed by this Government since it was elected. In
that case, the $160 000 for last year would have
been more than the amount required had the pre-
vious Government been returned to office.

Altogether, we have 27 temporary assistants
provided for in these two areas, and further down
another two are mentioned. A further temporary
assistant was apparantly not appointed this year,
so we have a vacant position. All told, we have a
total of 29 temporary assistants as against about
the eight provided for last year. All in all there
appears to have been a substantial increase by the
Government in the number of temporary assist-
ants provided for and I would like the Treasurer
to explain this.
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Mr RUSHTON: This gives me an opportunity
to reiterate and to stress to the Treasurer the need
for answers to the requests I have made for infor-
mation during this session. I have asked for the
numbers of appointments and resignations, etc.,
experienced by each department so that I can re-
late these figures to the Government's 50 per cent
replacement policy. It has been months since my
first requests for information were made and it
seems that it has all been too hard for the Govern-
ment. The Treasurer has often indicated he would
let me have the figures, but none have been forth-
coming.

What I am seeking is a rationale of the policy
relating to the redundancies and the 50 per cent
replacement policy. I want to know the actual fig-
ures that relate to this policy so that we can see
how it is going. Surely we are entitled to that in-
formation. The Government announced the policy
to the people as an efficient step forward and I
want to be able to assess it for myself.

What I want from the Treasurer as early as
practicable is the total strength of each depart-
ment, agency, and commission, and the whole
make up of the Government's total work force. I
want an indication of the fall away of employee
numbers-not redundancies, but the number or
resignations and retirements and the figures relat-
ing to employees who have been replaced. I want
this information to assess what has taken place
over the last six months. Surely there is an esti-
mate of the savings that can be put down in black
and white and given to the Parliament.

Mr Brian Burke: If you sit down I will give it to
you.

Mr RUSHTON: Perhaps the Treasurer could
give the information when I finish my speech.

Mr Brian Burke: If you sit down, you will fin-
ish.

Mr RUSHTON: Remembering my previous
treatment, I am not so sure I would get what I
want.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not saying you will get
what you want. You are like Oliver Twist-you
keep coming back wanting something else.

Mr RUSHTON: That is necessary because I
do not get the information I ask for. The
Treasurer has spoken about the Government's ef-
ficiency with a saving of expenditure of over $1
million, but I cannot get any answers to my
questions. One would think that with the Govern-
ment's new structure it could give the Parliament
the best information possible. Instead, the
Treasurer hedges and puts off Opposition mem-
bers in an attempt to reduce the Opposition to a

shambles. However, he will not win because we
will be tenacious.

Mr Brian Burke: We are not spending $I
million writing nice answers to you.

Mr RUSHTON: The Government is paying
out salaries for the boys. Some of the people are
real consultants by nature and were not employed
under the system of jobs for the boys, but a lot of
these jobs are pay-offs for party hacks. We will
continue to pursue this matter and the Govern-
ment will be judged on what we learn. I will be
delighted to have an answer to my questions
which I have put to the Government over quite
some time.

I now ask the Treasurer about the establish-
ment and staffing of the management advisory
service and the industrial relations section. Last
year. the number of the establishment and staff
was 67, and this year it will be 74. That number
could be mixed up with the management develop-
ment service, but I would like the Premier to com-
ment on that point. In the two sections last year
there were 10 on each staff, and this year there
will be 24 in the management development ser-
vice, Or course, in the industrial relations area
there were 39 last year and there will be 14 this
year. All in all, we are due for some explanation
of the rearrangements of these services.

I must press the point that we have been
listening for quite a long time to the Government
making a play on efficiency audits and those types
of things. As far as I am concerned, all this is just
another ploy for publicity. The bottom line is the
judgment we will make of the efficiency the
Government achieves in the long run.

When I was in the Ministry, the services such
as management advice and management develop-
ment were available, and before I entered Parlia-
ment I was involved with a management advisory
service, which was of great help and advantage. It
enabled the best use of the staff within the bank-
ing services with which I was related.

From time to time the Treasurer has made out
that this Government will be efficient, and there-
fore implied that all previous Governments have
been inefficient. The management advisory ser-
vice was available in the past. Although it did not
always bring the results I would have liked to be
achieved, it certainly was helpful in the manage-
ment of the administration for which one had re-
sponsibility.

I want an explanation from the Treasurer about
this rearrangement of the three sections. There
will be a rise of seven in the staff of the establish-
ment and staffing, and, when one considers that
the Government intends to reduce the number of
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staff, one realises that that is an appreciable lift.
The management advisory service will have a
staff of 24, whereas last year the management de-
velopment section had 10 and the management
advisory service, as.it then was, had 10. Through
the whole Public Service, these increases would
indicate a huge increase overall. In industrial re-
lations, there has been quite a dramatic change,
and I hope the Treasurer will be able to let us
know what is happening in that area.

I am attempting to obtain an understanding of
the changed arrangements in staffing, and all the
indications are that quite a significant rise is
taking place in staff numbers. When we are able
to understand the figures, we will be able to make
proper judgments.

Mr COURT: The Treasurer, both before and
since becoming the Treasurer, has said many
things about efficiency within the Government.
He has referred to performance monitoring, per-
formance auditing, zero-based budgeting, pro-
gramme budgeting, and the like. We have in front
of us a Budget in format similar to that of the
Budgets presented over the last number of years.
The Treasurer must agree that if he brings this
so-called tremendous efficiency into Government
which he has told us so much about, it will result
in more work being done by the existing number
of people, or perhaps the same amount of work
being done by fewer people. However, the results
will show up on the bottom line by the end of the
day. In a year or two, we will have the results of
this efficiency he has talked about.

We have been told about the decreases in staff
levels, but it appears that quite a number of new
positions have been created, and many people are
going into different roles. It is a bit hard to com-
pare all the figures, although I must admit they
are similar to the figures of last year. I would be
interested to know the extent of the activities
which this Government will undertake to institute
efficiencies which the Treasurer has said will
bring large savings to the Government of this
State.

I notice in some of the Treasurer's more recent
Press statements and comments that he does not
say there will be large savings, but he does say
there will be some savings. He has tempered his
attitude a little on the extent to which his great
new efficiencies will save resources for the
Government. I can see examples of only increases
in staff levels, new positions, appointments, and
the like, so I am interested in just what he will do
to bring in these efficiencies he has talked about.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 am pleased to be able
to detail to the Chamber, in reply to a question

asked by the member for Murdoch, the areas in
which staff levels have been reduced. I know he
will not mind my releasing the information now so
that members will realise the amount of detail re-
quired to prepare some of the answers to
questions.

It costs this State hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars to prepare answers to questions, and some of
them cannot be prepared overnight. This answer
is an example of one of those.

Mr Thompson: You are not complaining about
that, are you?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I am not com-
plaining about anything; I am pointing out that if
members sometimes have to wait some time for
answers it is because the information required is
complex.

Mr Rushton: When you have a policy, you
should have the background information before
you make a decision on the policy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member has sought
the results of the policy. He wanted us to predict
in some way the number of resignations.

Mr Rushton: Why can't you?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us forget the argu-

ment while I give the information. We may be
able to start afresh.

Mr Rushton: Why don't you-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not seem to be ever

able to get through to this member the details of
these things. The member for Murdoch asked for
details of the 706 positions saved under the 50 per
cent replacement policy. He asked for a break-
down, department by department or authority by
authority, of the number of new staff positions.
Since he asked the question, we have updated the
information available, and have found that over
all Government departments and authorities, 988
positions have been saved which relate to the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund under the policy which
the Opposition criticised and condemned.

Mr Rushton: With Westrail that policy was
already in.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know what pol-
icy was already adopted in Westrail. The member
can argue about that point later. I suggest he
waits until he hears what I have to say. I will just
read through these, and members can work them
out for themselves. In State taxation it is one; in
tourism, three; in Treasury, 20; in forests, seven;
in the Department of Premier and Cabinet, one-

Mr MacKinnon: I can't really follow that.
Under forests you refer to the Minister's approval
of 12.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister is required
to approve of any vacancies which result from a
resignation or retirement.

Mr MacKinnon: So there were 19, and you
have replaced 12?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes. In education, the
replacement rate of retirements and resignations
is 99 per cent.

Mr MacKinnon: Yes, I can see that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: For the Alcohol and

Drug Authority there has been a 100 per cent re-
placement because it involves a small and difficult
area. Some of the bigger savings include, for
example, the State Energy Commission and
agriculture.

Mr Laurance: Sometimes it is difficult. For in-
stance, the Agriculture Protection Board has not
been replacing people. Mukinbudin has lost a man
and he has not been replaced.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps he is one of
them. I do not know of that case specifically.

Members will be pleased to know the number
of positions not filled is 988. That is not a bad ef-
fort when we consider the number of new pos-
itions created in this Budget. The member for
Murdoch asked for a breakdown of the number of
new positions. According to our calculations there
are 1 070 new positions, but according to the Op-
position's calculations the number is 1 600. A
large proportion of these new positions were in
education, where there is a greater retention rate
in secondary schools. Students are not leaving
school to find jobs which do not exist.

Mr MacKinnon: If you look at the Department
of Premier and Cabinet and compare apples with
apples-that is, last year's figures with this year's
figures-it is evident that 43 extra staff have been
employed, yet it does not come under this head-
ing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The new staff provided
for in this Budget are not necessarily all the new
staff that have been appointed since March of this
year.

Mr MacKinnon: I understand that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: These are extra staff

provided for in the Budget for 1983-84.
Mr MacKinnon: That is right. I am just saying

if you go through the Budget papers and compare
last year's figures with this year's figures, the
number of staff in the Department of Premier and
Cabinet is significantly greater, yet you are saying
that the department has not grown at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not say that. Last
night I went to great pains to explain-

Mr MacKinnon: It has grown since you came
to Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We did not come to
Government on 1 July.

Mr MacKinnon: No, it was 19 February.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. Let us im-

agine we came to Government on 19 February
and on I March we appointed 1 000 people. It
could be said that the Department of Premier and
Cabinet has expanded in size by 1 000. Then, if
we did not appoint anyone else for 18 months, it
could be said that the 1983-84 Budget provided
for no new items.

Mr O'Connor: That is correct.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to say that

one cannot draw the strength (or an argument
that new positions were provided for in this year's
Budget because new people were employed prior
to this year.

Mr MacKinnon: You are trying to say to us
that 988 people fewer are employed and that you
have wasted that number; that is, until another
1 070 have gone on the staff, so if you add the two
together, there is a difference.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member does not
understand. The figure of 988 refers to the staff
replacement policy which did not start on 1 July.
One cannot compare a replacement policy for a
financial year with a new employment policy for
the same financial year.

Mr MacKinnon: As an accountant I say you
can look at the total number of people employed
at one time and compare it to the total employed
at another time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is perfectly right. I
have a list of figures and that is not the case.
What is needed is a comparison, made at the end
of each month, of the number of public servants.

Mr MacKinnon, The only way is to go through
the figures.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Ask the question and I
will get the information for you.

Mr Rushton: From 1 March, month by month.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have said that before.
Mr Rushton: That is what I used to get as Min-

ister.
Mr BRIAN BURKE:. The member for

Murdoch is saying the staff replacement policy
shows people employed between March and July,
and the new establishment from I July to 30 June
next year provides for so many extra. H-e cannot
marry the figures simply because he is comparing
unlike situations. He is comparing the result of
the staff replacement policy with the new policy
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and he says the staff wastage policy means 988
should be taken off 1 070, I would never say that
the staff wastage policy from I July for the year
to 30 June should be taken off the 1 070 figure,
because it refers to 30 June.

Mr Rushton: What we should do is on I March
this year have a total of all these staff.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That would be a much
more sensible result.

Mr Court: What is your aim? Is it to cut staff
numbers, increase them, or keep them the same?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If new functions of a
pressing nature require other staff, theft 94ey will
be appointed. We believe that across Government
there are areas where savings can be made, in
terms of Budget savings equaling employment.

Seventy-seven per cent of the Budget involves
the payment of wages and the Budget
subcommittee thought there was scope for
improvement and employment.

Development and training is a new item with a
provision of S2 15 000. It is the greatest single in-
crease in provisions within this particular division.
The Chairman of the Public Service Board
suggested to the Government the need to improve
the skills of public servants. As a result, this item
was included in the Budget so that the training
and development of public servants could continue
and be improved. The previous Government did
not make a Similar allowance. This is an example
of the way in which extra staff can be used profit-
ably, to improve the skills of and to help develop
the Public Service.

For that reason I cannot see we are not going to
employ people where we think they are needed.
We will vet the need to replace people who retire
or resign.

I would like to touch upon the point made by
the Leader of the Opposition about temporary as-
sistants.

Mr Rushton: Would you be able to get the fig-
ure as at I March?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member cares to
drop me a note to remind me, I will do that. I
think the member will receive a bit of a Surprise.

Mr Rushton: We have watched the area closely
for a long time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We introduced a volun-
tary redundancy scheme for the same reason.

Mr Rushton: You probably followed my
scheme with the railways.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us say we did follow
the member's scheme. All that means is we have
both done a good job.

The policy with the number of temporary as-
sistants has not changed. I do know that there has
been an increase in temporary assistants in re-
spect of the functions review committee and that
has been carried out right across Government.

I think all members will be pleased with the job
done by John Pritchard as a member and as
executive officer of the functions review com-
mittee.

I think those were the main points raised.
Mr Rushton: There have been dramatic

changes in the numbers under "Management Ad-
visory Services".

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition touched on that; some reorganisation has
taken place between the Department of Labour
and Industry and the Public Service Board.

Mr Rushton: That is another item. Industrial
relations has gone to 14 from 39; obviously you
have taken them from there and put them else-
where.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The "Management Ad-
visory Services" refers to the development and
training time I was talking about, and the staff
involved.

Mr Rushton: That item is 8 and it refers to a
sumn of $215 000. 1 would like a little elaboration
on this because I am interested in where you are
recruiting them. Perhaps we could deal with it on
the item.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We cannot deal with
that on the item or on item 1; it is the next item
we will deal with. I do not have the information
referring specifically to that part of item I under
the heading "Management Advisory Services"

Mr Rushton: It was split into two last year, and
this year they seem to have been amalgamated.
Perhaps the Treasurer can explain it when we get
to item 8.

Mr BRIAN BURKE; I cannot give the mem-
ber any more information under that item than I
already have. It does not refer to that part of item
I he is talking about. I still have in my mind that
it is to do with reorganisation between the De-
partment of Labour and Industry and the Public
Service Board. I am not sure, but I think it prob-
ably is the case. I will be happy to provide the de-
tail when I have it.

Mr Rushton: Are the people you are recruiting
university graduates, or are you recruiting cadets?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know; I will find
out. I do not know what is the employment policy
under the "Management Advisory Services". I
will let the member know whether they have to be
graduates.
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Mr O'Connor: You were going 10 comment on
new and temporary assistants.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 thought I did. I said
the policy has not changed.

Mr O'Connor: It appeared to be up substan-
tiaily,

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In total, it is $183000
after one takes off and adds on all the things pro-
vided for last year. Policy has not changed in re-
spect of temporary assistants. Some temporary as-
sistants were attached to the functions review
committee which is carrying out its work. I could
say, for example that the temporary assistance in
some areas was not much more than was provided
for last year. but in other areas the number of
temporary assistants certainly does appear to be
greater. I know of no change in policy. As far as
the 50 per cent non-replacement rule is con-
cerned, no-one has told anyone to put on tempor-
ary assistants to get over the problem. I have
made it clear to Mr McKenna and other depart-
mental heads they shall not attempt to circumvent
the policy that way.

Mr MacKINNON: In relation to salaries on
page 42 of the Estimates, Provision for new ap-
pointments is shown as $72 000. Can the
Treasurer explain how many people that will pro-
vide for and in what positions?

In relation to the figures he has just provided to
me relating to the Public Service Board, no
change is shown for the establishment position. Is
the Treasurer saying that in the figures to June
1984 the establishment for the Public Service
Board is 121 and the current establishment pro-
vision of the board is exactly that figure so that
there is no percentage change? Am I correct in
assuming the current staffing position of the
board is 121 and the change is 0.0 per cent as
listed in the answer to me?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know what the
provision is for in terms of what sort of skills arc
being requested. If the member asks the question
it will be answered. With due respect and without
trying to be smart, I do not think he follows the
policy. The information I gave today referred to
the replacement of retired or resigned staff, not to
the employment of people as such, or to the em-
ployment of people when they are to carry out
functions identified as being desirable new
functions.

The staff of the Public Service Board can
change for two reasons: Either more people are
put on so that there is a net increase in numbers
employed as a result of more people being em-
ployed to replace people and to do new functions,
or more people leave than are employed to do new

functions or replace some who leave. The answer I
gave the member referred to retired or resigned
staff. Item 8 which is shown as $215 000, will
involve the employment of new staff which may
affect the number of staff employed by the Public
Service Board. When the member talks about the
board and says the change is 0.0 per cent, it
means there have been no retirements or resig-
nations and therefore, no calls for the Minister to
make a decision about them. I suppose someone
could have said the Public Service Board shall go
out and pick monkey nuts and that 100 people are
required to do it. That would not be in the
answer. One could have new appointments with-
out the numbers being changed.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer does not
fool me and he does not fool too many other
people about his non-replacement policy which
has meant there are 998 fewer public servants
working in Western Australia today than at some
other time. This is clear as he indicated with the
Public Service Board. The Treasurer cannot tell
me in relation to the provision for new appoint-
ments, exactly how many it means. I will put the
question on the Notice Paper;, I would have done
SO previously, but the Treasurer would not have
answered the question. I will now have to ask
many questions to try to find out how many
people will be employed this year under the pro-
vision for new appointments. It will be 500 to 600
extra people.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not right. I do not
think you have read the answer you got today. Do
you see the reference to "plus the global allo-
cation"?

Mr MacKJNNON: Provision for new appoint-
ments under the Public Service Board is shown as
$72 000 in item I. There is also a figure of $1.95
million under the miscellaneous section. 1 think
that is the global figure to which the Treasurer is
referring. If one adds that $1.95 million, $72 000,
and all the other provisions, it adds up, as I indi-
cated yesterday, to $7.258 million as provided in
this year's State Budget for new payments. A
similiar provision was made in last year's figure
and in the figures for other years.

What is the exact number of public servants we
are providing for this year? What is being re-
placed or wasting away?

Mr Brian Burke: The member has the answer;
it is 1 070.

Mr MacKIN NON: That is new positions cre-
ated this year?

Mr Brian Burke: That is right.
Mr MacKINNON: Once again I will query

that. Coming to the next item for Treasury, the
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figures given to me do not tally with the Figures I
checked before. In relation to the overall figure it
will take same time to get to that figure. We will
eventually get there; it does not matter how long
it takes us. One cannot have a Budget which in-
creases by 13!, per vent in total when 70 per cent
of it is spent on wages and salaries, If this
Treasurer is telling us that he has saved money in
other areas, he has another think coming. Obvi-
ously many more positions are being created in
government. That is all we want to demonstrate.
If he wants to employ more public servants, so be
it, but as I indicated to the Deputy Premier, the
Government cannot have it both ways.

Mr Brian Burke: You cannot understand it.
Mr MacKINNON: You cannot reduce

Government expenditure and at the same time
employ more public servants.

Mr O'CONNOR: I rise to make same further
comments on the remarks made by the member
for Murdoch. There is no doubt in my mind that
there has been a considerable increase in staffing
over the last year. While the Treasurer might say
there are no more staff this year than in the full
year last year, the increases have been since 1
March;, since this Government took office.

One has only to look at the number of tempor-
ary and vacant positions and compare those fig-
ures with last year's to realise that. There has
been an increase of live this year in the number of
administrative and establishment officers. There
were seven last year and 1 2 this year, as provided
for under item 1. Last year there were six tempor-
ary assistants, and there are 17 this year, plus six
vacant positions.

Further down we come to the heading
"Management Advisory Service". Under this
heading there is provision for five temporary as-
sistants where there were none last year, and five
vacant positions where there were none last year.

Coming down then to the heading "Industrial
Relations" there is provision for one temporary
assistant and one vacant position when there were
none last year.

So, as I pointed out, that is 37 people to replace
about 30 last year. That is seven up on last year,
and an increase of 30 in that area. Without doubt
there has been a substantial increase since this
Government took office.

I took the trouble to run through all the depart-
ments and the number of staff in last year's and
this year's Budgets. There are 1 337 more staff
this year than last year. Without doubt, most of
these people have been employed since March.
One need only look at this item and additional
items to realise where the positions have been cre-

ated and to know that generally the appointments
were not made prior to March.

I support the remarks of the member for
Murdoch and I say very clearly that we will chase
this up to get the figures as at I March and at
this time because I am fairly sure those figures
will nearly all come within this year's Budget.

Mr RUSHTON: I have been asking questions
relating to numbers since the beginning of the
session. Whilst it was difficult then to get a re-
sponse, eventually the Treasurer supplied me with
the totals. The Treasurer has promised to give me
the details. He said that in the Chamber, and I re-
spect that undertaking. I bring to the notice of
members that I have some figures.

At 28 February 1983 at about the time of the
change of Government there was a total of
96 840. The figure as at 31 August 1981 was
96 606, so there was a reduction of 234. What is
interesting about that situation is that I did get
the Westrail figure. This is what I have been most
interested in, because, together with some other
people there, I was associated with a very efficient
and economic working position. There has been a
staff reduction of 387 at Westrail in the
intervening time. That policy was already being
introduced and carried out, and there has been a
net gain of 153. That gives a more rational re-
sponse.

Mr Brian Burke: Let me interrupt you for a
moment. You realise that you have contradicted
your leader and the member for Murdoch.

Mr RUSHTON: They are dealing with differ-
ent figures. I am dealing with the total.

Mr Brian Burke: They are talking about an in-
crease in the Public Service and you have just
outlined a decrease of 200.

Mr RUSH-TON: That is at the end of August.
They are referring to the position in the Budget.

Mr Brian Burke: The member For Murdoch
said we are employing more public servants,
showing a growth in the Public Service. You are
telling us there has been a decrease of 200.

Mr RUSH-TON: I said on the figures to the
end of August there has been a net decrease of
234.

Mr Brian Burke: Can you give those figures to
the member for Murdoch?

Mr RUJSH-TON: You can give him another list,
I am sure. That is going from the end of February
to the end of August.

Mr Brian Burke: While we have been in
Government.
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Mr RUSHTON: What I have been able to do
is to compare each department, commission, and
so on, to see what the movements are.

Mr Brian Burke: What you are saying is that in
Westrail there has been a greater decrease than in
the total.

Mr RUSHTON: The Westrail number was
387.

Mr Brian Burke: Which is greater than the
total decrease in the service.

Mr RUSHTON: If we did not have Westrail, if
Westrail had held its own, it would have been the
other way-an increase of 153.

Mr Brian Burke: What is the point of that?
Mr RUSHTON: The point I am making is that

as far as Government policy in that area is con-
cerned, there is still some surplus, because the last
Government brought in new policies of
deregulation. Deregulation brought about these
movements. Further reductions are due to take
place. What I am interested in is the Govern-
ment's predictions at the time this policy was
introduced. The Government said it had a policy
to save $10 million. There are some things which
we have not been able to extract. As I said earlier,
when the Treasurer was still in the Chamber-

Mr Brian Burke: What do you mean, when I
was still in the Chamber? I have not left the
Chamber.

Mr RUSHTON: I know the Treasurer was out
of his seat. I am not reflecting on that situation,
he has to be able to move.

Mr Brian Burke: Ask the member for Moore
where he is. He might come back, which would be
worse.

Mr RUSHTON: The Government is spending
an extra million dollars. We seem more interested
in the way the House is conducted than in what
the Government is wasting.

Mr Brian Burke: The world is funny like that.
It places importance on things which we would
not think were important!

Mr RUSH-TON: The Treasurer would under-
stand that better than 1: He was a journalist, but I
was only a pragmatic banker. Would the
Treasurer let me know the latest position, and I
would be most grateful if the information could
be provided on, say, a quarterly basis?

Mr Brian Burke: What about a weekly basis?
Mr RUSHTON: Monthly would do.
Mr Brian Burke: In line with our efficiency, we

could give it to you on a weekly basis and you
could keep right on top of it.

Mr RUSHTON: Very well then.

Mr Brian Burke: If you promise not to speak
for the rest of the time we are in Government, we
will give it to you on a weekly basis.

Mr RUSHTON: That would be too hard. I
would like to know what the Treasurer's predic-
tions were, so that we can ensure the Govern-
ment's targets are being met.

MrT Brian Burke: I guessed that was what you
wanted when you first asked for the information.
I guessed you wanted us to give you the confiden-
tial information.

Mr RUSHTON: It is not confidential.
Mr Brian Burke: Why isn't it confidential?
Mr RUSH-TON: If the Treasurer declares it to

be confidential, obviously I cannot have it.
Mr Brian Burke: Well, I am declaring it confi-

dential.
Mr RUSHTON: The Treasurer does not want

to support his policies.
Mr Laurance: It is a secretive Government!
Mr RUSHTON: It is obvious the Treasurer

intends this should be a secretive Government.
The Treasurer does not intend to substantiate the
Government's policy projections and that is rather
worrying to Parliament. He has said, "We will do
certain things". We have asked for information
which supports that position, but we have been
denied it. Therefore, when anything happens the
Treasurer can say, "We are spot on", but no-one
has been given an understanding of the Govern-
ment's target, so no-one can deny the Government
is spot on. Therefore, the Government is hood-
winking the public, denying the Parliament legit-
imate information, and showing itself to be secret-
ive and lacking in competence, because it is not
prepared to show the information on which it has
made judgments to the public or to the Parlia-
ment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will try to see whether
the member for Murdoch is dinkum about this,
because he has just made all these statements and
he has been thoroughly contradicted by the mem-
ber for Dale.

The member for Dale indicated the total em-
ployment within the Public Service and said that,
as at the end of August, the figure had decreased
by about 200. Therefore, it is simply not possible
to give credence to the statements made by the
member for Murdoch, if the member for Dale is
right. There has not been a massive increase in
employment in the Public Service.

What might be the case-and I suspect this is
what the member for Murdoch was trying to
say-is that in some sections of the Public Service
there has been an increase. However, if the mem-
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ber for Dale is right, the member for Murdoch is
wrong when he says there has been a massive
growth in the Public Service, because the member
for Dale's figures shiow there has been a decrease
of about 200.

For the information of the member for
Murdoch and that of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, the Budget provides for additional employ-
ment and one would have to expect that would be
the case. The additional employment that we cal-
culate is 1 070.8. That figure appeared in the
answer I gave, but the Leader of the Opposition
says the figure is 1 330.

Mr MacKinnon: He said 1 300 and I said
1 330. That is only on the figures here, but the
Estimates do not include all the Public Service.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, they do not include
all Government workers.

Mr MacKinnon: You are saying there has been
a decrease in all Government workers of 200, not
in the figures relating to the Estimates.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: But the 50 per cent pol-
icy applies right across Government employment.

Mr MacKinnon: I understand that; I am trying
to get to the facts.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is what I was say-
ing a moment ago. In some parts of the Public
Service there may have been an increase and in
other parts there may have been a decrease, but
across Government. where this policy has applied,
there has been a decrease.

Mr MacKinnon: On replacement of staff over-
all. there has been an increase.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, according to the
member for Dale, there has been a decrease of
200.

Mr MacKinnon: I still cannot work that out.
How can you have additional employment of
1 070 and come out with a decrease?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because the decrease
applies from I July to 30 June in the next
year-that is, the decrease from when that policy
was put in place, say, in May-

Mr MacKinnon: So why don't we have the fig-
ures from May, then we are referring to the same
two periods. You siad the figures related to the
decrease as a result of the staff replacement pol-
icy and it has been taken into account from the
lime the policy was implemented so if you want to
compare apples with apples. I would have thought
you would take the increase as well as the de-
crease from the time you began that policy in
order to get the time periods correct.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: And, in that way, get the
figures as at the end of June.

Mr MacKinnon: Or September.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As at the end of June,
which is the end of the financial year. I do not see
any problem with doing that, but does the mem-
ber for Murdoch understand what he was doing
initially in assuming that the figure of 1 070 ap-
plied from when the replacement policy was put
into effect?

Mr MacKinnon: Yes, I understand that I was
misreading the schedule.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not trying to be
smart about it.

Mir MacKinnon: No, neither am I.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Now that the Leader of

the Opposition is here, I indicate that is what we
would anticipate; instead of 1 300 extra staff in
this Budget, we would say the figure is I1070.
That is how many we make it and I do not know
how the Leader of the Opposition got the figure
of I 300.

Mr O'Connor: I have a list which I would be
quite happy to give to you.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would be happy to
compare it; perhaps we have made a mistake. If
the Leader of the Opposition gives me his list I
will refer it to Treasury and ask it to examine the
position.

We think the non-replacement policy is work-
ing, but we ask members to understand we have
not said we will not employ new staff. We may
find 15 coopers who make wooden barrels retire
from Government employment. We might not re-
place I5 coopers, or we might instigate a job re-
placement scheme and employ 20. However,
wooden barrels are not in great demand today,
and if we let these coopers go, we might employ
12 new computer programmers, in which case we
would have a net reduction in staff numbers of
three. We are saying that, where we do not see a
need to fill a position, it will not be filled.

Mr Rushton: But you could say that, by mak-
ing these cutbacks, you can put on a lot more
people in other places to suit your Labor Party
philosophy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We could say we are
instigating these cutbacks in some places to put
on a lot more people in others, because we want to
employ people with red hair, one ear, and sight in
one eye.

Mr Rushton: You are bringing the Parliament
into ridicule.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Dale is.
He is saying the Government wants to cut back
staff to re-employ Labor Party people.

Mr Rushton: No, I said you wanted to employ
people so that you could carry out some of your
plans and programmes. You could do that and
then say what I indicated earlier.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I shall tell the member
honestly and truthfully-I hope he is not upset by
this-we will not be putting off people so that we
can employ others to achieve the Opposition's ob-
jectives.

Mr Rushton: That is understandable.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know it is under-

standable.
Mr Rushton: But that is being ridiculous again.

What about getting down to the cold, hard facts
of life?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will try.
Item 4: Servies and Contracts-
Mr RUSHTON: Although it seems to be a

common feature throughout the Budget, this item
has been increased more than the inflation rate.
Could the Treasurer give me a brief explanation
for that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One of the areas in
which we have not seen fit to retract from our
personal commitment in any way is computer de-
velopment, services, and policies. The increase
here is $72 528. The extra computer development
charges under this item are $87 000. That has
been offset partly by a decrease in consultant
charges for recruitment of the Deputy Town
Planning Commissioner and EDP training costs
which have been transferred to item 8, develop-
ment and training.

Mr Rushton: Is that general terminology or do
you have some special item?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No. the computer policy
committee makes recommendations in respect of
all departments and allocates to each department
the cost involved. I do not know what sort or com-
puters they are.

Item 8: Development and Training-
Mr RUSH-TON: We have spoken about devel-

opment and training; this is a new approach by
the Public Service Commissioner in relation to
training people.

I have an indication already from the Treasurer
that he does not know how the Government will
go about this. I thought something would have
been put to the Cabinet on what would be done
before the item was included. I will press the
Treasurer a little further in relation to that point.

Has the Public Service Commissioner, who has
responsibility to the Premier, made up a pro-
gramme in relation to this item? It is of interest
to me because of my past experience with the type
of people employed. Will a number of graduates
be employed or will a cadet system continue?
Each course has its own value in its own place,
but I am interested to know the direction the
Government will take. For instance, will gradu-
ates go through to the top executive positions or
will there be a balance with people who come in
under a cadet system.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not have the infor-
mation with me at the moment. If the member
writes to me seeking it he will have all that he
wants.

Division 9 put and passed.
Division 10: Treasury, $4 715000-
Mr O'CONNOR: The increase in this division

is not great in regard to the number of staff. The
total number has increased from 165 to 177, and
again that is an indication of a considerable
number of people being put on in various depart-
ments. It is a cause of concern that this will sub-
stantially increase costs.

Other anomalies exist. Under the heading
"Salaries and Establishment", page 43, provision
is made for five clerks and secretary-stenogra-
phers. Last year their salaries amounted to
$92 620 and this year the estimate is $86 000. It
seems strange that the estimate is less than the
cost of last year since none of these people would
come into the 10 per cent pay cut category. The
extra pay period must be taken into account; that
is one twenty-fourth of the amount involved, or
approximately $4 000. The 4.3 per cent increase
in wages in the State would more than offset that
extra pay period.

Mr Brian Burke: That includes the fact that
some people are not there for the full period.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is why I asked the
question. I have tried to take into account in most
of these cases the extra pay period. For the full
year I have estimated the overall increase at five
per cent.

Mr MacKinnon: I was given the figure of 5.7
per cent by the Treasurer in answer to a question.

Mr O'CONNOR: I thought it would be about
five per cent. Further down it can be seen that
there is no provision for the director of
administration and accounts this year. I do not
know what has been done, but apparently the pos-
ition is included in another area. I cannot under-
stand offhand where that is, and I ask the
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Treasurer to tell us what has happened. Obviously
the position has been abolished.

Mr Brian Burke: It might have been a non-re-
placement of a retiring or resigning staff member,
but I can't answer accurately now.

Mr O'CONNOR: Again we have these vacant
and temporary positions which are quite
significant in number. A fair number of highly
paid people are taking up positions between the
various heads of departments and the Minister.

I refer now to the principal Financial systems
officer and the financial systems officers and
clerk. The latter employees are estimated to cost
$ 134 000. Are these people connected with the op-
erating and handling of the short-term money
market operation? I would like some indication of
what those people are doing because it appears
they occupy new positions. Last year the principal
officer's allowance was $I11 000, and last year the
officers and clerk's allowance was $70 000, or
about $11 000 for each of the six officers. It ap-
pears they were appointed last year and there is
the variation for the balance of the year. I would
like some information regarding the financial
systems and the situation where new people are to
be put on. Some people might say that the total
increase in staff is not substantial-from 165 to
177; a six per cent increase-but when one goes
through the figures for the various departments
and sees the increases in staff in each department
one gains an indication of just where the money is
going. I want an explanation about the people
involved in the financial systems. Are they new
people? Exactly what are they doing?

Mr RUSHTON: I will direct a point of view to
the Treasurer. The total movement in the
Treasury allocation has kept up with inflation
plus some small amounts for computers and a
couple of other items. For all the huffing and puf-
fing about the Treasury, one would have thought
it would have received a much greater increase i n
its allocation. We have the Treasury in its
traditional role of balancing the books and
coming up with the facts from time and time. I
ask the Treasurer to give us an explanation about
the qualified people he trusts and believes in to
advise him on Financial matters, who would be,
say, sitting in his suite to give him that advice.I
am intcrcsted in this because the Treasury does
not seem to have a much larger share of the
Budget: the Treasury budget this year in real
terms is basically the same as its budget for last
year.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If what the member for
Dale is looking for is some group of people sup-
planting Treasury in the area of financial advice,

I assure him I do not have any such group in my
suite. I have Michael Naylor and Douglas
Mitchell as ministerial advisers. Michael Naylor
was formerly a public servant, and he provides me
with some financial advice. He was my research
officer when I was the Leader of the Opposition. I
do not have anyone who operates as some super
sleuth in a financial role.

The vote for the Treasury has increased slightly
in excess of the inflation rate and I understand
the Treasury is now working with extra facilities
and staff it might require to play an expanded
role. It was not possible for that to be arranged
prior to the Budget's being brought down.
Treasury will put to Government some self-
financing plan for the extra staff or facilities that
are required.

Mr Peter Jones: Self-financing plan for
Treasury?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes.
Mr Mensaros: What does it mean?
Mr Peter Jones: How can Treasury self-

finance?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am happy to explain it

to the member as it has been explained to me.
The intention of Treasury is to make some
interdepartmental charge in respect of the
investment of money on the short-term money
market. That is what it intends to put to the
Government.

Mr Mensaros: Is that also for instru-
mentalities?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not seen the prop-
osition.

Mr Peter Jones: Inevitably, it would mean that
if they charge for services to other departments
less funding would be available to those depart-
ments to exercise their funding rights.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That would be the natu-
ral conclusion unless they were able to put for-
ward a proposition which involves the more ef-
ficient investment of the funds or investment at a
higher return: I do not know. I have not seen the
proposition.

Mr Peter Jones: Extra staff would be required,
for example, to administer the FID tax, would
they not?

Mr MacKinnon: They should be.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I presume that that is

the case, although I am informed that the
financial institutions duty collection, is mainly a
function of the institutions which have to com-
plete returns and do the calculations themselves. I
presume that extra staff would be needed.

4685



4686 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr Peter Jones: A further impost on business.
Mr Court: They will become tax collectors.
Mr MacKinnon: A big impost.
Mr Laurance: They will pass the charges on.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose some will pass

the total charge on, others may not, There seems
to be a varying capacity to absorb some of the in-
creases in a competitive situation.

Mr Rushton: For a long time they had the ben-
efit in their short-term money market investment
of using other people's funds. They had taken that
benefit into their own hands before, so they are
already getting a benefit from, say, the Port
Hedland Port Authority which goes into
Treasury, and this helps the whole balance, of
course, but they would not need to charge them
an extra fee.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Good. That is what 1
mean by self-financing. I am not saying that the
Government has accepted it. That is what has
been communicated to me by the Under
Treasurer during the Budget deliberations. H-e is
an excellent officer and he may well come up with
a proposal that may thrill the Opposition as well
as the Government: I do not know. In due course,
after I have seen the proposition. I will relay it to
the Parliament, and our reaction to it.

The expenditure for the principal Financial
systems officer was $11 078 last year and the esti-
mate for this year is $32 800. 1 presume, although
I would not be positive, that the decision for that
increase was made after we came to power, how-
ever, it may well have been made by the previous
Government. This person may well have been em-
ployed during the period of our Government,
hence explaining the $11. 078. In any case, what-
ever the situation, I do not know what that princi-
pal financial systems officer does and, conse-
quently, I will have to inform the Leader of the
Opposition of this matter later.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr MacKINNON: I just want to ensure I

understand the staffing position. I apologise to the
Treasurer for being so persistent. In the item
"Treasury" in this year's estimates the total
number of staff is 177 compared with 165 for last
year. I asked a question of him today and his
answer was-

The breakdown of departments that were
charged for a number of things, staff pos-
itions totalling 1 070 is as follows-No new
positions are included in "Treasury".

Does that mean that of the difference between the
165 staff positions and the 177 staff, more pos-

itions have been created same time during year
ending 30 June 1984?

In effect, the Treasurer is now saying there will
be no new staff positions provided for in Treasury,
according to the estimates anyway, during the
coming year. That is what he said in the answer
he provided to my question today.

Mr BRIAN BURKE:. That is a logical expla-
nation, although one thing concerns me about
that in the note with which I have been provided.
There appears to be a contradiction in this. What
the member was saying really refers to the period
during which people could have been employed
and which might change the figures. So he may
be correct. This is what concerns me about that.
Although that answer does not indicate that ad-
ditional people will be employed in Treasury-I
am not saying it is wrong; I suspect it is
right-perhaps new appointments are required. I
can only conclude with a reference to the prop-
osition of self-funding to which I referred as part
of the proposal the Treasury is putting forward. I
indicate that that proposal may result in a change
of the Treasury complement, so I am just express-
ing a hesitation about the member's explanation.
It says here "proposed new staff appointments".
and I cannot inform the member immediately
that the proposed new staff appointments
invalidate that answer or make it incorrect in
some way.

Mr Macl~innon. Other than the new proposal,
you would anticipate that 177 people are em-
ployed in Treasury now, and that figure should
remain as of May or June next year, according to
the basis of the information available to you now?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is what we would
say now. The only way we might say it could be
different in January next year is that Treasury
might be called upon to do something and we
might employ more people.

Mr MacKinnon: Thank you.
Item 4: Services and Contracts-
Mr O'CONNOR: The figure expended in con-

nection with this item, last year was $305 000.
This figure has now increased by approximately
50 per cent to $447 000. Could the Premier give
us some indication of the additional contracts in
that area?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increased amount,
according to the notes provided to me, is to cover
the cost of a visit by representatives of Japanese
steel investors to the north-west of WA, $40 000;
the cost of a feasibility study and the commence-
ment of preliminary work towards the conversion
of the short-term money market to a continuous
system: and the provision of a computer pro-
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gramme to replace the handwritten registers of
the Central Borrowing Authority and carry over
commitments for consultation costs.

Division 10 put and passed.
Division 11: Government Compuding Division,

$10 000 000-
Mr O'CONNOR: Members will see there has

been a very substantial increase in the estimate of
staff for the Government computing division. It
has increased by 50 per cent from 126 to 19 1; in
other words, staff numbers are expected to in-
crease by approximately 65 per cent. The amount
involved in this division has also increased from
$6.5 million to $10 million; an increase of 50 per
cent or $3.5 million. I believe this is largely due to
the land information system which had required a
growth in staff numbers of 42, together with the
justice information system which has had an i n-
crease in members. We have an increase of 24
temporary assistants, as compared to none for last
year. The total costs are increased by 53 per cent,
while contingencies are also increased by 66 per
cent. I bring this to the notice of the Chamber be-
cause when we see increases of this magnitude it
is quite obvious that somebody has to pay. This is
one of the highest increases in the Estimates. A
department that previously had 126 staff member
now has 191-an increase of 65.

At the computing centre, 42 people are em-
ployed-30 in operations and 12 in data prep-
aration. This is 14 more than were employed last
year. There has been a substantial increase in the
cost of this centre.

I hope that in future years the Treasurer and
Ministers would look at increases in this depart-
ment, bearing in mind the costs that have been in-
curred in the community generally. As I have in-
dicated there has been an increase of 50 per cent.

Mr RUSHTON: There has been an explosion
in this particular item. The view is often held that
there is no saving in staff where computers are
used, because the employees are spread out into
different fields.

I refer now to the land information systems
support centre where there has been a consider-
able increase in staff. A great deal of work was
done in the past to introduce this system. I ask the
Treasurer what steps have been taken to achieve
reductions which were anticipated in other areas
when the system was introduced. The system is
not worth a crumpet if it does not achieve its aims
which were to give an efficient system and pro-
duce information when required. It was also sup-
posed to achieve reductions in other departments.
I have not been able to observe reductions in other
areas.

I ask the Treasurer what has been achieved in
the way of reductions as originally claimed. It was
proposed to bring about efficiencies in the
administration of other departments and I ask if
this has been achieved.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the member for Dale have rightly
identified this area as a growth area within
Government. I do not agree with the member for
Dale's statement that money spent on the com-
puting system largely spreads staff without, by
implication, increasing the efficiency of the oper-
ation. As I made clear some time ago this is one
area in which we do not intend to scrimp or un-
necessarily restrain innovation and effectiveness
and that is what is happening. We are spending a
lot more money on computing services and com-
puting areas within Government. We think it will
be well worthwhile and that is illustrated by the
fact that the land information system is held
nationally and internationally-

Mr Rushton: A lot of money has been spent in
the computerisation of the service over many
years.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What is the point?
Mr O'Connor: We started the centre.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We certainly did not

start it in the last eight months, but we have
helped it along its way.

Mr O'Connor: The biggest problem is getting
information to feed into the computers and 26
people were involved initially.

Mr Bryce: I make the point to the member for
Dale that the introduction of that system in terms
of savings will be picked up in land tax because
the land has now been identified and this has
more than paid for the system.

Mr Rushton: From the banking system you
were able to expand momentum.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I wish the member for
Dale had never been in a bank.

Mr Rushton: I wish you had not been a
journalist.

Mr Clarko: I wish you had stayed there.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government will not

change its views about computerisation.
Mr Rushton: Have you picked up other

deficiencies?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members can expect to

see substantial increases in expenditure in this
area whenever it is warranted in the future.

The land information centre is nationally and
internationally acclaimed as far as the Govern-
ment is concerned. The Government is now on the
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verge of taking proper advantage of the work that
has been done in a small part by us and in a big-
ger part by our predecessors to establish the
system. I understand thai we will be well in the
running for major export work in South-East Asia
in the area of computers and for that reason ex-
penditure is earning results and paying dividends.
We do not anticipate any change in this as a
growth area in the future.

Mr MacKINNON: Under item I provision has
been made for new appointments at a cost of
$384 000. Will the Treasurer advise how many
positions will be provided.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I do not have any
idea how many extra positions will be created. I
do not know the nature of the people who are pro-
posed to be employed or their salary rates to make
a sensible long division into it. I will make a note
of it.

Division I11 put and passed.
Division 12-Superannuation Board,

$952 000-put and passed.
Division 13: Government Stores, $5 268 000-
Mr O'CONNOR: Again there has been a sub-

stantial increase in staffing in the Goverment
Stores department. Staff numbers have increased
by 23 making a total of 213.

The main increase has been in the area of tem-
porary assistants. Under the accounts section
there were no temporary assistants last year and
this year there are 14. In the purchasing section
there is provision for one temporary assistant
whereas last year there was none. Under the
heading "Tender Board" provision has been made
for one temporary assistant and again this was not
provided for last year. Under the heading
"Warehouse Control" provision has been made
for two temporary assistants and again there were
none last year.

Last year provision was made for nine tempor-
ary assistants in all and this year provision has
been made for 24.

Under the heading "Contingencies" there has
been an increase from last year of 30.5 per
ccnt-from $1 087 000 to $1 414 000. The total
cost of contingencies has increased from
$4 229 483 to $5.268 million. There has been a
substantial increase in staffing in this area while
some departments have had reductions. The Edu-
cation Department has had a reduction in staff
and yet Government Stores has had an increase in
staff to this great extent.

I do not know whether this is considered to be
an example of Government efficiency. I believe
these areas should be retained to a greater degree.

When we see substantial increases in the number
of temporary staff-and there are a large number
throughout the Budget-the indications are that
many of these people will be retained on a perma-
nent rather than a temporary basis.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition makes the same point again but he picks
out items which suit himself. In one section of the
Government Stores Division there is provision for
two temporary assistants at a cost last year of
$30 059. This year the estimate is $23 400. There
has been no change in policy in that department.

Mr O'Connor: I did mention that reduction.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think that should indi-

cate this is something which is not dictated ac-
cording to a consistent policy of subterfuge.

Mr O'Connor: Right through the Budget there
seem to have been substantial increases in the
number of temporary staff, over and above what
has normally been the case for each section or
division.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not aware of any
change in policy. This is my first Budget and I
cannot say that I have great experience of bring-
ing down a Budget.

I notice the increases to which the Leader of
the Opposition refers and the variation, not only
in the numbers, but also in the amounts of money.
There having been no change in policy, I can pre-
sume only that the previous policy has resulted in
this display of variation. That is all I can say on
the subject; I cannot say I have had the matter of
the need for extra temporary assistance raised
with me for any reason.

Mr O'Connor: They have just been put on.
There is also provision for other vacant positions.
I presume that if they have not been put on they
will be next year.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that tem-
porary assistance recognises vacancies in that
manner. I think it refers to the establishment. For
there to be a vacancy it must be an establishment
position in the first place.

Division 13 put and passed.
Division 14: Government Printing Office,

$19 637 000-
Mr RUSHTON: The matter which comes up

again and again is that of vacant positions and the
general staffing of the Government Printing
Office. The actual costs of the Government
Printer are in line with general movements and
there has been a general movement of staff. I ask
the Treasurer to give some understanding of the
Government's intention with regard to the
Government Printer. Will this office carry out
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more in-house work or continue to seek contracts
for the printing work which used to go out?

Mr Brian Burke: What was the policy when
your party was in Government?

Mr RUSHTON: To put it out to contract from
time to time.

Mr Brian Burke: The policy has not changed.
Mr RUSH-TON: The Treasurer could say that

about everything but the policy is changing. What
he is really saying is that he has not given it much
attention yet.

Mr Brian Burke: Is the member asking whether
the policy will change?

Mr RUSHTON: The Government has been in
office for a number of months and it must have
some idea with regard to the policy and whether it
has changed.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, that is right. We have
issued no directions to the Government Printing
Office and therefore we presume it is operating
under the previous policy.

Mr Court: Has a performance audit been car-
ried out into the operations of the Government
Printer?

Mr RUSHTON: Is the Treasurer saying that
the department has been allowed to run on and it
has not been disturbed by the Government?

Mr Brian Burke: I presume it is following the
previous policy: we have issued no instructions to
the contrary.

Division 14 put and passed.
Division 15: Audit, $3 187 000-
Mr RUSHTON; There has basically been no

movement in the cost of running this department.
Would the Treasurer advise members of ef-
ficiency audits which will be carried out. Will this
department carry them out or will his own special
department be created. From these Figures one
would assume that no changes will take place. If
anything, the department has less in real terms
than it previously had. How does the Treasurer
intend to tackle the question of efficiency audits?
Who will carry them out and when?

Mr COURT: I would like to make some gen-
eral comments in connection with the operations
of the Auditor General's department. As the pre-
vious speaker mentioned, the Government has
said a good deal about different efficiency drives
and new techniques which will be brought in to
make Government more efficient. I support any
movements designed to make the operations of
Government more efficient and more effective. I
ask the Treasurer whether any consideration
would be given to allowing some of the auditing

work within Government departments to be car-
ried out by outside auditors: that is. private firms
of accountants. In regard to many Government
departments I do not see the reason that it is
necessary to use the Auditor General's depart-
ment. I realise that in some cases it may be
necessary because private firms could not be im-
partial. A specific example to which I refer is the
Mines Department. Probably every major ac-
countancy Airm in Perth has connections with a
mining company and therefore could not be used
to provide an impartial audit of that department.

The practice seems to be that all Government
operations must be audited by the Auditor Gen-
eral's department and I think this practice has
some downfalls. Bearing in mind the Treasurer's
expressed aim of trying to increase efficiency in
these departments, I believe much could be
achieved by introducing new ideas and procedures
into the operations of them.

Another suggestion would be to allow private
auditors to be exchanged with auditors in the
Auditor General's department. Those people in
the private sector could work in the Auditor Gen-
eral's department for a contract period of one or
two years and put into that department the exper-
tise they have in specific areas. Alternatively, the
people in the Auditor General's department could
go into the private sector and gain experience in
auditing procedures and techniques followed
there. In many cases it would be beneficial to
both sides. I am not saying that such a proposal
would affect the cost in any way, but it would be
an attempt to generate new ideas to make
Government departments more efficient. I ask the
Treasurer to consider that suggestion.

A further point relates to the small business de-
velopment corporation where provision was made
for the accounts of that corporation to be audited
by the Auditor General's department. I would
have thought that with the Government's aim of
trying to assist the small business sector, it was
commonsense for that corporation to be audited
by the private sector.

I therefore ask the Treasurer to consider the
points I have raised with regard to auditing of
Government departments by the Auditor Gen-
eral's department, the use of the private sector for
some Government department audits, and an
interchange of Government and private sector
auditors on a contract basis.

Mr MacKINNON: I asked a question on 26
October relating to the office of the Auditor Gen-
eral. Since the election, and prior to it, the
Treasurer, as the leader of his party, indicated
that he would move to extend the role of the
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Auditor General significantly. In fact, an article
in The Wesc Australian quoted the Treasurer as
follows-

In other moves to improve efficiency the
Government will: Expand the role of the
Auditor General to enable him to check the
efficiency of Government departments and
agencies-

As I understand it, the Government has begun to
implement the conducting of efficiency audits in
at least two Government departments; yet we see
the stafr numbers in the office of the Auditor
General declining from 127 in 1982-83 to 107 in
1983-84. In my question on 26 October 1 asked
how the Treasurer reconciled the earlier state-
ment about the decline in staff numbers, in the
light of indications by the Government of
improved efficiency audits or more efficiency
audits, and an extension of the role of the Auditor
General. In his answer, the Treasurer referred me
to the Auditor General's report for this year; and
yesterday, in fact, he provided me with a
suggested reply to my question.

The answer indicated exactly what the Auditor
General had said in his report. It reads as fol-
lows-

At July 1, 1982 the establishment of the
department including my position was 128.
During the course of the year four items were
abolished-two as a result of discontinuing
audits of private charitable institutions. With
the transfer of local authority audits to the
private sector the establishment was further
reduced by 16 to 108 from July 1, 1983. The
displacement of staff is to take place during
1983-84 as work on the audit of 1982-83 ac-
counts of local authorities is finalised.

The reduction in the establishment pro-
vided the opportunity to restructure the de-
partment to place more emphasis on
planning, training and, development of audit
practice and data processing audit skills.

There is no reference in the report to any exten-sion of the role of the Auditor General or, for that
matter, to the provision of extra staff to carry out
efficiency audits.

As you would he well aware as an ex-Treasury
oficer, Mr Deputy Chairman (Mr I. F. Taylor),
efficiency audits require more than accountants to
be successful. They need the provision of other
skills to ensure that the departments being exam-
ined are operating efficiently.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government has an-
nounced, as the forerunner of its activities in this
area, that a functions review committee is
currently carrying out a review of all Government

functions to determine whether they should pro-
ceed. We are also in the process of establishing an
efficiency audit of two departments. The depart-
ments have not been selected, but I understand
that the Auditor General has completed the ef-
ficiency audit of an authority under the auspices
of the Department of Agriculture. Following the
completion of the work of the functions review
committee, the efficiency audits of the two de-
partments selected will be carried out.

I make no commitment as to whether those
audits will be carried out by the Auditor Gen-
eral's department or by private auditors. There
are arguments on each side indicating who should
be responsible for the efficiency audits. When the
decision is made and the audits are initiated, the
Parliament will be informed, if anyone cares to
ask a question.

As I say, the functions review committee is the
first of the Government's major initiatives. It is a
precursor to the efficiency audits in individual de-
partments. I suppose the functions review com-
mittee may recommend that certain functions
should not be continued;, and it would be obtuse to
carry out an efficiency audit of a function prior to
establishing that it should proceed.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr COURT: I ask the Treasurer to indicate his

attitude to private sector auditors doing the
auditing work of Government departments, and to
having people from the private sector going into
the Auditor General's department and vice versa.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am sorry that I
neglected to touch on that point. I have no objec-
tion to the second proposition.

In relation to the First proposition, because of
the peculiarities of government, we are informed
that is not likely to be possible. Private auditors
generally do not have the expertise that would
permit them to carry out much of the work of the
Auditor General.

Mr Court: it is no different from any other
business.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can only say I am in-
formed that the statutory obligations in respect of
certain statutory authorities and other Govern-
ment activities make it different. The member
may be right; I do not know.

Mr Court: I am just saying they could do it bet-
ter than the Auditor General's department. It
would be a more objective audit than the Auditor
General's department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: l have never found the
Auditor General to be less than objective. I know
he does an excellent job. Can the member for
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Nedlands give me a specific instance in which the
Auditor General has not been objective?

Mr Court: A private auditor works in a wide
range of fields, and different people have exper-
tise in different areas. The Auditor General's de-
partment becomes ingrown in its activities. That
is the reason, if you carry out your performance
audits, you will have to rely upon getting outside
advice coming in.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying we will
not do it that way when we do efficiency auditing.
However, I am interested to hear the member's
comments on the reason that the Auditor General
is not objective.

Mr Court: I am saying that by using expertise
in the private sector, you will get a better auditing
function carried out.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that point;
but on what occasion has the Auditor General not
been objective?

Mr Court: I am not saying he has not been ob-
jective. I say you will get a better auditing
function carried out.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the member
made a mistake, whatever he meant to say.

Mr Peter Jones: In fact, when you said there
was a statutory obligation, that obligation relates
to the fact that the Auditor General has to be not
so much physically doing the audit, but satisfied.
He carries the burden. Because of that, there were
items when instrumentalities were in fact audited
by private or outside auditors because of the work
load. That was done with the approval of the
Auditor General. I know of two or three instances
within my own former responsibility where the
Auditor General approved of its being done by a
private, independent assessment. That also re-
lieved him of some workload. It is not that it can-
not be done. I would have thought that what the
member for Nedlands is talking about is the value
and desirability of having what may be seen to be
a fresh, independent look at it. That is what I am
seeking in a couple of statutory authorities. It capt
be done with the desirability and the willingness
to do it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can only repeat that I
have been informed, although I suppose not inevi-
tably. that Government auditing requires somne
expertise that auditors in the private sector often
do not have. I suppose, to put it more accurately,
it does not have as wide a field to cover.

In relation to the second point raised by the
member for Nedlands, I cannot see the problem.
That is in line with the policy we announced prior
to the election for an interchange between

Government and private enterprise employees.
That will proceed in due course.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr 1. F.
Taylor): Before we move on. I draw the attention
of members to the fact that there were on my last
count about five private conversations taking
place in the Chamber, and this is making it diffi-
cult for the Mansard reporters to hear what is
being said by the speaker on his feet. If members
wish to hold conversations, I suggest they do so
outside rather than in the Chamber.

Division 15 put and passed.
Division 16: Taxation, 5379 000-
Mr LAURANCE: This Division gives me the

opportunity to roundly condemn the Government
for the huge tax grab it is taking in this Budget. I
point out to members that this year under this
Division we have seen huge increases in State
taxes and charges which can be described as
nothing other than savage charges on the people
of this State. I will deal in depth with these in-
creases and refer particularly to payroll tax,
stamp duty, and land tax.

This year. payroll tax will increase by $19.5
million, stamp duty will increase by $28.7 million,
and land tax will increase by $7.4 million. This
amounts to a huge $55.6 million increase in the
tax grab by this Government.

We all know that business has been through
difficult times. We ended up on this side of the
Chamber mainly because of that. I thought any
Government that came in would have as its main
aim a balanced Budget with no increases in taxes
and charges in the first year. By doing that, this
Government would have honoured its promises
and made it a lot easier for business to recover,
and we have heard a great deal from the Prime
Minister and the Treasurer urging that everything
be done to assist a business recovery.

The reverse has happened in this State under
this Government, which has set back the recovery
in the business sector by taking a huge chunk of
any profits that might accrue to it this financial
year by increasing its tax slug.

The Government had no hesitation in breaking
the promises it made before the election. It has
wanted to set the scene for the next 21/ years of
Labor Government. So, despite the poor trading
and economic conditions in this State, the
Government has made a huge tax slug on the
business community so that when the economy
does improve-if it does over the next two
years-the Government will reap the benefit of
these tax levels.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you think it will?
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Mr LAURANCE: We both hope the economy
will improve-everyone does. But the Government
is hoping the people wilt have forgotten this huge
tax bite by the next election. However, the people
will remember the Government as being a
Government of high taxes, and we have evidence
of that here in this Budget.

Mr Brian Burke: Can I ask you-

Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer cannot, be-
cause I want ro use all my time.

Mr Brian Burke: You have unlimited time.

Mr LAURANCE: I have plenty of time and I
want to use it to highlight what the Government
has been doing by way of increased taxes.

I will deal with payroll tax first. it is ludicrous
of the Government to bring forward measures
that will increase its payroll tax take in this State
by almost $20 million when, before being elected,
the Government committed itself to getting rid of
this tax. One would have thought that we could at
least expect-certainly business would have ex-
pected this because it was sweet-talked by the
ALP before the election-substantial benefits in
this area to be given to small business after the
ALP had been elected. But quite the reverse has
happened to that which was promised.

The Government has made no attempt to shift
the burden of payroll tax from small business.
The problem is not only the payroll tax to be col-
lctied, but also the way it wilt be collected. The
Government's actions can be described only as a
tax purge to track down every last dollar that
might become available to it.

Mr Cowan: Don't you know how much payroll
tax went up the last year you were in Govern-
ment?

Mr LAURANCE: It increased 10.1 per cent,
and it might be remembered that we did not go to
the electors promising to remove it this year. This
Government made firm promises to the people of
this State, but all we have had are pathetic ex-
cuses such as. "We didn't mean in the first year;
we meant in the life of the Labor Government"
This is a bell of a way to start a three-year pro-
gramme increasing the tax grab by $20 million.
The Government's excuses for increasing the
threshhold for payroll tax are absolutely pathetic.

Mr Brian Burke: But the life of the Labor
G;overnment could be 20 years.

Mr LAURANCE: This tax purge will mean
that an extra $20 million will be taken from the
business community this year. from people who
expected sonic relief and some incentive to put on
more people.I

I refer members now to the way in which the
grouping provisions of payroll tax are being
interpreted by this Government. This is being
done in a very harsh way.

Mr Court: Except in the union movement.
Mr LAURANCE: The union movement is

given an exemption, and not just for payroll tax.
Two or three years ago, a case was taken before

the Supreme Court in this State when the Com-
missioner of Taxation tried to apply the grouping
provisions. The case by the Commissioner of
Taxation against a company called Scott,
Cameron, and Middleford Pty. Ltd. was unsuc-
cessful. As a result of the commissioner's losing
the case, he put to the Premier and Treasurer of
the day a submission to tighten the grouping pro-
visions, which submission was brought to the
Cabinet for consideration. I was a member of that
Cabinet. An amendment was introduced to the
Parliament in 1981, and I quote now section
16D (7) of the Pay-roll Tax Act-

(7) Where the Commissioner is satisfied,
having regard to the nature and degree of
ownership or control of the business and to
any other matters that he considers relevant,
that it would not be just and reasonable to in-
clude as a member of a group a person or
persons carrying on a business, the Com-
missioner may, by order in writing served on
that person or persons, exclude him or them
from the group.

A new section 16H was included which was
nowhere near as favourable to the payroll tax-
paying taxpayers as was previously the case, be-
cause it gave the commissioner the opportunity to
widen his grouping provision net.

As a member of the Cabinet, I agreed to what
was proposed, because it was put to me that many
people operating businesses were doing so in the
form of a chain of businesses.

I clearly recall one example of a real estate
office, where the real estate agent, or company, or
group, made available a number of different
agencies operating in different suburbs and these
were set up as separate companies to escape the
provisions of the Pay-roll Tax Act. These people
were not being caught, yet they were one of a
'chain of companies which should have been pay-
ing payroll tax.

My colleagues and I agreed with the com-
missioner's proposal, so we brought it to Parlia-
ment where it was finally accepted. We then had
a much more onerous section 16H in the Act.

Since this Government has come to office, part
of its tax purge has been to try to get many more
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dollars into the Government's coffers to be used in
a way it sees fit and to implement its socialist
policies. I believe the Commissioner of Taxation
has been instructed to use the grouping provisions
in a much tougher way against taxpayers who
have to pay payroll tax in this State.

This must have a dampening effect on employ-
ment; it must have a deleterious effect on profits
and on the economic recovery for which we are all
hoping. I have been given some examples of this
since I have been investigating this matter over
the last few weeks. I have been given examples of
companies which, faced with these increases, have
closed their doors and put off employees rather
than pay the taxes.

The situation also applied to a small business in
my electorate in Carnarvon. The grouping pro-
visions were applied to a small business there, the
principal business involved being a hardware store
which had operated in the town for many years.
Its proprietor happened to be talking to a business
friend of his in the town some years ago, and be-
tween them they decided to go into a further
business. They established a new business between
them-a partnership.

I will call the businessman with the hardware
store businessman A and the businessman with a
completely different business, businessman B.
They decided to set up a business which I will call
business C. These businessmen thought it would
be a good idea to provide 9 service for the town
and at the same time employ local people.
Business C is an air charter company, the only
company of its kind in the town, which provides
employment for four pilots and one office girl. At
one time it employed seven pilots. It is important
to note that these companies are not associated;
they are quite separate companies, but the com-
missioner grouped them together. So we have an
aircraft company established in Carnarvon. I
want to make the point that the functions of that
company had nothing to do with the businesses of
businessmen A and B. It is quite a separate
business and the timing was quite different. These
companies bore no relationship to each other at
all, except that they were in the same town. IHow-
ever, they have been given an assessment under
the new grouping provisions.

The businessmen have been to seek legal ad-
vice, but as a result of the amendment to the Act
in 1981. there is no way they can avoid this
grouping provision. What the commissioner has
donc is not illegal, but it is immoral. I am sur-
prised the Government has gone to the lengths it
has to direct the commissioner to seek out every
last dollar he can, through State Taxation. It is

contrary to the promises of this Government be-
fore it came to power.

To return to the Carnarvon situation: The as-
sessment goes back to the time when the new
grouping provision amendment was introduced
into this Parliament. These people have been
given an assessment under the grouping provision
because it goes backito 198 1. The directors of the
business considered closing the business down and
sacking the four pilots, and selling the aircraft.
They have been told to go back to doing what
they were doing previously. That will not help the
employment of people in the town. The
businessmen have decided to keep going, possibly
because of the tax losses involved. It is very diffi-
cult in a time of economic downturn to operate a
small business in a remote area and this business
has not made profits.

The easy way out would have been to fold up
the business, but the businessmen have decided to
keep going and to pay the payroll tax. In addition
to the grouping provisions being used the way
they are, the commissioner now-because those
various companies are grouped-has the right to
change the individual threshhold. So now those
companies would not be paying payroll tax at all
if they were separate, because they would have
been below the threshhold.

The Premier has tried to keep part of his prom-
ise by putting a threshhold on payroll tax, but he
has not kept his promise to eliminate it.

With the threshhold provision being applied
now, both the small businesses are paying more
tax than they would have been if they had been
separate companies. However, because they have
been grouped under the new provisions, they have
the onerous task of paying the payroll tax.

I made representations to the Commissioner of
State Taxation on behalf of the businessmen. I
add that I have the highest regard for Mr Wilkes.
Prior to my discussion with him, he did remind
me of his responsibility, as Commissioner of State
Taxation, to protect the State's revenue. I ap-
preciate that fact, but I do not think it is right
that the Government should be pursuing tax in
the way it is. I pointed out to the commissioner
that the businesses in question were quite separate
concerns, had commenced operations at different
times, and had nothing to do with the original
businesses these businessmen had commenced. He
said that they had received bad advice. He told
me that he had been addressing accountants far
and wide at conferences to ensure that they were
giving proper advice to their clients. He said these
businessmen should have been given the advice
that they could be caught under the grouping pro-
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vision. When I took that information to my con-
stituents, they said that was all very well, but be-
cause they were separate businesses they had sep-
arate accountants and separate banks.

When the businessmen decided to establish the
business, they decided to have separate account-
ants and separate banks so they would not know
about the other businesses. One would not expect
accountant A, who is setting up business A, to
know that business C may be grouped with it. I
think that just highlights the difficulty in which
small businesses can be placed with the grouping
provisions.

This Government is not providing incentives for
people to operate small businesses. It is causing
people to close up and get out. As if it is not
enough to be using the grouping provisions in this
way, the commissioner has decided to hound as
many small businesses as he can.

This must be a direction from the State
Government because many small businesses
around the State have been written to by the com-
missioner about the provisions of the payroll tax
legislation.

While this case has been occurring in
Carnarvon, almost every other small business has
been sent a letter asking a series of questions
about other businesses which may be involved and
so on. It is obviously intended to ascertain where
the group provisions of the payroll tax can be ex-
tended to other businesses around the town.

Mr Court: I have seen the letter and it appears
they are guilty until they prove their innocence.

Mr LAURANCE: Because the letter is
couched in those terms, it has caused anxiety. The
small business people must obtain certain infor-
mation so they will have to go to their account-
ants, and this costs money. They are asking their
accountants, "What have I done wrong?" Some
think the matter involves Federal income tax
which has not been paid. Many people do not
understand the difference between Federal and
State taxation matters.

The tax accountant in my town told me he was
receiving from small business people who also had
been complaining about the letter many requests
to obtain information for them. The accountant
said that it has been good business for him. He is
charging people money because they wish to re-
spond to the letter and provide the information
asked of them.

Small business people are inundated with re-
quests for information and often go to their ac-
countants to obtain it. The Government stands
condemned for its attitude to payroll tax and
small businesses in this State.

Let us consider the area of stamp duty. A sum
of S28.7 million is the expected increase in rev-
enue from this area. Once again, we note huge in-
creases which are steep and savage. I am sure the
Government did not note what had happened with
the previous Government.

I agree with the member for Merredin when he
said the Government had not considered the in-
Creases in stamp duty in the last year. I am sure
this Government did not look back to ascertain
the effect of previous taxes in this area, because
if it had, surely it would have left the stamnp duty
area alone this year. No, the Government wants
to fund the $50 million for the development cor-
poration and to buy a lot of other businesses; it
needs the funds so the taxpayer has to pay. The
Government is saying, "Forget about the golden
promises made before the election; hit them hard
in the first year. Don't worry that it is a difficult
year". We are trying to get a recovery going. The
Government thinks that if it hits people hard now,
they will have forgotten about it by the next elec-
tion. The Government will be back for more.

My phone jumped off the hook on Sunday
when some of my electors got the Sunday Times
and saw the Treasurer's picture. They said they
wished he would stop sucking his pencil and
thinking about his love poems, and sharpen his
pencil and stick it into payroll tax.

Mr Court: Some of the poetry was quite good.
Mr LAURANCE: Was it? I thought it was a

bit mushy actually.
Mr Thompson: Sue thought it was nice.
Mr Clarko: Sue thinks everything about him is

nice.
Mr LAURANCE: The public want the

Treasurer to take a sharp pencil to the tax area.
Mr Brian Burke: I am sorry to interrupt; I am

not trying to be difficult, but I have an appoint-
ment tonight to which the Leader of the Oppo-
sition also is going. I do not want to restrict de-
bate, but it would be a great help if we could get
through this. I have agreed to put off the debate
on forests until your spokesman comes back.

Mr LAURANCE: I will accede to the request
on the understanding that the Treasurer extends
the same courtesy to me if I am not here when the
transport debate comes on.

Mr Brian Burke: Of course we will.
Mr LAURANCE: I refer now to the matter of

stamp duty. To double stamp duty on vehicles, is
a cruel and savage move. I am sure the Treasurer
was thinking about people with expensive motor
vehicles and was saying that if they could afford
to buy an expensive car, they could pay higher
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taxes. He wants to average everybody down to the
socialistic level so that everybody has a cheap car
and does not have to pay much stamp duty. It is
not the people with Mercedes Benz, Porsche, and
BMW vehicles who will be caught; it is those who
sell motor vehicles and commercial vehicles such
as buses and trucks. People who run trucks and
have to sell their old trucks and buy new ones will
be hit. Business people have to pay these heinous
increases in stamp duty. They have been to see
the Minister assisting the Treasurer, (Mr
Berinson) to appeal to him to think again about
this matter. They told him the Government was
putting its foot on the throat of business and kill-
ing business through the huge increases in stamp
duty. The Government may point to last year's in-
creases in stamp duty, but it has put on a 100 per
cent increase this year.

Land tax is increasing substantially. I agree
with the comments made earlier about the land
information system; that is important work for the
State. and we are leading Australia in that re-
spect. Some other States have a type of titles
register on computer-South Australia has
one-which can do things that we cannot yet do.
In that State it is a matter of someone's pressing a
button and typing the name into a computer and
every piece of land owned by that person comes
up on the screen with a written description of the
land. When we bring our system on line, that fa-
cility will be available, but we will have not only a
written description, but also a physical descrip-
tion-a map of the land will appear on the screen.

It is an efficient method of collecting land tax
so that tax will increase as a result of the in-
creased efficiency of the computerised land infor-
mation system. I am not complaining about that.
This debate gives me an opportunity to point out
what is happening. Despite all the pretty words
and poetry and the new socialist ideas, this is a
real tax slug. The way the Taxation Com-
missioner is being asked to carry out his duties is
nothing more than a purge of business taxpayers.
It will result in greater unemployment and it is a
real hindrance to our overcoming the economic
problems we are facing.

Mr COURT: Taxes have increased savagely
this year by some 20 per cent. Some taxes in the
stamp duty area show an increase of around 30
per cent. This has occurred in a year during which
considerable restraint has been exercised and dur-
ing which the Government introduced prices legis-
lation in an attempt to keep prices down. The
public have accepted price, wage, and salary re-
straint and the business sector has done what it
can to keep prices down; but this Government
which has talked so much about bringing down

prices has raised its charges considerably. It is not
good enough in a year when things are tough.

I ask the Treasurer whether the financial
institutions duty legislation is being introduced
today.

Mr Brian Burke: It was given a first reading
today.

Mr COURT: If the legislation is similar to the
draft legislation, a lot of staff will be required to
get the duty operating. I cannot see any specific
allowance in the Budget for the people who will
be required to get FID operating and for those
who will be required to police it. A large force will
be needed to make sure it is working correctly.
The Treasurer would know from the examples in
New South Wales and Victoria that many staff
were required when FID was introduced. He
should tell us what staff the Government esti-
mates will be required to introduce the duty and
to p~olice it once it is in force, remembering that in
the next few months they will have to process
many exempt accounts and other technicalities re-
quired to bring this tax into operation. It is quite
true, as the Treasurer said, that the private sector
largely will have to handle the collection of the
duty. It will be a big burden on those institutions,
but, at the same time, a big burden will be placed
on the Treasury to collect the tax.

By introducing FID, the Treasurer has cut out
section 112K stamp duty. I would like him to ex-
plain the listing of that duty under credit facili-
ties. If it is being cut out for six months of the
year, I should have thought considerably less
would be collected than has been included in the
revenue Estimates. The credit facilities go from
$22 million to $18 million. I should have thought
the figure would be around $13 million if the
money is being collected for only half a year. Per-
haps the Treasurer can explain that.

In relation to motor vehicle licences, we made it
clear earlier that the savage increase in stamp
duty would have a detrimental effect on the com-
mercial trucking and bus area. These people are
just beginning to realise what has taken place,
and there has been quite a backlash. So on the
question of stamp duty, I want some clarification
on that credit facilities area.

On the question of stamp duty on cheques. I do
not see why the Premier does not cut it out. He is
bringing in this tax which will give him an ad-
ditional $6 million-odd a year, and it would be
reasonable for him to cut out stamp duty on
cheques. He can then cut out the staff required to
police that particular aspect.

I would like to reinforce the comments made on
payroll tax collection. There has been quite a
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purge by the Treasurer on collecting payroll tax.
The group provisions are being interpreted in
quite a wide sense. I am sure there must be some
explanation. As the Premier knows, I have been
asking questions in connection with the Labor
Party and the union movement which has some-
how managed to get round these group provisions
which are currently catching many people in the
private sector. I know that the Labor Party might
have the ability to have its staff working for the
party spread around different unions, and simi-
larly with the TLC getting its staff below the
threshold so that they can conveniently call on ex-
pertise in individual unions when required to as-
sist in union activities.

It seems surprising that some of these unions
are not also included under those group provisions
with the TLC, because there is a lot of
interchange of labour between those two. I would
have thought that the provisions would have been
interpreted in a similar fashion to the way in
which they have been applied in the private sec-
tor.

Letters were sent out to business people in dif-
ferent areas. I have a copy of a letter here. Many
people have to go to quite a lot of trouble to show
that they are not required to pay payroll tax. The
Government throws the onus onto the small
business, partnership, or whatever to prove that
they do not have to pay the payroll tax, and the
collection of much of the information required, as
the member for Gascoyne said, provides more
work for the accounting profession, but it is the
sort of work for which small business should not
have to pay. The letter reads-

Dear Sir
PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT ACT,
1971

This Department is conducting an exercise
into the possible liability of employers for the
payment of payroll tax.

In ordcr to dctermine if you are liable for
payroll tax would you please provide answers
to the following questions-

1. Number of employees?
2. Do you pay wages in any other State?
3. What gross wages were paid last week?
4. What gross wages were paid in the

1981-82 and 1982-83 years?
5. Do the owners of the business have any

interests in any other businesses that pay
wages? Please provide details of
ownership and wages paid by those other
businesses.

6. Do you engage any subcontractors?
Please specify.

7. Do you rent, lease or hire goods to any
other person or company?
Please specify.

Would you please arrange to forward
answers to the above questions as soon as
possible.

To summarise, I indicate that the Premier
underestimated the number of people required for
the introduction of this hideous new tax, and I
think he will find that the policing of that Act
correctly will require a large staff. It will certainly
require additional computer facilities to back up
that particular duty.

On the other point, stamp duty on cheques
should be cut out, considering that initially the
Government said it would bring in another tax
only to replace the stamp duty on discounted se-
curities. That brought in about $I million a year.
What the Government is doing now will bring in
$16 million a year, so why not cut out stamp duty
on cheques?

If the Premier could expand the credit facilities
there, I would be interested to know why that will
bri ng in some $18 million.

Mr O'CONNOR: I rise to make some com-
ments on tax issues, because some people, Mr
Chairman, including people in your electorate,
will get a shock when they appreciate the details
of this taxation which is to be imposed on them.
and some of it will be apparent only next year.
We have said before that taxation itself went up
from $475 million to $573 million, an increase of
$98 million, or 21.4 per cent. I reiterate that this
is the highest amount I have been able to find on
record in Western Australia. Last year taxation
went up 10.1 per cent. This year it was over 21
per cent, a very substantial increase. Land tax
went up 20 per cent from $35 million to $42
million, a very substantial increase; stamp duty,
from $123 million to $153 million, representing
24 per cent; conveyancing by 33 per cent from
$43 million to $56 million; insurance by 16 per
cent; motor vehicle licence fees from $16 million
to $30 million, almost 100 per cent; mortgages
from $7 million to $10 million, 50 per cent; and
payroll tax, despite an undertaking given, by $19
million.

One of the items on which I wanted to com-
ment was tobacco tax. Members will remember
very clearly the occasion on which tobacco tax
was increased by 35 per cent. It was indicated
that this would bring in about $26 million. I
stated very clearly at the time that it would bring
in $40 million, and the Budget now comes up with
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that figure. That is not hard to work out; it is
simple. It is a wonder the Government did not
have the right figures from the start. The Figures
it indicated were substantially lower. Some criti-
cism was made of me for coming up with the fig-
ure of $40 million, which is the figure indicated in
this legislation.

There is no doubt that this is not only a
Government of large numbers of people in depart-
ments, but also a Government of high taxation. I
hope that next year. in the interests of this
country, it is honed back a little. When taxation
increases by over 20 per cent, with an inflation
rate of 9 h per cent, the community of this State
just cannot bear the situation.

I also want to comment briefly in connection
with the FID. FID will bring in about $38 million
in a full year, yet I am unable to see in this par-
ticular Budget where provision has been made for
staff. I ask the Premier for an indication on this,
because FID will be a very difficult tax to im-
plement. not only from the point of view of em-
ployers and organisations, but also from the
Government's point of view in collection. No al-
lowance appears to have been made for staffing
and for people to collect the FID. The Premier
should be able to give an indication why this is so
and what the Government proposes to do. Perhaps
there will be an allowance later on in the Budget
for this, and perhaps he can indicate what will
occur later on in that regard. This is a particu-
larly important section of the Budget to us. and is
one on which we have spoken fairly substantially,
but I would like some comment from the Premier
on this last point.

Mr RUSHTON: I shall refer to taxation. The
Opposition was appalled at the new range of taxes
the Government introduced without regard for the
promises it made prior to the election. I am
worried that the trend creates a new base for
taxation. It is clear that, as the State progresses
economically, this new plateau of charges will
move upwards more viciously than ever. We must
combine that aspect with the fact that the
Government has restructured its staffing in a very
costly way. Last night I indicated that, in the
budget for the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net, over SI million had been added to introduce
what the Treasurer referred to as
"efficiencies"-something which was achieved
previously without spending an extra S I million.

Wages will increase in line with inflation and,
therefore. I issue a warning that we are in for a
spiral of new and increased taxes.

It is interesting to note the impact on the com-
munity of increased Government charges. Since

this Government was elected the following in-
creases in charges have occurred: Water rates, 15
per cent; electricity, I5 per cent; bus and train
fares, 33 1/3 per vent; petrol tax 13 / per cent;
country sewerage, 20 per cent; country drainage,
I8 per cent; SHC rents. 10 per cent; hospital
charges. 19 per cent; and gas charges, 15 to 100
per cent. These are all imposts which people will
have to pay. There is no doubt about the direction
this Government intends to take. It does not mat-
ter about the honeyed words, the reality can be
found on the bottom line. The increases in charges
add up to well over $1 000 a year which the
average householder will have to pay.

In the last year of administration of the
O'Connor Government, according to the present
Treasurer when he was Leader of the Opposition.
increased Government charges added $200 to the
impost on the average family.

The way in which the Treasurer has structured
his portfolio is directed towards achieving a high
profile for himself. He portrays himself as a
friendly, kindly gentleman. but he has given him-
self a high priority in order that he has the oppor-
tunity to be on television whenever possible.

The Treasurer put together his portfolios so
that they contained many important areas of re-
sponsibility which are all vote or media catchers.
The Treasurer has given himself the portfolios of
Treasurer, Women's Interests, Forests, and Tour-
ism, along with a number of others which we have
debated already and which are related to his re-
sponsibility as Premier and Treasurer. The
Treasurer gave himself these portfolios to ensure
that he is constantly before the public eye.

Members may say that is good politics, but it is
not good for the administration of forests. Bearing
in mind the burden of the portfolio of Premier
and Cabinet and Treasurer, the portfolio of For-
ests will suffer as well as the portfolio of Tourism.
Indeed, women's interests will not be given the at-
tention they should attract if the Treasurer is
busy working on that portfolio also.

The Government wants to ensure it has a Prem-
ier with a high profile. Some would say that is
good politics, but we will arrive at the situation
which has been reached already in New South
Wales where Premier Wran has not been able to
control various aspects of administration. As a re-
sult,' misdemeanours and the like have occurred
and the chickens will come home to roost in due
course.

As we know, the Government has set up about
its one-hundredth review or inquiry. Mr John
Pritchard, a person whose abilities and dedication
are held in high regard by most of us. is to con-
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duct an inquiry into the efficiency of the Public
Service. I ask the Treasurer to outline the terms
of reference of that inquiry. Does the establish-
ment of such an inquiry indicate that, when it
came into office, the Government had little idea
as to how it would carry out all the promises and
commitments it had made? The Government has
established all these inquiries in Order to ascertain
what it should do. In a year or two the reports of
these inquiries will be trotted out and the Govern-
ment will be putting their recmmendations into
effect.

However, what is happening in the meantime?
As a result, a great deal of employment and in-
itiative are being lost to the State. The Govern-
ment's actions are counterproductive and they
should be very harshly judged bearing in mind its
actions to date in this regard.

The Government is talking about efficiency,
but it has demonstrated already in the Budget
that it is not efficient. It is a high taxing Govern-
ment and before too long the public will realise
that. When it has been in office for another year,
the Government will not be able to say that it has
been there for a short time only and, therefore, it
will be judged for what it is. Its performance will
still be very poor and it will still be a high taxing
Government.

Could the Treasurer indicate the terms Of
reference of the inquiry which is to be conducted
by Mir John Pritchard, how long the inquiry will
take, and what the Government hopes to achieve
as a result of it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Most of the matters
raised on this issue were of a general nature and
highly critical of the Government. I do not intend
to go into a long answer about those matters. I am
sure they are mainly political.

Mr MacKinnon: It would be hard to explain
away such large increases in taxation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think it is appro-
priate to answer all those criticisms. They have
been made before.

As far as Mr Pritchard's inquiry is concerned,
as was indicated, a two-year period was thought
to be appropriate and we were expecting to re-
ceive some advice in progressive stages during
that period.

I do not have the terms of reference here. How-
ever, broadly speaking, they were to review the
functions of Government and to advise Govern-
ment on the efficiency of the continued functions.
There was plenty of publicity about the inquiry at
the time it was established and if the member
wants the terms of reference in more detail he has
only to ask my office and they will be provided.

In relation to the collection of the financial
institutions duty, as indicated previously during
discussion on the Treasury estimates, the
Treasury is putting a proposition to the Govern-
ment about an increase in staff that will be re-
quired generally and that will encompass the need
for additional people in respect of FID, although
as I indicated previously the collection of FID
falls mainly on the institutions which are paying
it. It is their obligation to deal with the
administration and collection of it.

Mr Court: A lot of staff will be required par-
ticularly in the initial six or 12 months when it is
coming into operation and also a lot of staff will
be required to police it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We will be monitoring it.
What is the member's point?

Mr Court: You know from the New South
Wales and Victorian experiences that you need a
lot of staff and there will have to be an allowance
for it which is not in this Budget.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
the member was here, but as I said previously,
Treasury is in the process of putting a submission
to Government about extra staff that will be re-
quired. It may well be that the number of people
employed to deal with FID will be outlined in the
proposition.

Mr Peter Jones: But you are intending that
FID will start on I January. Allowing for
Christmas, how can you recruit staff and put
them into place, if the staff to whom you are
referring are those about whom Treasury is mak-
ing a submission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Treasury assures me that
the administration of FID from its point of view is
well covered and the first returns are not due until
the end of February or thereabouts.

Mr Peter Jones: It will be interesting to see
whether Western Australia will be different from
New South Wales and Victoria in this matter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It will be interesting also
to see, if Treasury is unable to handle the
administration, why it has not said that some
alternative approach to the employment of staff is
necessary.

All I can say once again is that Treasury has
assured me that in the matter of the collection
and administration of FID, the area of demand on
Government is well handled, It is a very good de-
partment. I will ask Treasury to make sure it has
the matter covered, but I do not suspect it of
trying to mislead me to plunge the Government
into chaos as FID needs to be collected.
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Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again
at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Tonkin (Leader of the House).

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 715 p.m.

BILLS (7) RETURNED

I . Education Amendment Bill.
2. Liquor Licensing (Moratorium) Bill.
3. Indecent Publications and Articles

Amendment Bill.
4. Lotteries (Control) Amendment Bill.
5. Police Amendment Bill.
6. Agriculture and Related Resources Protec-

tion Amendment Bill.
7. Town Planning and Development Amend-

ment Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in
the Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer) in charge
of the Bill.

Division 16: Taxation, $5 379 000-
Progress was reported after Division 16 had

been partly considered.
Mr COURT: During my general comments on

stamp duty, I mentioned the collection of what
are classified as credit facilities. This amount has
decreased from $22 million to $17.8 million. I was
of the opinion that this stamp duty would be cut
out and would draw in less revenue than is listed
in the Budget. Can the Treasurer explain the situ-
ation with that duty?

Mr Brian Burke: The Government is adjusting
that for the financial institutions duty instead of
the excess interest rate which applied over 17.5
per cent and which will be removed.

Mr COURT: I would have thought it would be
approximately $12 million for the half year. I
cannot understand why it is $17.8 million if it will
cut out on I January. Is it because back dues are
owed?

Mr Brian Burke: I understand that contracts
written prior to that date will still be liable, but

new contracts after that date will not have the
surcharge imposed.

Mr COURT: The Treasurer can see my point.
Allowing for inflation, with a sum of $24 million,
half of that for six months would be $12 million,
yet it is $17.8 million. I cannot work that out.

Mr Brian Burke: I cannot readily explain it, but
I presume it is because it is not paid on a pro rata
basis, but in respect of contracts at the time of
signing when stamp duty is imposed. It may be in
the first part of the financial year the number of
contracts signed is known.

Mr COURT: I think it is an even flow through-
out the year.

Mr Brian Burke: I would not know whether
there is an upsurge or not. All I can say is that
that is Treasury's estimate.

Mr COURT: There must be a reason for it.
Mr Brian Burke: I suppose there is. Treasury

thinks that is how much it will get in the First half
year. I will look in the notes I have here.

Mr COURT: There seems to be a significant
difference there, because it has come out in the
second half of the year. I would have thought it
would not bring in that much. The Treasurer may
be able to explain that to mcat a later stage.

Mr Brian Burke: What is it? Item 1o?

Mr COURT: Yes.
Mr Brian Burke: I do not think I am following

you too well. What figures are you looking at
there? Is it $17 million?

Mr COURT: What I am saying is that the
Treasurer should look at the amount of tax being
raised from stamp duties in the revenue sec-
tion-estimated revenue under stamp duties. One
heading is "Credit Facilities". This appears on
page 14 of the Budget papers. When FID comes
out, the threshold is abandoned.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not understand. That is
not the only component of the $22 million.

Mr COURT: I thought it was the only
component.

Mr Brian Burke: Oh no, not at all.

Mr COURT: What are some of the other
components?

The CHAIRMAN: Perhaps I could assist. We
are supposed to be talking about stamp duty, rev-
enue, and expenditure-not the actual revenue.

Mr COURT: That is what I am saying. Stamp
duty is being cut out for the second half of the
year. I merely want an explanation of that par-
ticular amount.

4699



4700 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr Brian Burke: All I can say is that it says
-including Hire Purchase Agreements". I suppose
there are other portions which do not include that
surcharge for hire-purchase arrangements or
interest commitments above that level.

Mr COURT: Perhaps I could put a question on
that later.

Division 16 put and passed.
Division 17: Valuer General's Office,

SS 124000-
Mr COWAN: I notice that expenditure on this

vote is $5 million, I know that the Valuer Gen-
eral's Office does a great deal of work for various
authorities for which charges are levied. I under-
stand that it recoups something like $2 million.
Can the Treasurer give an indication of whether
the work done by the Valuer General's Office and
charged out to other departments or other
authorities is subsidised, and if so, can he give
some indication of the extent involved?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, it is quite heavily
subsidised in some cases. Arrangements vary. I
cannot tell the member the different arrange-
ments which are affected and which cause the
reflection of the lesser-than-full recovery of costs.
My impression is that it is related to who actually
Fends the charge involved.

Mr Cowan: I wanted specific reference to local
government valuations.

Mr Carr: Transport is subsidised.
Mr HASSELL: I have some general observa-

tions. The Leader of the Opposition asked me to
draw attention to the fact that the number of tem-
porary assistants in this department is up I I from
the previous number of I I to a total of 22. The
number of draftsmen and drafting assistants re-
mains static, but wages are down from $441 000
to $423 000. I suppose that is consistent with
what is taking place, although it is not really ex-
plained, because these people would not be paid at
the level at which they would be subject to the 10
per cent pay cut. The overall staffing of the de-
partment is down four.

I want to raise with the Treasurer a more gen-
eral issue of the extent to which it is the policy of
the Government to seek to have any of the work
presently done by the department put out to the
private sector, and whether the Government is
pursuing a policy of increasing private sector
involvement in this work by way of contract, or
whether it is seeking to increase the concentration
of Government work within the department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: To answer the last
question first, I am not aware of any consider-
ation to vary the policy followed by the previous

Government. There has been no conscious effort
or direction, as far as I am aware, to direct more
work to private enterprise or to refrain from
undertaking the amount of work which was nor-
mally carried out. The functions review com-
mittee will address that particular function of the
Government, as it will address others.

In respect of the amount of money involved, I
can only assume the reason advanced by Treasury
for the reduction this year compared with the
actual expenditure last year is correct. Delays in
filling staff vacancies are relevant as is the one
lost pay period this year. I do not have any special
explanation for that matter.

As far as temporary assistants are concerned. I
have had inquiries made of the deputy Under
Treasurer on this matter because it has been
raised on a number of occasions by the Leader of
the Opposition. The deputy Under Treasurer says
there is nothing particularly significant about that
increase in the number of temporary assistants.

The numbers reflect two things. The first is the
seasonal nature of some of the work that needs to
be done, and the second is the fact that it is not
wanted to create a permanent position or item,
because it is not anticipated the work will extend
beyond a limited period. That is all he says about
the temporary assistants and it does not indicate
he believes there are many more than previously.

Division 17 put and passed.

Division 18:
$141 844 000-

Miscellaneous Services,

Mr HASSELL: After deducting the $50
million transferred to the State development fund,
which is presumably the book entry by which the
Argyle payment was transferred out of the
Budget, the Provision made under this item is
down by approximately 11 .5 per cent in real
terms; that is, a reduction from some $92.163
million in 1982-83 to $91.844 million in 1983-84.
That is a rather significant reduction in real terms
for the various bodies that receive money under
this item.

A number of members of the Opposition will
make remarks in the course of debate on the
items about some of those which have been in-
cluded for the first time and some which have
been deleted, so I will not canvass that at this
stage.

In terms of charitable and public bodies, the
overall provision is up from $15.5 million to $16
million which is a 3.3 per cent increase. Of
course, that represents a real drop if one takes
into account inflation of some 8.2 per cent.
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Allocations to some cultural activities have
been reduced. I suppose the Treasurer may re-
spond to that by saying that they will be able to
make it up in other ways or perhaps obtain it
from the sports-culture lottery, but I refer to three
bodies in particular on which the Treasurer may
wish to comment. Firstly, the Australian Ballet
Foundation-

Mr Brian Burke: Could you give me the
numbers?

Mr HASSELL: I do not have the numbers
listed.

Mr Peter Jones: There are no numbers where
they have been removed.

Mr Davies: You can't discuss them if there is
no vote for them.

Mr HASSELL: In fact we can discuss them.

Mr Brian Burke: Could you tell me the ap-
proximate numbers, please?

Mr HASSELL: This one is between items 8
and 9. The second one is the Australian
Elizabethan Theatre Trust which is between items
I I and 12.

Point of Order

Mr DAVIES: Standing Orders say that if there
is no vote, we cannot discuss a matter. if we are
discussing a document and there is no vote on it,
how can we discuss what it will get? It has always
been held in the Chamber previously that if there
is no item number, we cannot discuss something
which isn't there. The Deputy Leader of the Op-
position and the member for Narrogin should
know that, because they have been in the place
long enough.

Mr Old: We can discuss it in general debate.

Mr HASSELL: It seems to me it would not be
your wish, Sir, or, indeed, within the spirit if not
the letter of Standing Orders, to curtail debate on
the real issues in this general opening section.

In the course of debate tonight on the vari.ous
Divisions, we have discussed a wide range of mat-
ters. We have talked about taxation and all sorts
of things. No question has been raised in that re-
gard.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! It seems to me that
the member for Victoria Park has a point. How-
ever, it does not pertain to this section or the de-
bate. Certainly when we come to items, I will not
allow debate on something which is not listed.
However, this is general debate on the Division
and, as such. Standing Orders allow the debate to
continue along the lines it has taken.

Mr Davies: I apologise. I thought you were call-
ing numbers.

Committee Resumed

Mr HASSELL: I mentioned the Australian
Elizabethan Theatre Trust for which the allo-
cation has gone from $20 000 to nil. That is be-
tween items I I and 12. The third one is the Aus-
tralian Music Examination Hoard the allocation
for which has gone from $40 100 to £40000.
There are plenty of items for which the amounts
allocated this year are the same as last year's, so I
do not make a big issue about that. We shall be
commenting on some of the grants which are
being made for the first time. In that respect, in
general terms, I refer to the grant to the East
Timor Association in Western Australia, the Eth-
nic Committees Council of WA (Inc.), the Fourth
International Conference on Mediterranean
Ecosystems, the Learning Centres, and the United
Nations Association. Not all the comments will
be adverse.

Mr Parker: That has been there for a long time.
It was there for many years and it was just re-
moved by your Government.

Mr HASSELL: I said that not all the comment
would be adverse. We are just noting the changes
which are taking place.

Mr Brian Burke: The East Timor Association
was simply provided with accommodation and
that figure represents a value to the office of the
Public Works Department.

Mr HASSELL: It is still a significant represen-
tation of attitude on the part of the Government
in relation to that association, but we will discuss
that in more detail under the item.

Item 107 indicates that the Metropolitan
Water Authority will be made to carry the pen-
sioners' rate concessions. If that is a correct as-
sessment, it represents a significant shift in policy
in relation to accounting and the way with which
it is dealt.

Item 108 refers to the pensioners' travel con-
cessions on the MTT, and it has been calculated
that there will be a significant real reduction in
that item.

Under item 112, the north-west houses rent
subsidy to the State Housing Commission is
reduced substantially and when that is calculated
in the context of rent increases, it can be seen
there is a reduction of 40 per cent in the subsidy.

Item 114 is the subsidy to the Transport Com-
mission on road transport of-grains and fertilisers.
There is a very significant reduction in actual do]-
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tars which leads to a real reduction of approxi-
mately 22 per cent.

Those are the broader comments and I do not
want to put the Treasurer to the trouble of
answering a number of items in the general part
and then refer to the items in particular. I just
leave those general items at 'that point and there
will be a number of commen~ts from members of
the Opposition parties on the items.

Mr WILLIAMS: I refer to the position on
Rottnest Island and the Treasurer knows my atti-
tude to it. An article appeared in last night's
newspaper and also in the newspaper this morning
regarding moorings at Rottnest Island and I be-
lieve this matter should be clarified. In many
cases the mooring fee has increased by more than
100 per cent this year.

It is important to note that at the moment it isillegal to charge that mooring fee and apparently
that has been the case for many years.

Mr Old: They want their money back.
Mr Brian Burke: They would get back more

from a Liberal Government than from this
Government!

Mr WILLIAMS: I am not pointing the finger.
Mr Brian Burke: A blue was made. I guess it

was before your time, but the right of the board to
make these charges has been illegal for a con-
siderable number of years. I was made aware of
that fact when I became chairman of the board,
and immediately instructed that legality be estab-
lished. It is about to be and by "about to be" I
mean that I hope it will be established before the
end of this session of Parliament. Apparently that
is as soon as the Crown Law Department can do
it. That is why we have not released any details
about the increased charges; that came from one
of the people who was asked to pay the increased
charge.

Mr WILLIAMS: I have a bill for $105 this
year and last year it was $55.

Mr Laurance: That is the new Government for
you!

Mr WILLIAMS: That represents a 100 per
cent increase.

Mr Parker: It is a cheap service, isn't it?
Mr WILLIAMS: I do not believe it is.
Mr Brian Burke: It was costing us more to put

them down than we were Betting back.
Mr WILLIAMS: The Government does not

put down the moorings.
Mr Brian Burke: No, but it is involved in

servicing them and that includes the employment

of a ranger. etc. It was costing us more than we
were getting back.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It is about time they paid their
share.

Mr WILLIAMS: I am not arguing the fact
that they should pay their share, but the moorings
are costly enough. It is to everybody's benefit that
the mooring be put down by the people on
Rottnest Island rather than by those in
Fremantle.

Mr Brian Burke: In addition, when you leave
your mooring you can sell it.

Mr WILLIAMS: No, one cannot sell it.
Mr Brian Burke: Yes, you can sell your moor-

ing.
Mr 1, F. Taylor: There has been an illegal trade

in moorings for years.
Mr Brian Burke: No, it is legal, Providing you

sell it to the next one on the list.
Mr WILLIAMS: I want a constructive dis-

cussion. The Treasurer should tell the member for
Kalgoorlie to be quiet so that we can clear up this
matcer. The member for Kalgoorlie should stop
acting like an idiot.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! There will be no
cross-Chamber conversation.

Mr Brian Burke: You must sell it to the next
one on the list. The board was simply telling Bill
Smith that Joe Brown was next on the list and
Bill Smith should go to him and sell him his
mooring.

Mr WILLIAMS: Yes, at an inflated price. If
that policy is pursued, we will find that by 1987,
when the America's Cup is to be held here, those
moorings will be at an absolute premium and, as a
consequence, we could find a certain amount of
black-market activity occurring with moorings
selling at inflated prices which sales are not, in
the true sense of the word, correct.

If a mooring cost SI1o0d to put down, but in
actual fact should cost only $300 or $400, and if
no further moorings are laid in Thompson Bay,
the price of a mooring will suddenly rise to $2 000
or $3 000.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think they can do
that.

Mr WILLIAMS: As chairman of the board,
could the Treasurer investigate the matter, be-
cause scuttlebutt indicates that is occurring?

Mr Brianf Burke: It had better not be. Mind
you, there would be one or two things occurring of
which we did not have much knowledge.

Mr WILLIAMS: If the Treasurer had a deeper
investigation made into the operations of the
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board, he would ind it was aware of many of
these things which are occurring.

I received a letter yesterday which indicates
that the board is required to operate on a com-
mercial basis. I appreciate and understand that,
but Certain things are happening on Rottniest
Island which need further investigation, and I
have nYentioned these in the past.

Mr Brian Burke: I agree.
Mr WILLIAMS: For example, the shop-

keeprs' power charges have been increased to I 8c
a unit. The Minister for Police and Emergency
Services will be interested in this, as will be the
Minister for Education. Teachers on Roitnest
Island are paying a straight 18.5c a unit and all
people employed by the board get their first 90
units of power free. Then the charge increases to
8c a unit, to 1 2c a unit, and over a certain number
of units used, to I18c a unit. If this operation is to
be carried out on a commercial basis these prob-
lems should be rectified. One of the reasons for
increasing the electricity charges has been the in-
creased costs in diesel fuel. There are three of
those big whirligigs on the island and sometimes
they do not operate, although they were installed
at a cost of about $ 100 000 each.

Mr Brian Burke: That was not by the board.
Mr WILLIAMS: I did not say that, but they

still cost about $100 000 each. Their power is sup-
posed to go into the grid Over there to assist in
producing power.

Mr Brian Burke: Of course, they are partly ex-
perimental.

Mr WILLIAMS: I know that, and in many
cases they have proved to be quite efficient.

Mr Brian Burke: Two of these weren't.
Mr WILLIAMS: I understand that the engin-

eer on the island has to monitor the inflow of elec-
tricity into his grid and compare it with the out-
put. He does not really have to monitor his nor-
mal generator and, therefore, it is not necessary
for him to be in attendance at all times. I ask the
Treasurer to investigate this matterT a little further
and to tell us what is happening with these whirli-
gigs and the electricity they generate compared
with the electricity generated by the generator., Is
the power being buried? Is the power being
utilised? If it were more efficiently used we could
keep the cost of electricity to the people on the
island to a minimum rather than at a maximum
as it is now. This matter is worthy of
investigation.

Most importantly we must find out what the
board's policy is on moorings at the island be-
cause moorings will become more scarce as time

goes on. The demand for them will increase
greatly, as can be appreciated, when we get closer
to the America's Cup challenge. This whole mat-
ter has to be straightened out and the problem
rectified to ensure no black-market is created so
that too high a price is paid for each mooring.

The onus is on the person who owns a mooring
to pay for its maintenance. It has nothing to do
with the board, and I do not understand how costs
come into it. The ranger is there to keep an eye on
Rottnest Island.

The fellows who paid for these moorings must
pay $10 each year for the right to land on the
island because they might occasionally use the
public toilets, although I daresay they would use
the toilets at the pub more. The fact remains that
they may use the public facilities.

The board must consider many of its cots; at
this stage they are not realistic.

The secretary of the board does not pay any-
thing for his electricity, but he should pay some-
thing towards it in an attempt to keep the costs to
other people down to a realistic level.

Mr PETER JONES: I will refer generally to
the grants to charitable and other public bodies.
Perhaps the Treasurer will indicate the way some
of these decisions were made.

Mr Brian Burke: Which ones in particular?
Mr PETER JONES: I will come to them. A

number of requests are made annually for these
grants, and a number of bodies expect their
annual handout. Others seek to get on to the list
for the first time, and there is the further group
who receive a set amount over a period of years
before the grant cuts out. I know one or two or-
ganisations mentioned here fall into that last
category. However, it seems some have been re-
moved this year and a considerable number of
those relate to the medical profession.

Mr Brian Burke: If we go through item by item
you will see that most have been transferred to
somewhere else. You will see the two mentioned
by the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr PETER JONES: The Diabetes Research
Foundation one does not appear.

Mr Brian Burke:, I will have something on it if
you give me some idea of where it is mentioned.

Mr PETER JONES: It should be after item 25.
I refer also to the Lions Save-Sight Foundation
WA (Inc.) after item 44 and the Muscular
Dystrophy Research Association of Western Aus-
tralia (Inc.) after item 46, which previously re-
ceived $25 000.
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Mr Brian Burke: I can deal with each of these
as we go through, and you can interrupt me to ask
me about the ones which are not there.

Mr PETER JONES: We can discuss it in the
item.

Mr. Brian Burke: I can discuss them in the
item, although I can say now that in relation to
the Diabetes Research Foundation the Gvern-
ment agreed in 1975 to a Aive-year programme to
donate up to $10 000 each year on a dollar-for-
dollar basis. The five years ran out, and appar-
ently there was not even any further approach.

Mr PETER JONES: What about the muscular
dystrophy one?

Mr Brian Burke: What had happened there was
that, at very considerable cost, we have had ar-
rangements made to house the neuromuscular re-
search foundation and the muscular dystrophy as-
sociation. We have accommodated them in Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital and subsidised them
through the Department of Hospital and Allied
Services.

Mr PETER JONES: They are probably better
off there than they would be under the previous
situation.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, I think they are.
Mr PETER JONES: The other one I have

some interest in is the Western Australian Com-
mittee on Access for the Disabled, which can be
found after item 81. Admittedly the committee
received only $1 750 last year, and consideration
was given to the significant programme during
the Year of the Disabled. I assume the Govern-
ment is doing things elsewhere.

Mr Brian Burke: In this financial year grants to
the committee will be provided by the Depart-
ment of Hospital and Allied Services.

Mr PETER JONES: Very well, again the allo-
cation is transferred. I refer now to item 92 under
the heading of "Statutory Authorities", which
represents administration costs of the Building
Societies Act and the Housing Loan Guarantee
Act. I am interested in the reason that there has
been the considerable increase in that cost from
$137 000 to $204 000. Perhaps we can discuss
that when the item is raised, unless the Treasurer
wants to discuss it now.

Mr Brian Burke: What it is caused by is: the
fact that from I March the administration of the
Credit Unions Act and the Friendly Societies Act,
previously administered by the Registrar Gen-
eral's Office, was transferred to the State Hous-
ing Commission. That extra recoupment is to the
SHC for its administration of those Acts.

Mr PETER JONES: I wish to refer to two
other aspects in this division. I refer, Firstly, to the
way in which the Government has added one or
two new bodies to the list of charitable and other
public bodies. Reference has been made to some
of these bodies. I am quite interested to know why
the Government has returned to providing an
amount to the United Nations Association. If my
memory serves me correctly, an interjection made
earlier said it was last funded in 198 1.

Mr Brian Burke: It was taken out by the razor
gang.

Mr PETER JONES: In that last year it might
have been $6 000.

Mr Brian Burke: It was $6 000 in 1981-82.
Mr PETER JONES: My memory is good.
Mr Brian Burke: We decided to reinstate the

grant at $5 000. Its representatives came to see
me and put up a case which I accepted, and that
is all. There may be a philosophical difference be-
tween us.

Mr PETER JON ES: I do not know about that
now, but I think this association is rather like the
World Council of Churches in the way it is dis-
credited for many things it does.

The only other item to which I will refer at this
stage is item 134, the provision for new staff. In
various places within the Estimates a provision is
made for new staff such as under contingencies,
and specifically under allowances. Yet here is a
further $1.95 million provision for new staff with-
out any qualification. I take it that it represents
an all-in situation without reference to the
numbers of persons involved, or the places to
which such people would go.

Mr Brian Burke: It was such a difficult area;
Ministers were told they could not have even
slightly approaching 10 or IS per cent of the
numbers they wanted, so what the Budget
subcommittee and the Cabinet decided to do was
to allocate this global amount and then to study
much more closely the application from each
Minister. Each allocation would have to come
from within this global amount.

Mr PETER JONES: Is that the global amount
for new staff not otherwise referred to in the Esti-
mates?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. I do not
wish to confiscate anyone's opportunity to debate,
but I inform members that the Treasury has given
me a rather big book on these matters, which
means I now have a terrible lot of knowledge
about all sorts of things that may be of interest to
people. I am sure the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition will not want to pursue the matters he
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raised after he hears what I can iead from this
book. People will have mare than one opportunity
to speak, so if members would like to call item
numbers out I can tell them what I have here and
they can determine whether they want to pursue
the matter.

Mr H-assell: Will you do that now?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, and each member

will have an opportunity to talk-in fact, two
chances.

Mr Thompson: Item 74.
Mr Hassell: Item 9. the Australian

Bicentenary.
Mr Old: Is this the way we will proceed?
Mr Hassell: It seems practical.
Mr Old: In that case, item 1.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will give members the

information I have before me. I do not have any
special knowledge about most of these items. In
regard to item ]-Agricultural Societies-
$55 000 in assistance is provided for the construc-
tion of facilities, and grants are on the basis of $2
for each SI provided by a society to a maximum
of $5 000 per society per year, and, from ringing
around and other inquiries, the Treasury's esti-
mate is that $55 000 will be required. After item
I-

Mr Cowan: Will we have an opportunity to
speak on the items?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes.
Mr Thompson: He is replying to the general de-

bate.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I will point out

something. It was my intention when the
Treasurer started his reply in this manner to fa-
cilitate the debate by not breaking in and sayi ng
we should not do it this way, although we should
not. If, however, we are to go through a number
of items for some people and then we are to go
back to the items individually to start all over
again, I see no point in our doing it that way.

Mr Old: Hear, hear!
The CHAIRMAN: If members want to facili-

tate the debate by indicating to the Treasurer now
the items on which they require information and
the Treasurer indicates what that information is,
that will be fine, but there would be no point in
our going on to items individually and doing it all
again. So. it is my request to the Treasurer that
he reply in a general way to the debate, and after
that we can proceed to the items individually and
members will have the opportunity to speak to
those items.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am quite happy to fol-
low that course, Mr Chairman.

Points of Order
Mr THOMPSON: I think the way the

Treasurer was proceeding is ideal because he
could save a lot of time in dealing with the indi-
vidual items by simply responding to the
interjections in the general debate. With the con-
tributions from this side of the Chamber, to which
the Treasurer is now replying, the Chairman al-
lowed members to refer to individual items. I sub-
mit that, having allowed that, we should allow the
Treasurer to respond in the way he is responding.

It does not preclude those of us who want to
make other points. It may well satisfy a lot of
people and it will speed up the lengthy process of
dealing with these miscellaneous services.

Mr COWAN: On the same point of order. I
wish to say that I will be speaking on the items on
several occasions and I will be interested to bear
the Treasurer's answer.

I do not see how it would speed up the process
because if someone wishes particular items to be
dealt with, he indicates those items to the
Treasurer.

I would prefer it if we dealt with the matter ac-
cording to the Standing Orders rather than going
through the items and then going back to them.

The CHAIRMAN: I confirm the ruling I gave
previously which permits the Treasurer to run
through the items in a general way, and if mem-
bers wish him to answer questions on a particular
item he can do so.

Committee Resumed
Item 1: Agricultural Societies-
Mr OLD: I thank the Treasurer for answering

the general question on item 1. I point out that
the $55 000 allocated to agricultural societies for
the function of subsidising agricultural shows,
etc.-which is limited to $5 000 per society dur-
ing any one year-has been at that figure for
some three years.

Previously the figure was $40 000 and I believe
it should be upgraded at the earliest opportunity.
The Treasurer has indicated that the Treasury
rang around and found that 555 000 was ad-
equate. I think if he checks with the Minister for
Agriculture, he will note that the S55 000 will dis-
appear quickly after I July when it is anticipated
the money will be available.

This grant has done a tremendous amount to
foster country agricultural societies and is one of
the least expensive and most beneficial grants that
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Governments make to country areas. I know that
today several societies are battling for existence.
The Gnowangerup Agricultural Society has gone
into recess recently, not because of lack of assist-
ance, but because of lack of enthusiasm. Quite
often the staging of a show is left to a few people
in a country town. Much of the demise of agricul-
tural societies is because of a sense of frustration
when people cannot build a new pavillion or new
sheep shed. That is the reason this grant is
valuable. The grant is on a 2:1 basis so it really
amounts to about $100 000.

I suggest to the Treasurer that he should look
at the genesis or this grant and perhaps update
the amount to S65 000 or $70 000. The Wagin
Agricultural Society holds 'Woolarama" annu-
ally and relies heavily on the 2:1 support from the
Government. That society is forward committing
itself regularly because it has to keep up with the
staging of what has now become a national sheep
show. It is something of which Western Australia
can be justly proud, and if the Minister for
Agriculture looked at the situation and made a
recommendation to the Cabinet that the grant be
increased in future years, I assure the Treasurer
that it would be very much appreciated.

Mr BLAIKIE: I would like to back up the com-
ments made by my colleague and say that the al-
location to agricultural societies is not only im-
portant, but also well received. It is of great ben-
efit to the agricultural community and Supports
the traditional nature of agriculture as has been
the practice over many years.

In my electorate, new agricultural forms and
new aspects of agriculture are taking on a greater
importance. This grant from the Government on a
pro rala basis is of great importance to the
viticultural and horticultural industries. Viticul-
ture is a new industry in the Augusta- Margaret
River area. Some 400 people attended the
inaugural show evening held last weekend in con-
junction with the district show. The Government
viticulturist, Mr Tony Devitt, opened the show.

Agriculture is an ever-changing industry and it
is important the Government continues its contri-
bution to agricultural societies. As the member
for Katanning-Roe has said, the level of contri-
bution has remained the same for the last few
years. I hope that in the future the Government
will look at increasing that contribution because,
small as it may be, it goes to the communi.ty in
the widest sense and its benefits are well received.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand the point of
view of the two previous speakers, but, I am in-
formed by those who have been involved in look-
ing at funds under "Miscellaneous Services", it

was not the easiest of areas in which to make de-
visions. Quite simply the Government could not
afford to increase the grant under this item.

Mr Old: It is something to think of for the
future.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We would like to be able
to give more money, but we could not without
changing the general rule we apply to each item.

Item 2: Anzac Day Trust-
Mr COWAN: I am not quite sure from where

the money for this item is appropriated and the
purpose of it. I would like to raise an issue which
has always concerned me and of which the
Government should take note in future years
when making a contribution to the trust. I am
sure the Government has authority to oversee the
welfare of the trust.

There is another source of potential income to
the trust and that is from sporting events which
are held on Anzac Day. As members would be
aware, the Western Australian Turf Club always
holds a Diggers Cup Day and a certain proportion
of the proceeds from that event, according to the
Act, is distributed to the trust. The Western Aus-
tralian Football League is required to do the
same. I want the Treasurer to note that last
season the league did not set a match for Anzac
Day.

If the Government is concerned about the trust,
one way to alleviate the level of contribution it
makes would be to ensure that the organisations
which are required to contribute funds to the trust
meet their obligations if they hold a sporting
event on Anzac Day at which gate money is
charged. I think the Western Australian Football
League should be told in no uncertain terms that
it is not playing the game by altering fixture lists
to ensure that sporting events do not fall on
Anzac Day. If that were done, the level of funds
in the trust would be swelled and therefore the
Government could make a saving.

I know we are talking about a Budget of $2 300
million and the amount I am referring to may be
only thousands of dollars; nevertheless, it is some-
thing the Government should take note of and do
something about in future years.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I take note of the com-
ments made by the member for Merredin.

I refer now to the item following item 8-the
Australian Ballet Foundation.

The annual State grant is assessed on the level
of activity undertaken in each calendar year.

In 1982-83, the foundation received the second
moiety of its 1982 grant.
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Under revised arrangements introduced this
year grants to the foundation are now provided
through the Western Australian Arts Council
under Division 5I of the Estimates.

The foundation receives grants from the Com-
monwealth and each of the State Governments
towards its operating costs. It presents annual
seasons in all Australian capital cities.

In addition, in 1979-80, the Commonwealth
and other States agreed to make contributions to
an appeal to establish a national headquarters for
ballet in Melbourne. Western Australia's do-
nation of $25 000 was paid in moieties of $ 12 500
in 1978-79 and 1979-80.

Item 9: Australian Bicentenary 1988-
Mr HASSELL: I ask the Treasurer whether he

will give us the available information on the grant
to the Australian Bicentenary of $50 000. This
appears to be the first such payment to the bicen-
tennial fund, although I understand the State has
been supporting it for some time. The bicentenary
is obviously winding up and I wonder about our
commitment in respect of this year and future
years.

Clearly, we have a complete commitment of
support in a general sense and backing from all
departments, as required. Non-Government
bodies as well have been organised and we re-
cently had the presentation here by the authority
which told us many of the things that are being
done. If the Treasurer could give us as much in-
formation as he has, we would be grateful.

Mr LAURANCE: I welcome this expenditure
of $50 000. It is the first time funds have been
provided in this way although I presume the
others have been absorbed somewhere else be-
cause for I8 months a fund has been made
available to the Western Australian council of the
bicentenary. An allocation will appear in future
years until the 1988 bicentenary, and it is a mat-
ter in which all members will have an opportunity
to involve themselves in years to come.

Mr Brian Burke: You might even be Premier
by then.

Mr LAURANCE: The Treasurer is in a good
mood tonight.

Some criticism has been made of the level of
expenditure that will be committed to make this a
worthwhile event for the nation, Of course, a
change of Government has taken place at State
and Federal level since the arrangements were
first put in place.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: The $160 million committed

by the previous Federal Government was wel-

corned and the present Federal Government has
decided to continue that commitment. It is unfor-
tunate in some ways the bicentenary road funds
being made available are coming out of Federal
and Slate funds as we have to match the Federal
money. The Federal Government put a levy on
fuel and we had to put on a similar levy to match
the funds. There arc some national aspects of the
road programme; the Hedland to Newman road,
and the road from Fitzroy Crossing to Falls Creek
are major national projects. That is only one as-
pect.

Mr Parker: Forrest Place.
Mr LAURANCE: That is a possibility.
Western Australia has started in the right way

to ensure the bicentenary will be very significant
for all Western Australians. The State council is
working well and has been meeting for some 18
months. I represented the Government when the
council first commenced, and the present Minister
for Education was the Opposition representative
at the time. A small number of people were
involved, not only from the Parliament, but also
from the community. With the change of Govern-
ment, the Minister for cultural affairs has become
the Minister responsible.

Mr Davies: There is no Minister for cultural af-
fairs; he is Minister for the Arts.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for the Arts is
responsible in this area. I compliment the Minis-
ter; he has taken an active interest and has at-
tended meetings. I now represent the Opposition
on the State council. It has been expanded and
more and more people are being admitted to the
council to widen its representation and interests,
and it is working particularly well. I would like to
pay a compliment to Slade Drake-Brockman, who
is chairman of the council, and his deputy, Mrs
Margaret Aitken, who both had a major
involvement in the 150th celebrations of this
State, and who probably know more about such
matters than does anyone else.

I welcome this first payment of $50 000. It is a
most important payment to continue the work of
the bicentenary council. As we get closer to 1988,
all members will have an opportunity to become
involved at the local level and in State and
national programmes developed to enable us to
celebrate this magnificent event.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Having heard the mem-
ber speak, I find it a pleasure to be able to go to
Carnarvon with a great amount of generosity and
without any problem to donate $250 to the Miss
Australia Quest.

Mr H-assell: Was that a personal donation?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, a personal donation
on behalf of all members. They said, "The last
Government never did this". I said, "Do not
worry, the new broom sweeps clean". I am wont
to do that and maximise the situation. I might
make a push on the member for Gascoyne's seat
next time.

This item provides a matching grant on a dol-
lar-for-dollar basis with the Commonwealth
Government up to a maximum of $50 000 a year
to assist with the administrative costs of the West-
ern Australian council of the bicentenary auth-
ority which was established by the Common-
wealth to arrange a programme of national and
international activities to celebrate the 1988
bicentenary. The States have all been asked to
contribute towards the celebrations, and this State
has agreed to contribute towards the administrat-
ive costs of the WA council.

I accept the comments made by the member for
Gascoyne. It is a momentous occasion in any
country's history to celebrate a bicentenary. I
trust the celebrations will cross all political and
other lines.

Mr Hassell: They will if you do not start Fid-
dling with the flag and the anthem as some people
want to do in connection with the bicentenary. It
will spoil and sour the occasion.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is beyond the ability of
a mere State Premier who is unlikely to be me at
that stage, after so many years.

Government members: Oh, go on!
Mr Court: You would be 52 then.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Young Nedlands does

not know how hurtful he can be. We will put our
shoulders to the wheel and make something out of
him before he is much older. I hope everybody
will throw their weight behind the cel-
ebration-some of us have more of that than
others. I do not know about changing the nlag;, no-
one has asked me about it, or abou t changing the
national anthem or the national song.

Mr Parker: Sir James Hardie is doing it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Sir James Hardie, that

arch Communist?
Mr Parker: The Victorian President of the RSL

described him as a "ratbag".
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If it is Sir James Hardie,

I suggest the Dcputy Leader of the Opposition
who frequents those circles should talk to him.

Mr Hassell: I do not know him. It will diminish
the universal support for the bicentenary if those
issues are brought in. I hope you will not support
that sort of thing; they might be issues, but they
should not be associated with the bicentenary.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No-one has raised them
with me, and State Premiers and State Govern-
ments do not have that ability.

The point made by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is noted, and the fulsome nationalistic
stance by the member for Gascoyne is supported.
We hope and trust the celebrations will be enjoy-
able.

Mr Davies: Will we have to dress up?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hope we do not have to

dress up again.
Mr Peter Jones: The Minister for the Arts

looked very good.
Mr Pearce: It is a pity he cannot return the

compliment.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I saw the member for

Karrinyup wearing a tablecloth on which someone
had spilt most of his dinner, it seemed to me. I
really do not think we want any more dressing up,
and fairy bread is not in these days.

I hope everyone accepts the comments made by
the member for Gascoyne; they make good sense.
I note the comments of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition about the flag and the anthem.

Mr Hassell: Can you answer the question about
future commitments?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a yearly commit-
ment.

Mr Hassell: The $50 000?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: A year.
Item 22: Communicare-
Mr MacKINNON: I want to comment on this

item and surprise the Treasurer. I offer congratu-
lations and thanks. Communicare does a lot of
important work in and around my electorate. It is
a community-based welfare organisation sup-
ported by local service groups and churches. We
approached the Government through the Minister
for Youth and Community Services for this one-
off grant because the organisation had a difficult
time last year as a result of a little administrative
problem. This $5 000 will help it overcome that
problem. I know the current chairman of the
board, and I hope the board will be able to
achieve a lot better operation in the coming year.

Mr Parker: It has some job-creation funds
coming, too.

Mr MacKINNON: That may well be.
It is my view although I am not an expert, that

in the area of community welfare we should be
looking as a State to fund more of our operations
through these types of agencies. Communicare
has so much voluntary support that the $5 000
grant probably will achieve the same as $20 000
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to $25 000 spent in other areas. The support it
gives to people in my electorate is appreciated and
I thank the Government for making the commit-
ment to the group that we requested.

Item 27: Distressed Persons Relief Trust-
Mr HASSELL: The allocation to the trust last

year was $52 600 and it is proposed that it be
$54 600 in the year ahead. My recollection is that
the trust was under Pressure at some stage in the
last Financial year because of the increased
number of calls on its services as a result of the
economic downturn. It is also my recollection,
although I could be wrong, that the then Oppo-
sition made some comment at the time. I am sur-
prised the amount has gone up by so little in view
of the suggestion that the trust would be under
some pressure to provide for the needs of the vari-
ous people claiming on it. I wonder whether the
Treasurer would comment on that situation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have just confirmed
with the Minister that the trust is being com-
pletely reviewed as part of the review being car-
ried out by the Department of Youth and Com-
munity Services. The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition is correct in saying that the then Opposition
expressed concern last year about the pressure
placed on the trust. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition will know we have made some con-
cessions in relation to electricity and water rates,
particularly for country pensioners, and also to a
$50 utility subsidy or payment that is available to
assist people in difficulty. Those matters con-
sidered together with the review being carried out
caused the Government to decide to leave the
trust with a moderate increase of $2 000 and to
subject it as we have subjected our other exten-
sions of relief, to the review the department's task
force is carrying out.

It may well be that sometime during the
financial year more money will be made available
to the trust. It may be that a change will take
place in the operation of the extension of relief
and subsidy to people in need.

Item 28: East Timnor Association in Western
Australia-

Mr HASSELL: This is a new grant and I ask
the Treasurer to tell us the nature of the associ-
ation and the purpose of the grant. Does it relate
to East Timorese people who are here, or to some
activity being undertaken by that association?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My understanding is
that it relates to East Timorese families who are
here. It amounts to a promise by the Government
to provide accommodation through the Public
Works Department. The Public Works Depart-
ment will raise a small charge which will be paid

by the association from this time, and which has
been assessed at $2 000 for 1983-84. Provision has
been made accordingly. I do not understand this
is a fifth column group which is disturbing the
public in East Timor or even in Subiaco. We
would not be interested in assisting groups doing
that sort of thing. If the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has any information to the contrary. I
can assure him it will be reviewed.

Mr Hassell: I just asked what the position was.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether

they are refugees so much as families who are dis-
placed.

Item 32: Festival of Perth-
Mr PETER JON ES: The Festival of Perth was

organised in late 1977, when its finances and
committee structure were organised. At that time,
something like $100 000 accumulated and the
committee approached the Government to be al-
lowed to retain those funds. Subsequently the
funds mostly disappeared as a result of losses on
later festivals. I would be interested to know the
present arrangement with the Government. There
has been a drop in the funding available this year.
In 1977, the University of Western Australia was
seeking to retain a high degree of involvement in
the management of the festival. It wished to re-
tain the chairmanship of the committee, which I
notice it still does, and to have members on the
committee in recognition of access to some of the
university facilities. However, the Government of
the day was asked to accept the administrative
costs and to run the risk where losses were con-
cerned. I put it to the university that one day the
Government may have to ask the university to
share some of the risk as well. What is the pos-
ition as far as funding arrangements are con-
cerned? I assume these are still administration
costs rather than entrepreneurial costs.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The decrease is the net
result of an increase in the festival's administra-
tive grant from $222 000 to $252 000 and the ter-
mination of the entrepreneurial grant of $50 000
from 1983-84. The increase in the administrative
grant provides for increased costs generally in ad-
dition to providing for the appointment of a new
staff member. Prior to 1976-77, State financial
assistance towards the cost of conducting the
annual Festival of Perth was limited to a grant
towards entrepreneurial costs, administrative
costs being borne by the University of Western
Australia. Subsequently the State agreed to ac-
cept financial responsibility for administration
and to increase its contribution for
entrepreneurial activities to a minimum level of
$50 000. As the festival's entrepreneurial activi-
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ties are now more appropriately funded from the
proceeds of Instant Lotteries, the State's contri-
bution of 550000 is intended to be met from this
source for 1983-84.

The member is now as fully familiar with the
subject as I am.

Items 33, 34, and 36-Fourth International
Conference on Mediterranean Ecosystems; Give
and Live Appeal; Housing Imdustry Association-

Mr HASSELL: I ask the Treasurer simply to
give us the available information on items 33, 34,
and 36. 1 do not want to keep rising. I am
currently interested in those three items.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Fourth International
Conference on Mediterranean Ecosystems is a
rather strange animal and it demonstrates once
again the concern the Government has for things
ecological. We are advancing on all environmen-
tal fronts at this stage. The Government is earn-
ing international acclaim for some of the steps it
is taking in these matters. I can see the member
for Mt. Marshall is hopelessly impressed.

The truth is that this is a new item. The confer-
ence will be held at the University of Western
Australia in August 1984. In line with our tour-
ism policy, we are attracting many of these con-
ferences. It will have as its theme the excellence
of Mediterranean ecosystems. The conference has
been planned to coincide with the International
Cartographic Conference and the programme is
being arranged to encourage investigation of the
effects of human and natural disturbances upon
the environment, In view of the expected benefits
to be derived from the conference, provision has
been made for a Government grant of $7 500 to
assist the organisers with the costs of bringing
international guest speakers to Perth for the con-
ference.

Item 34 is part of the depredations on the Min-
ister for Health-the Give and Live Appeal. The
Minister for Health sought the Treasurer's ap-
proval for a trip to Albany to make a donation to
an appeal being launched in Albany, and he good-
naturedly fronted up in Albany and found it was a
typical National Country Party plot with three
different radio stations involved. The other two,
upon the donation of money to the Albany quest,
demanded the same amount of money. Lions or-
ganisations recently held radio appeals in the
Albany, Manjimup, and Katanning regions to
raise funds for the purchase of additional equip-
menit for hospitals in each of the districts. The
Government agreed to match public subscriptions
on a dollar-for-dollar basis up to SI 1000 as an in-
centive to the public to support these appeals. As

each of the appeals raised over 51 000, provision
is made for the State's contribution oF 53 000.

In relation to the Housing Industry Associ-
ation, an allocation of $3 000 has been approved
to help defray travelling and related expenses in-
curred by the association in making represen-
tations to the Commonwealth Government. I
should interpolate that when the Commonwealth
Government announced its changed assistance for
people seeking houses, the Minister for Housing
and I called a meeting of all interested building
societies and other groups and asked them-I
hope we are not playing those games of keeping
me talking, as the member for Kalamunda is say-
ing-

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We had the meeting and
arranged for representations to be made to the
Federal Government. The Housing Industry As-
sociation and the building societies were very sup-
portive of the State Government's measures and
representations. Their representations reinforced
those of the State Government aimed at
overcoming problems stemming from the an-
nouncement of the Commonwealth housing pack-
age to assist first home buyers and to boost the
housing industry. The new package of measures
was announced in May 1983 to come into effect
from I October 1983. The delay in implemen-
tation and the fact that the savings test would no
longer be required, led to a number of people de-
laying the acquisition of their first home with a
consequent impact upon the building industry, In
response to submissions from a number of quar-
ters, including the HIA, the Commonwealth
waived the savings requirement for the home de-
posit assistance scheme for homes contracted for
in August and September. It was to help defray
their costs. That was an excellent achievement of
the Minister for Housing in this State, who was
responsible almost single-handedly for turning
around that decision of the Commonwealth
Government.

Mr MacKiNNON: Having just delivered a
bouquet to the Treasurer and Government, could
I give a final brickbat in relation to the Premier's
not answering questions? It was in regard to this
section that I put a question on the Notice Paper
and the Treasurer gave me the standard reply
given to him by Treasury. I would ask him next
year to overrule his advice from Treasury and ex-
ercise a little of his own decision-making powers,
because the answer he gave was a very simple ex-
planation. I cannot see any reason for its not
being provided before.
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More importantly, in all the questions I have
asked the Treasurer-and it will probably be the
same situation when we come to item 134-he
will say he does not know and I will have to go
back and draft many more questions. Much time
could have been saved. I hope next year we will be
able to come to a reasonable arrangement when
we ask questions on the Budget. The information
should be provided to save us some time.

Item 38: Industrial Foundation for Accident
Prevention-

Mr BLAIKIE: In relation to the Industrial
Foundation for Accident Prevention, last year an
amount of $15 000 was voted, and the actual ex-
penditure was $15 000. This year the Government
is seeking an estimate of only $10000. 1 would
have thought that this foundation would be one of
greater importance. I ask the Premier why the
Government has seen fit to reduce the amount in
the Estimates this year by $5 000.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am becoming worried
about the time taken. The foundation has
achieved a measure of self-sufficiency, and
Treasury decided, after talking to it, that it could
live with these difficulties.

Mr Blaikie: They have no problem with the
amount sought?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether it
has. The advice from Treasury was that it has re-
ceived sufficient funds.

Items 44 and 54-Learning Centres; Radio Ap-
Peals-

Mr HASSELL: I simply ask the Premier what
the grant to "Learning Centres" is about. To save
time, I also ask now: Is item 54, "Radio Appeals",
what the Premier was talking about at Albany?

Mr Brian Burke: That was one of my efforts.
Mr HASSELL: There will be others, but I

would like a reply about that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: A learning centre is a

community-based learning facility which fills the
cultural, educational, and recreational needs of
large groups of people. They are different from
other adult education schemes in that the mem-
bers run the centres, teachers donate their time,
courses are run in response to members' requests,
and fees are kept as low as possible to ensure that
the centres are accessible to all who wish to at-
tend.

In view of the educational value of the 17
centres established in this State, the Government
has decided to provide $5 000 for the year 1983-
84. We receive many requests from these learning
centres-not just from the one at Kalamunda, but
from others as well. They do an excellent job, and

$5 000 between 17 of them will not go very far. It
might assist one or two of them in helpful ways.

In relation to radio appeals, my note reads as
follows-

Several appeals are conducted by various
radio stations throughout the State in sup-
port of worthwhile charities each year.

As an incentive to the local communities
involved to support these requests, the
Government has decided to make a contri-
bution to those appeals it considers worthy of
support and provision is made accordingly.

From time to time, I am asked to open radio ap-
peals, mainly for Miss Australia Quest entrants,
and for other purposes. After the third or fourth
occasion on which I made available $250 on a dol-
lar-for-dollar basis, the Under Treasurer informed
me that there was no item for such allocations in
the Budget. He asked me to please stop doing it. I
said that it was a worthy cause, and that we
should put an item of $3 000 under
"Miscellaneous Services" so that we budgeted
properly for those things.

Item 61: Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals-

Mr OLD: As one who is probably noted more
for berating some of the pseudo animal liberation
groups, it is incumbent upon me to say a few
words about the work of the RSPCA. While some
groups seem to be dedicated to the destruction of
the animal production industry, the RSPCA is
genuine in its desire to protect the welfare of ani-
mals. I respect it for that.

I can well recall that last year and the year be-
fore the then Opposition told the Government of
the day how utterly lousy it was in giving the
RSPCA only $7 000, and how much it would give
the RSPCA when and if it ever became the
Government. Well, the day has arrived; and I
suggest that if the Government has the admir-
ation for the RSPCA that it professed it had, per-
flaps next year it will increase the grant and do
the right thing by the RSPCA. In a situation like
this, it pays to have a long memory when one is so
critical; so I raise that point to remind the
Government.

Item 64: St. John Ambulance Association-

Mr COURT: This is one of the few occasions
when the association can be discussed. The
Treasurer is aware that I have been asking
questions about the recent incident when the St.
John Ambulance Association failed to respond to
a call to attend an Aboriginal. Eventually the am-
bulance attended, but the Aboriginal died. That
was the second such ease this year.
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Mr Pearce: Where was that?
Mr COURT: Both incidents were in the metro-

politan area.
The Minister with special responsibility for Ab-

original Affairs has passed this matter to the
Treasurer, because the Treasurer is responsible
for the funding of the St. John Ambulance As-
sociation. I am not criticising the association be-
cause it has acted correctly in this matter as it
sacked the person involved immediately, when it
happened for the second time and a second Abor-
iginal died. The matter went to the Industrial
Commission: the union did not want that person
to be sacked, and it supported him in his case. He
has been reinstated, but demoted.

Mr Wilson: It was a tribunal.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: The Industrial Commission or-

dered the reinstatement.
Mr COURT: Yes, but the union supported his

case for reinstatement.
I know that the Treasurer can say that the In-

dustrial Commission recommended that the per-
son be reinstated or demoted. This is a very
serious offence-

Mr Brian Burke: I accept what you are saying.
Do you think that I should instruct the Industrial
Commission?

Mr COURT: The St. John Ambulance Associ-
ation cannot be labelled as racist because it im-
mediately took the action to sack the person.

Mr Brian Burke: In that case, I would say you
are saying the Industrial Commission is racist.

Mr COURT: I am saying that the union move-
ment has supported the reinstatement of that per-
son.

Mr Brian Burke: And so has the Industrial
Commission.

Mr COURT: The Treasurer will understand
that the union in the St. John Ambulance Associ-
ation is pretty powerful. The Government should
have interfered.

Mr Parker: It was a private conference. I do
not think it was a public hearing.

Mr Wilson: It was a special tribunal.
Mr Brian Burke: We do not believe in

interfering with the umpire's decision.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I point out that we

are debating the amount of money set aside for
the St. John Ambulance Association.

Mr Peter Jones: That includes the wages of this
person.

The CHAIRMAN: I cannot see how the mem-
ber for Nedlands relates his remarks to the item

being discussed. This matter should be discussed
more properly in the House. If the member can
relate his remarks to the item, we will proceed.

Mr COURT: I have had great difficulty in
trying to find someone responsible for answering
my questions in this regard.

The CHAIRMAN: Perhaps I could help by
indicating that this could be raised during the
grievance debate.

An Opposition member: What, wait until next
year?

Mr COURT: It is appropriate to raise this mat-
ter now, because we are discussing the funding of
the St. John Ambulance Association, and this
person's salary is included in the funding because
he is now back on the staff.

Mr Brian Burke: Your proposal is that it should
not be included in the funding?

Mr COURT: This is one of the few
opportunities on which I can discuss this matter.

Mr Brian Burke: Well, go on.
Mr COURT: The Government has made a lot

of hullabaloo about what has been taking place in
Roebourne, and an inquiry is taking place there.
The matter I am now raising is equally serious.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It is pretty serious, but it may
well be that the tribunal which heard the case had
more information before it than you have. Would
that be right?

Mr COURT: It is a very serious case, and the
same person was involved in both incidents.

Mr Peter Jones: The Minister agreed it was a
very serious matter in answer to a question.

Mr COURT: Does the member for Kalgoorlie
want to wash his hands of it by saying that the
commission made the decision-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: I am saying I agree it is
serious, but perhaps the commission had far more
facts before it than those of which we are aware.

Mr COURT: I was hoping that the Treasurer
had made further inquiries and would be able to
advise me of the facts. I do not think the Govern-
ment should wash its hands of this case and say,
"We don't want to interfere in what they have
come up with".

I would like something more to be done. I have
no more information than I have given, except
that the same person was involved, the association
sacked him immediately, and the following
Monday he was reinstated.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government regards
the matter referred to by the member for
Nedlands as very serious. That was made per-
fectly clear by the Minister with special responsi-
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bility for Aboriginal Affairs when the matter was
first raised. Since then, the Minister has had a re-
port compiled, and he has quite recently referred
that report to me. I cannot say that I have yet
seen it, and that is not unusual, because it has
only recently been referred to me. I presume I will
see it within the next few days.

The matter has been treated seriously, but I am
unable to resolve the problems in the mind of the
member. I hope I shall have the chance to con-
sider the report soon.

I am perfectly happy to make the report
available to the member on a confidential basis so
that he can consider what it contains, although I
have not yet seen it. When I have considered the
report, I will make a decision on it. In relation to
the dismissal and the subsequent reinstatement of
the person employed by the St. John Ambulance
Association, 1 am informed that the rights of ap-
peal and of redress for dismissed or sacked people
havt been provided according to the system; and
satisfactory methods have been followed in that
regard.

Nevertheless, I concede that this is a very
serious matter. I am the Minister responsible for
the St. John Ambulance Association. I have re-
ceived the report, and after I have considered it I
will inform the member about its contents in due
course.

Mr Hassell: Will you table the report?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not give an

undertaking to table the report until I read it. In
principle, I have no reticence about tabling or
making public certain reports; but it would be
very unwise to give that sort of undertaking until
I have seen what it contains. Sight unseen-and I
am being very generous in the circumstances-I
will make a copy of the report available to the
member. I will make a decision on whether it
should be tabled or published in some other way
after I have read the report.

Item 65: St. John Ambulance Brigade-

Mr BLAIKIE: I wish to speak on items 64 and
65 conjointly. The member for Nedlands has
referred to the St. John Ambulance Association,
and I wish to raise with the Treasurer the funding
of both the St. John Ambulance Association and.
St. John Ambulance Brigade. The St. John Am-
bulance Association is the professional sector of
the St. John movement in Western Australia, and
basically it covers the metropolitan area, although
some country centres are also covered.

The St. John Ambulance Brigade is the volun-
teer group, and I pay special tribute to the service
of the brigade which it performs in a voluntary

capacity on behalf of the people of this State. It
covers a wide area of the State.

I ask the Treasurer about the $400 000 increase
in the allocation to the St. John Ambulance As-
sociation in this year's Estimates. Does that mean
the association will extend its paid driver ambu-
lance service into other areas of the State? We
also seek an indication from the Treasurer as to
the policy of the Government in relation to the St.
John Ambulance Association.

By the same token, while $30 000 is sought for
the St. John Ambulance Brigade, that is only an
infinitesimal amount for the service that it pro-
vides at no cost to the community and the brigade
is worthy of commendation by all members of this
Chamber. Irrespective of where communities are
located, the volunteer groups provide the State
with excellent services.

I am the patron of three Si. John Ambulance
Brigades in my own areas, and I admire the dedi-
cation and the work of those people in the services
they give to the community. It is all of a volunteer
nature.

Some people have suggested fromn time to time
that Western Australia should be serviced by only
the fully-paid ambulance driver and that there is
no place for the volunteers.

I dispute that. If the Government had to pro-
vide a paid driver service, in very many areas of
the State no service would be available at all. So
many small communities have been serviced for
years by their local St. John Ambulance Brigade
thanks to a dedicated core of people, not just to
the people living in the community but also to
those people who might be travelling through.

Comment has been made to me by some of
those people seeking to denigrate the work of the
country brigades that they are undermanned and
over capitalised with respect to their vehicles. I
take exception to that. I think Busselton has three
vehicles in service, Dunsborough has two,
Margaret River has three, and Augusta has two,
but all these vehicles are available in an emerg-
ency. All the vehicles have been bought by the
local communities-of course, with the assistance
of the Government-and they are looked after by
the communities. There may well have been many
Iamington drives to help. But these people are pre-
pared to get out and assist others, so I am most
anxious for the Treasurer to indicate how he sees
the future of the brigade.

The St. John Ambulance Association has re-
ceived a $400 000 increase. Is that to help it in-
crease its domain?

Some years ago a controversy raged over the
Apex air ambulance, a service which was a boon

4713



4714 [ASSEMBLY]

to many people in the south of the State who were
not serviced by the Royal Flying Doctor Service.
Since then the RFDS has taken over the APEX
role and provided a service to ensure that the vol-
untary service and the voluntary spirit has con-
tinued to meet the needs of these communities. In
so doing we have seen a saving to the State of
hundreds of thousands of dollars. More import-
antly, it extends a service and deserves the com-
mendation ofrall members.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We share in the com-
mendation extended to the St. John Ambulance
Brigade and we hope all its lamnington drives are
successful. I have never heard anyone criticise the
brigade. Everyone I have heard comment on its
performance is full of commendation.

Mr Court: But there is a strong trend for paid
services to move in.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is an acceptance
that paid services provide a level of expertise that
the brigade does not.

Mr Blaikie: That is the argument used, and it is
a very hotly contested one.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Cross-Chamber

interjections will cease.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the argument put

forward; but in any case, I have never heard any-
one criticise the brigade at all.

Mr Blaikie: I wanted the commendation of all
members for the brigade.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It has the member's
commendation and mine. I hope all members do
not want to stand and give their commendation. I
suppose we could have a show of hands. We ap-
preciate the work done by the brigade. We would
like to provide more funds to assist it and we very
seriously considered our capacity to increase its
allocation to more than $30 000. We found we
could not.

In respect of the paid service, the increases re-
late to things that are of a fixed capital nature, in-
cluding the extensions to the Belmont head-
quarters which were carried out at substantial
cost. I took the opportunity to inspect the head-
quarters and to see the extensions, especially the
radio room. The member should not draw from
the fact the association has received an increase of
$405 000 that the brigade is somehow or other
implicitly criticised. That is not the case.

Mr Blaikie: It is not a matter of extending the
association into other areas of the State at the ex-
pense of the brigade?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand that
to be the case. The association is very careful

about any extensions it undertakes, because it ap-
preciates the valuable and much cheaper service
provided by the brigade. The paid service, re-
gardless of its merit in comparison with the brig-
ade, is certainly much more expensive.

Mr CRANE: I draw the Treasurer's attention
to the fact that some years ago a situation devel-
oped where the professionals wanted to move into
the Wanneroo area which, at the time, was served
well by the brigade. We had quite a heated argu-
ment develop and I became disturbed and disap-
pointed by the actions of my own Government
that it should have allowed this problem to occur.

As the member for Vasse has already indicated,
the brigade does a sterling job at a greatly
reduced cost when compared with the pro-
fessionals. I know that most of the population is in
the metropolitan area and in the regional centres,
so we must have these professional ambulance
drivers available there.

Nevertheless, six years ago Wanneroo had a
perfectly good and active brigade which was made
redundant. Just to satisfy certain people, the brig-
ade's ambulance was put aside, and this was an
absolute waste. The volunteers were kept, but
they did not do anything. We cannot afford such
luxuries, particularly in a State as vast as ours.
Although I have every confidence in the
Treasurer, I hope he will not allow the situation to
occur where the professionals push the others out.
They are providing a good service. It costs a lot of
money to run a professional service and we are
not arguing whether one is better than the other.

I know that since the Brand Highway has been
open, the brigades in Moora, Dandaragan, Jurien,
and Bindoon are always called upon: and statistics
show that the volunteers who do not claim to be
as professional as some of the others are the ones
who must go to the assistance of motorists, most
of whom come from the metropolitan area. They
are not really helping the country people there,
but the motorists who travel from the populated
areas. They provide a tremendous service.

I fully endorse the remarks made by the mem-
ber for Vasse and I hope that perhaps the vote of
$30 000 can be increased in some areas. The brig-
ade raises a lot of money itself for radios and
other amenities for the ambulances, heart
machines, and those sorts of things. Much local
money is raised in an effort to assist people
travelling on the roads. I felt compelled to speak
in favour of voluntary brigades which tend to be
pushed aside.

The arguments at the time were in relation to
Wanneroo. It was suggested that it would be far
better to be treated by a professional than by a
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volunteer. As we arc now going back 30 or 40
years. in many instances one volunteer was worth
half a dozen consorts.

Item 74: Tertiary lInstitutions Service Centre-

Mr PETER JONES: If in fact he tried, the
Minister for Education failed to remove this item
from the Budget in the same way that I failed to
do so. I see no reason whatsoever for the State's
bearing this cost. I felt that way some years ago.
and I do so now.

Mr Brian Burke: We did try.
Mr PETER JONES: In 1978 or 1979, when

the vote was then some £650 000, discussions
were held between Treasury and the university.
The university evidently completely szea mrolled
Treasury; and Treasury failed to succumb to
having it removed. I do not see why the State
should pay the cost of entrance examinations for
tertiary institutions. Why cannot those
institutions pay them?

Mr Parker: It is not the examinations; it is the
enrolment procedure, which makes it even worse.

Mr Brian Burke: 1 do not disagree with you.
We did have a bit of a bash at this, but we are a
bit inexperienced.

Mr PETER JONES: I just place this on the re-
cord because I understand the Government had
some preliminary though fairly timid attempts at
doing this. 1 would like it to be removed. I am
sure the Minister for Education agrees with me
that the $I million-odd which is now provided
could go more profitably towards the State edu-
cation system that he administers than mucking
about providing money for tertiary institutions
that should be able to fund their own entrance
examinations and should not ask the State to pay
for them.

Item 86: Bicycle Policy Special Project-
Cont ribution to Trust Fund-

Mr COURT: 1 want the Treasurer to explain
the bicycle policy special project. I support any
funds going towards bicycles, but I want an expla-
nation as to what the special project is.

Mr Crane: At Wnnneroo High School.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increase provides for

an additional contribution to the bicycle policy
.special project which is to undertake a high level
of programmed activity during 1983-84. Cabinet
decided on 29 March 1982 that funds would be
made available on a continuous basis for the im-
plementation of the bicycle policy. In the past two
financial years. 5400 000 has been transferred
into the bicycle policy special project fund for ex-
tensive application to the bicycle policy. This fund
applies to special bicycle projects undertaken by

the Government, the payment of grants to coun-
cils, and the cost of the secondment of any staff
required to assist in this matter. Funds for this
project were previously provided by the com-
munity sporting facilities fund.

Mr Court: Is that the only funding for cycleway
projects?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The only specific
Government funding. Local councils have made
funds available.

Mr Carr: They could be funds under the Fed-
eral Government's JOLOR programme which is
administered by the Minister for Employment
and Administrative Services.

Mr Blaikie: How many areas on that sheet are
you able to indicate where funds have been allo-
cated?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Kalgoorlie.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Some to the City of

Stirling.
Mr Carr: Last year a number of councils re-

ceived funds on a dollar-for-dollar basis.
Item 93: Country High School Hostels Auth-

ority-

Mr COWAN: An amount of $856 000 has
been provided for this item. I suspect-f do not
have the precise figures-that a proportion of that
amount of appropriation is for payroll tax. In the
case of hostels, I am aware that payroll tax is
being paid by the Government to the Govern-
ment. It really is a matter of a book transaction
and for that reason it may not interest the
Government to do something about making
country high school hostels or hostels which op-
erate under the Country High School Hostels
Authority exempt from payroll tax.

1 draw to the Treasurer's attention the fact that
these are the only hostels subject to payroll tax.
Public schools with boarding houses are exempt
from payroll tax. Agricultural colleges which have
boarding houses are also tax exempted, as is
Swanleigh. Because of the wording of the Pay-roll
Tax Assessment Act-perhaps I should have ad-
dressed this matter when 1 spoke on that Act's
amendment Bill-[ think I am within my rights to
bring it to the Treasurer's attention now.

Hostels which operate under the auspices of the
Country High School Hostels Authority Act are
required, if they meet the staffing levels. to pay
payroll tax. There is no guarantee that the
Government will always be as generous in its ap-
plication of funds to the hostels authority; and the
Government should look very closely at
introducing an amendment to the Pay-roll Tax
Assessment Act to alleviate the payment of that
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tax by country high school hostels. It is an
anomaly. The hostels carry out precisely the same
function as do boarding houses in public schools,
or houses attached to agricultural wings and, in-
deed, to the independent hostel, Swanleigh; yet
they are required to pay payroll tax if they come
within the range within which it must be paid.

Mr Brian Burke: I have taken note of the mem-
her's comments and they will be looked at.

Division 18 put and passed.
Division 19: Forests, $31 638 000-
Mr BLAIKIE: The debate this evening could

prove to be quite an historical one because it may
well be the last time that we will see the Forests
Department debated or contained within the Esti-
mates in this form. If the Government has its
way, the Forests Department will be completely
emasculated and the work the Forests Depart-
ment has done over the years will change. The
Government has already set about that task.

The Government made the wrong decision on
the Shannon River basin; it was wrong on all ac-
counts because the Institute of Foresters of Aus-
tralia (WA Division) opposed the decision; the
timber workers' movement within the timber
areas opposed it; and the local community op-
posed it.

M r Court: Who supports it?
Mr BLAIKIE: No support has been given for

the Government's proposal. The Government's de-
cision on the Shannon River basin stands as a
monument to the power of the radical greenies of
the Australian Labor Party because they are the
only people in this State who support that de-
cision.

Let us take the matter one step further. The
Government may not be aware, but I certainly
hope that the people of Western Australia will be
aware, that the Shire of Manjimup cannot get any
co-operation from its local member, the acting
Minister for Forests, who is ignoring the pleas of
his community.

Mr Jamieson: I do not think he is the acting
Minister.

Mr BLAIKIE: He is the Minister Assisting the
Minister for Forests. H-e has ignored the com-
ments of his electorate and has ensured that the
policy of the Government will continue. The
member for Warren has not stood up for his elec-
torate in any way. He has allowed the Govern-
ment to proceed on its way and carry out this de-
cision.

The local community has resorted to taking on
its own campaign to publicise its plight and it will

take action against the decision of the Govern-
me nt.

The action of the Shire of Manjimup because
its local member supports the Government's ac-
tion must be unique in Western Australia. The
Government's decision has been brought about by
the power of the radical greenies of the ALP.

Another factor that the Government has not
taken into account, and which I emphasise in the
strongest possible terms, is that its decision will
cost the people of this State some $330 million
over the next 30 years. That is the value of the
sawn wood products that have been lost. That cal-
culation is based on the loss of karri, jarrah, and
woodehips. that would have been produced from
that area. Included in that Figure also is the loss
to Westrail of some $16.5 million relating to
Westrail charges for the sawn timber. If we added
the loss of woodehip hauling, it would -add another
$16.5 million. The total loss to Westrail does not
stop at $33 million; it goes on.

The State will lose royalties in excess of $24
million and the State Energy Commission will
lose the income from power charges of $8.5
million; so in those areas of State Government
charges there will be a loss oF $66 million. That is
what the Government is giving up, and that is
what Parliament is being asked to support. I
certainly do not support it, and I do not wish to
support the wishes of the radical few.

It is time members of this House and members
oF the Government understood what is happening
and what the Government is doing to the State
forests. This area is now proposed as a national
park, and that will ensure that the forest pro-
ductivity is destroyed. What members must
understand is that trees do not live for ever; they
must be managed. A series of inquiries have been
held over the last 10 to 12 years.

We have had reports and inquiries ad nauseumn
and every report and inquiry has come out in
favour and support of the management pro-
grammes and policies of the Forests Department.
This Government has ignored completely every
report and every inquiry. It has rejected every
comment from the community, the Institute of
Foresters, and the Timber Industry Industrial
Union.

The Government has no support For what it is
attempting to do with the Shannon national park.
The Government is being led by the nose by its
own radical greenies.

The Government's actions will mean the loss of
some 45 000 cubic metres of karri per year,
15 000 cubic metres of jarrah saw logs per year,
and 48 000 cubic metres of chip logs per year.
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That will be the total loss of timber from the for-
est industries per year until the year 2015. If we
consider that in terms of employment it will mean
172 people will not have jobs each year. That is
what the Government is doing. One large mill will
not operate and when we add that to the indirect
employment losses, it has a multiplier effect on
employment in the area. I am sure that members
would be well aware of what that loss will mean.
It will be a black day in the history of this State.

I do not have a submission on other items such
as payroll tax, company tax, and personal income
tax. I have not measured them. However, I have
measured the losses in relation to the Shannon
River and note that this has occurred because the
Government wishes to satisfy the whim of a rad-
ical few. In order to satisfy that whim, the
Government is destroying the concept of forest
ecology built up by our foresters over decades of
managing this resource.

The Government is wrecking the management
of the forest resources; it is ignoring what these
people will do. If one were to attempt to put this
into simple terms of the cost to the State. the
amount would be $330 million, based on 1983
values. If one were to extend the 1983 values
within this time scale, the figure would run into
billions of dollars. If one was to consider the ef-
fects on the individual in the street, it would read
like this. If the population of Western Australia
remained at 1.4 million for the next 30 years,
every man, woman, and child would be required
to pay $1.58 per year for each year to replace the
loss of revenue. What I am challenging the
Government to do is to show how it has done its
sums, to show the State the income that will be
earned by retaining this resource. How will not
the State benefit? The Government has not given
any answers.

The Government has said that in order to com-
pensate the people in the Manjimup shire it will
plant pine trees on agricultural land. That went
over worse than a lead balloon. The Treasurer
well knows the way in which be was received at
the public meeting he attended in Manjimup. It
does not do the Treasurer any good to say the
meeting was arranged by a couple of Liberals be-
cause it certainly was not. It was arranged by the
shire; it was a spontaneous meeting and the com-
munity showed that it did not want pine trees
planted in the shire, and for very good reason.

The total of the arable land within the shire
happens to be only I5 per cent. Forests, Crown re-
serves, and water eatchment areas take up the re-
maining land and this Government says it will
plant 500 hectares of pine a year. on agricultural
land, for the next 30 years in the Manjimup shire.

Is it any wonder that the shire and the farmers
are concerned; is it any wonder that the people
involved in agriculture are concerned; and is it
any wonder that the people involved in horticul-
ture industries are concerned? This Government
refuses to listen to the people in Manjimup. The
member who represents the people in that area
does not relate any comments back to the Govern-
ment. At the last election most of the people voted
ALP-they are ALP supporters. This is not a
party political exercise that is taking place in the
Manjimup shire; it is a fight to save the area. This
Government has said and the Treasurer has said
in Manjimup-

Mr Brian Burke: Could I say something?
Mr BLAIKIE: -Do not tell me what you

want to say about planting pines". The Govern-
ment said that a decision had been made and if
the people want to know anything about why the
Shannon River basin is required by this Govern-
ment they should ask Bill Hare.

Mr Brian Burke: Could I make a comment?
Mr BLAIKIE: The matter which gives one

even greater concern is that-
Mr Brian Burke: Could I just say-
Mr BLAIKIE: -the Government has already

made a decision in relation to the Conservator of
Forests. I refer to question 2004 in which I asked
the Treasurer the current position held by Mr B.
J. Beggs. The answer was that he is the Director
General of the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net., In the second part of the question I asked
when Mr Beggs resigned his position as Conser-
vator of Forests. The answer given was that Mr
Beggs had been appointed to his present position
by the Governor-in-Executive-Council on 3
March 1983. I ask the Treasurer now whether Mr
Beggs has resigned.

Mr Brian Burke: He must have. What did the
answer say? He has been appointed to another
position.

Mr BLAIKIE: Has he resigned as the Conser-
vator of Forests?

Mr Brian Burke: I presume he has.

Mr BLAIKIE: When did he resign as Conser-
vator of Forests? The answer that the Treasurer
gave was that he had been appointed to another
position.

Mr Laurance: He had powers under the Forests
Act. Has he relinquished those powers?

Mr Brian Burke: I presume he has.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Treasurer is hiding-
Mr Brian Burke: I am sorry that I misunder-

stood myselfl
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Mr BLAIKIE: 1 ask: Has Mr Beggs resigned as
Conservator of Forests?

Mr Brian Burke: 1 presume he has because he
has another job. I will ask him.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have asked the Treasurer and
he advised that Mr Beggs had been appointed to
another position by the Governor-in-Executive-
Council. The Treasurer has not answered my
questiton.

Mr Brian Burke: I presume that he is no longer
Conservator of Forests.

Mr BLAIKIE: it was a very interesting circum-
stance on 23 March because the champion of the
forest industry happened to be the Conservator of
Forests (Mr Bruce Beggs). I want to make sure
that Mr Beggs, as champion of the forest indus-
try, was one of the people wham no greenie organ-
isation or even this Labor Government could
overthrow on forest issues. He alone was the su-
preme champion; whatever organisation came up
he took them on and he was the brigadier or field
marshal in charge of the forests. He marshalled
his troops well and held at bay the marauding
troops of greenies. It is all very well for the
Treasurer to laugh.

Mr Brian Burke: You are a buffoon.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Government has now ap-

pointed Mr Beggs to another position and that
move has a degree of sinister implications. It is all
very well for the Treasurer-

Mr Brian Burke: You are saying he is the Con-
servator of Forests. If he was powerful before, he
is almighty flow,

Several members interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: 1 refer to section 31 of the For-

ests Act which reads as follows-
(1) The Conservator shall, from time to

time, prepare working plans for each State
forest and timber reserve.

(2) Such plans shall, subject to existing
rights under permits, licenses, agreements, or
forest leases, regulate the management of
each State forest and timber reserve respect-
ively for a period not exceeding ten years, to
be stated on the plan.

(3) A working plan may specify-
(a) the maximum area from which forest

produce may be taken annually;
(b) the maximum quantity of forest pro-

duce that may be disposed of annu-
ally;

(c) the sylvicultural operations necessary
to assure the regeneration of the best

species of forest produce on areas
which have been cut over;

(d) the management priorities that are
proposed to be applied to State for-
ests; and

(e) such other matters as the Conservator
may think Fit.

(4) Every working plan shall be subject to
the approval of the Governor, and when so
approved shall have effect; and shall not be
altered except on the recommendation of the
Conservator.

The point I make is that the ALP held a State
conference in August 1982 and at that conference
it carried a resolution that has had a dramatic ef-
fect on the timber industry. We are experiencing
only part of that effect today. I want it recorded
that I believe this effect will be devastating and
will be far more widespread in regard to the
Shannon River basin. It will affect other areas of
forest activities and it will, in due course, change
the structure of the Forests Department.

At that ALP conference, a deal was set up so
that the member for Warren could say that, if
that party were elected to Government, it would
create the Shannon River national park to cover
an area of 50 000 hectares. He could say also that
it would create a northern jarrah national park of
no fewer than 100 000 hectares. However, it
stated it would also guarantee that timber pro-
vided under working plan 87-which would not
be then available as the land concerned would be
a national park-would be available from other
sources.

I would like members to reflect on the point
that the ALP conference stated that timber would
be available from other sources outside the work-
ing plan.

I refer again to the Forests Act which provides
for a working plan to be formulated by the De-
partment of Forests and presented to the
Governor for approval. The Government of the
day determines whether it will agree to the work-
ing plan and those areas of the plan it wishes to
implement. This was done with working plan 87.
The important part of the Act is that which says
that once a working plan has been implemented,
it shall not be altered except on the recommen-
dation of the conservator. How did the Labor
Party pre-empt what the conservator was going to
do to working plan 87? How did the Labor Party
know he would be prepared to agree to its de-
mands? It did not know; it put the acting conser-
vator in a position where he could not refuse its
demands. This Government has torn up the pro-
tection contained in the Forests Act for almost 70
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years. The Government has put the conservator in
a situation and said to him, "The Government
made its policy decision in 1982 and you will have
to agree with it".

That is what happened to working plan 87. 1
urge members to read the Forests Act again; I
hope it will be compulsory for all members. in
particular I refer again to section 31 (4) which
states that every working plan shall be subject to
the approval of the Governor and when so ap-
proved shall have effect and shall not be altered
except on the recommendation of the conservator.
That is a damning indictment of the Government
and the way it has run over its forestry officers.
The Government has appointed an acting conser-
vator who has the same powers as a conservator,
but in my view he had no alternative but to meet
the demands of the Government.

This could well be an historic occasion in that
we may not debate the Division relating to forests
in this form again.

The Shannon River National Park is an ALP
monument to the greenies. The true cost of what
the Government has done will show up in due
course. At present the cost of this whim of the
Government is in excess of $330 million. I do not
believe the State should bear that cost, and I do
not believe it should have to do that when it oc-
curs only as a result of a political whim. No sup-
port exists in the community from any person
with any knowledge of forestry matters. The com-
munity does not support it, the Shire of
Manjimup is horrified at the Government's ac-
tion, and I condemn the Government for what it
has done to destroy the forests of Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr MacKINNON: I have been fortunate in
the last couple of months to accompany some
members from this side of the House to the south-
west to start an examination of forestry policy-a
re-examination of our policy, and a close examin-
ation of the Government's policy. I refer to the
comments of the Treasurer on 19 October when
debating a motion on forestry we put forward. It
would seem from his comments that we have the
same aims. The Treasurer said-

In our case, the policy is marked by a
genuine pursuit of some sort of intelligent
compromise that goes to the efficient man-
agement of a very scarce and valuable re-
source, and one that is confronted by
significant problems-the land resource.

I think we would agree with that comment:, that is
our desire as well. We do not agree that the
Treasurer is pursuing that objective in the best
possible manner. The member for Vasse has indi-

cated that, in our view, sectional interests largely
based within the Treasurer's own party and led by
one or two people have led him to make a decision
that is not in the best interests of the long-term
management of the forests.

I assure the Treasurer that, having spent some
time on the ground in the south-west, I can tell
him the people of the area do not support his de-
cision. The Treasurer is very wont to say that he
employs people who have been or are members of
the Liberal Party and seeks their advice, and that
we should not be critical. I assure him we spoke to
numerous people in the forests, many of whom are
traditional supporters of him and his party, and
he knows it. They are experienced foresters who
have worked there for 30 or 40 years;, they have
lived and breathed the air of the Shannon River
basin, and they do not agree with his poticy. In
the time we spent in the south-west, 1 did not find
one person who agreed with the Government's
policy,

It concerns me that the Government is making
decisions that have such long-term implications.
Before we went to the south-west, I was not aware
of the importance of decision-making as it affects
the forest industry. As the Treasurer would also
be aware, decisions made today will affect the for-
ests for the next 100 or 200 years; our children
and their children are being affected by this
Government's decisions. We are concerned to en-
sure that those decisions are in the best interests
of alt concerned and take into account the various
and competing uses. We say that some of the
more vocal groups are being listened to too much.
Those people who live and work in the forests and
who see that their future is intertwined and
unmistakably bound to the forests do not agree
with the Government's decisions. I urge the
Treasurer to give serious consideration to listening
to those people; he should listen to them, if not us.

The second point I want to raise relates to the
report the Treasurer spoke about in question time
today-the Mulcahy report into land resource
management. As is the case with the State Hous-
ing Commission, the Government establishes a
committee and then pre-empts its decisions by
committing the resource in advance of the report.

Mr Wilson: Rubbish!
Mr MacXINNON: I refer to the State Hous-

ing Commission's action in not waiting for the
Smith report and in selling off its land.

Mr Wilson: Which land?
Mr MacKIN NON: The Willetton land in par-

ticular. The State Housing Commission made a
decision to sell the land well ahead of the report,
and certainly it did not wait for it. If it did wait
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for the report, the commission did not give any
consideration to it.

Mr Wilson: I hope you will represent those
people in your electorate.

Mr MacK INNON: I represent them wherever
they live. When I represented Coolbellup, the
people had the best representation they have ever
had.

Mr Wilson: I will tell them how much you re-
sent their presence.

Mr MacK INNON: The Minister can go for his
life.

All I am saying to the Treasurer is that it seems
to me that by making its decision, and I am not
referring to the planting of 500 hectares a year in
advance of' the report-

Mr Brian Burke: The business of Government
does not grind to a halt because an inquiry is
under way.

Mr MacKINNON: I am well aware of that. I
am one of those people who believes the role of
the Government is to govern, not to refer matters
to interminable inquiries and wait for reports.

M r Wilson: You would not be so concerned if it
was not in your electorate.

Mr MacKINNON: The member for
Dianella-

Mr Wilson: I am not the member for Dianell-a.
Mr !vaeKINNON: -would be aware I have

asked questions about land in his area.
This is the land that was committed for the lo-

cation of the third television station.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr I. F.

Taylor): Order! I ask the member for Murdoch to
confine his remarks to the Division with which we
are dealing.

Mr Wilson: You are misinformed again. You
are wrong about it.

Mr MacKINNON: The point I make is that
the decision made in this area pre-empts the re-
port on work being carried out.

I also refer to comments made by the member
for Vasse. It is of concern to me, and should be of
concern to other members, that members do not
know what is the position of Mr Beggs. I have no
personal criticism of Mr Beggs; I know him
reasonably well, he was in the same rotary club as
I and he was a good member of the club. He has
been a valuable public servant who has served the
State well.

Mr McIver: Why do you think he is in the pres-
ent position'?

Mr MacK INNON: He is a good man.

Mr Mclver: You have answered your own
question.

Mr MacKINNON: I query what Mr Beggs'
position is; is he conservator or not? The Minister
for Forests, the Treasurer, answered questions in
the House today and he did not give that infor-
mation. I remind the Treasurer of section I1I of
the Forests Act which reads as follows-

(I1) The Conservator may be suspended
from his office by the Governor-

(a) for misbehaviour or incompetence-, or
(b) if he becomes bankrupt, or applies to

take the benefit of any Act for the re-
ie f of i nsolven t debtors, or co mpou nds

with his creditors, or makes an assign-
ment of his salary for their benefit; or

(c) if he becomes incapable of performing
his duties..

(5) The Conservator shall not be removed
from office except as hereinbe fore provided.

Has Mr Beggs resigned?
Mr Brian Burke: I understand that is the case

and there is no item in the Budget for a conser-
va to r.

Mr MacKINNON: 1t seems to me that the
Treasurer, as Minister for Forests should know;,
he should not think. Either the conservator is the
conservator or he is the head of the department of
the Premier and Cabinet. When responding I ask
the Treasurer to clearly inform us of the position
of the conservator; if he has resigned would the
Treasurer table that resignation in the Parliament
and, if he has not resigned, what will be the pos-
ition of the conservator? How will he be removed
and who will replace him?

In conclusion, the Opposition places the whole
question of forestry in ant important position as
obviously does the Government with the
Treasurer taking over the portfolio. The decision
making in this area is most important because of
its long-term implications for the future of the
State. I urge the Treasurer to take into account
those points I have made and particularly those
relating to paying attention to the people in the
area who have experience in working in that for-
est. I Urge him to take into account their views of
the future, as well as chose put forward from an
alternative viewpoint, before making a final
irrevocable decision.

Mr COURT: Like the member for Murdoch, I
have had the opportunity with other members of
spending considerable time looking at the forest
industry. We have made many tours through dif-
ferent areas of forestry. This Government has
made many decisions very quickly, in fact, too
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hastily to satisfy certain pressure groups within its
party. The member for Vasse has covered the
points which need to be covered. I shall be brief
and merely make the point that it is a sad day for
WA when the companies involved in the forestry
industry no longer trust the Government of this
State.

Mr Brian Burke: Rubbish!
An Opposition member interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: You are about the only one

who did not lose your seat.
Mr COURT: I think it is a point which has

been very clear to us and the Treasurer should not
brush off the criticism being made. He should
listen to the people affected by those policies
which the Government has brought in so hastily.

Mr LAURANCE: The points raised by the
Opposition are very important indeed. It is a pity
one cannot record laughter in Hansard because
the laughter we heard from the Government
benches when the member for Vasse was making
his contribution on this forestry debate would ring
very hollow indeed, not only for the people on the
Government benches, but also for the State of
WA.

It takes a long time to get the correctI forest
policy; to grow the trees, manage, and replace
them. We have a very strong Forests Act which
was proclaimed in 1917.

The question of the appointment of the conser-
vator has been raised because the conservator has
special powers under that Act; he may not be re-
moved from office without the circumstances of
his removal being brought to the Parliament and
tabled in both Houses. I do not know of any other
departmental head who is subject to such pro-
visions. The position of the conservator was en-
shrined in the legislation as far back as 1917 and
yet we are not sure what has happened to the per-
son holding that position. The Government may
well say that the conservator has been moved be-
cause he has expertise in other areas. However,
certain factors silence him and also put the depu-
ty conservator in the most invidious position be-
cause he must wear the changes which have taken
place although he was not part of them. The Op-
position is most concerned about the situation.
We seriously suspect that an impropriety has
taken place. We are carrying out further checks
and as yet we have not been able to come up with
anything conclusive. However, we think there
have been improprieties in the Government's deal-
ings with its conservator, the Forests Department
and the working plans approved last year by this
Parliament and the Governor. If there is to be any
change to those working plans and it appears

there have been changes, I remind the Govern-
ment of section 31 (4) of the Act which reads as
follows-

(4) Every working plan shall be subject to
the approval of the Governor, and when so
approved shall have effect; and shall not be
altered except on the recommendation of the
Conservator.

No recommendation has been made to that effect
and the plan has been substantially altered. I be-
lieve the Government is in contempt of its own
laws and of this Parliament because of major
changes made to the working plan which was ap-
proved by the Parliament and the Governor.

The Treasurer will not even answer questions
for the purpose of clarifying the position of the
present conservator. He will not say whether the
conservator has resigned and, if he has, on what
date. We want to know who is responsible for For-
estry; is it the Government, the previous conser-
vator (Mr Beggs), or the deputy conservator?
Have we a deputy conservator sitting in his de-
partment with tbe full knowledge that illegal ac-
tions have been taken? It is a very important
issue.

The legislation controlling this area has been on
the Statute book for a long time and the forests
have been here for a long time also. We want the
forests to be managed well; we do not want their
future to be thrown over in five months. That is
the reason that the Act makes provisions which
will cover long periods of time and I refer specifi-
cally to the appointment of the conservator and
the conditions relating to the working plans. This
Government has thrown that out of the window.
That is of concern not only to the members of
Parliament, but also to the people in the elector-
ate of Warren and other areas in the south-west.
The Treasurer may well laugh about what the
Government has done in relation to thc Shannon
Basin-

Mr Brian Burke: Rubbish!
Mr LAURANCE: If one looks at the actions of

the Labor Governments in Victoria and New
South Wales in recent times, it can be seen they
have created a disastrous situation in the forestry
area. If one asked any good Forestry man in those
States who was worth his salt he would say, "We
cannot manage the forests any more because we
have so many restrictions placed upon us. The for-
ests will be worthless in the years to come and we
cannot do anything about it". I have spoken with
those men and that is exactly what they say. They
are very open with their comments.

If one goes to Sydney one will be told that the
present forestry policy in New South Wales is dis-
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astrous. Exactly the same will happen here. It is
very quiet on the Government side of the House,
but it will beaon record, do not worry about that.
It will be on the Government's head that we do
not have a decent forest policy in this State any
more. There will be difficulty with fires, with
management not being able to operate in the right
places in the forest, and with not achieving a sus-
tamnable yield any more. That is what will happen
as the result of Government's forest policies.
Make sure that everyone knows about that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
God rowned on me, but I understand the member
for Vasse must be a shadow Minister for some-
thing. Everybody on the Opposition side is a
shadow Minister for something.

Mr O'Connor: Be fair.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-

sition was here when the member for Vasse spoke.
Mr O'Connor: I was not, but when you talk

about everybody being a shadow Minister, that is
nor a fair comment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition has an
inordinate number of shadow Ministers.

Mr O'Connor: The same number as you have
Ministers.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the Opposition
has 19.

Mr O'Connor: No. we have not.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Vasse

masquerades as one.
Mr O'Connor: He is a very good one.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: He casts a very large

shadow.
An Opposition member: A few of us do.
Mr BR IAN BURKE: If the Leader oF the Op-

position had been here, there would have been a
repetition of the same time wasting we experi-
eniced before. The member for Vasse goes on
interminably. I do not mind answering questions,
and there are answers to most of the points raised
by the mcmber, but I do not see why the
Chamber should be treated with the disdain with
which he continually treats it simply because he
does not know much about his subject.

Let mec give members one example of the ob-
tuseness of the member for Vasse, and I am
referring to his 30-ycar calculation of a cost of in
excess of $330 million attributable to the reser-
vation of the Shannon River basin. To arrive at a
cost like that one would have to chop down every
single tree in the Shannon River basin. That was
never the policy of his Government, nor is it the
policy of ours. The calculation is further er-

roneous when one takes into account the Govern-
ment's commitment to maintain the resource base
of the timber industry. That will be done accord-
ing to the various departments working to plan
number 87.

Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the resource base is

maintained, presumably the royalties to be gained
from the industry will remain consistent. If that is
true, it is misleading of the member for Vasse to
claim that the cost involved for the reservation of
the Shannon River basin is 1330 million.

Mr Blaikie: I can answer you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Vasse

must remember that when I attempted to ask him
one or two things he refused to halt even for
breath, so I do not see why I should pay him that
courtesy. Nevertheless, I am perfectly prepared to
allow the member for Vasse to say whatever he
likes, provided he does not take too long.

Mr Blaikie: As far as you are concerned, you
are directing the Forests Department what to do
outside working plan 87, which is the prerogative
of the conservator. Secondly, the working plan
only covers the next two years. What about what
the Forests Department was proposing to do until
the year 2000?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think the mem-
ber for Vasse has looked at the working plan, be-
cause the working plan refers not only to the next
two years until 1985, but it also contains predic-
tions which will take the industry past the turn of
the century.

Mr Blaikie: It goes to the year 2050.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Our commitment is at

least until the year 2015. On that basis, having
guaranteed the resource base, it is dishonest of
any member to claim that somehow or other a
loss of $330 million will accrue from that de-
cision. It is simply not true.

Mr MacKinnon: Can I ask a question? If the
Government guaranteed the resource base after
taking the Shannon basin, would it not be possible
to use the resource with the Shannon basin being
used? In other words, using both those resources.
That is the logical argument, surely.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand that
point.

Mr Blaikie: It is not a bad question.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying it is a

bad question. I just say I did not follow it the irst
time it was asked.
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Mr MacKinnon: By maintaining the resource
base, timber must be cut from areas which were
not going to be cut with the Shannon included to
keep up that resource. If the Shannon had been
included in the area which was to be cut, does the
same logic not apply? The cut could have been in-
creased by the amount coming out of the extra re-
sources which are being allocated now.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We are not talking about
the replacement of the Shannon, we are talking
about the replacement of a resource I15 years from
now, which is when the resource reserved in the
Shannon becomes critical. We are talking about
replacement not simply by the cutting of existing
hardwood forest, but by the planting of softwood
on 500 hectares of land each year. So it is not
simply a ease of cutting down trees which exist in
other management priority areas, or in reshaped
coups or things like that. It is a matter of manag-
ing the forest to provide softwoods when the land
reflected by the Shannon becomes evident,

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the view of mem-

bers, and I suspect it would be justified in their
eyes I think we have made it perfectly clear-

Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Vasse

babbles on' until he is told a few home truths.
When his la&k of knowledge becomes evident he
tries to fill in the gaps. Would he sit still and
listen?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have guaranteed to

maintain the resource base of the industry. We do
not pretend that the decision taken is one that is
universally pleasing within the community here or
in the south-west. That is that. There is a philo-
sophical difference between the point of view of
those who persist with this idea and the point of
view we intend to follow. Our forests have been
murdered as a result of the poorly managed ac-
tivities bf the timber industry. That was recog-
nised in 1979.

Mr Blaikie: In 1977.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There was a report in

1977-
Mr Blaikie: There was one in 1972; they came

back in 1974, there was a further report in 1976.
You arc talking about 1977.

Mr MacKinnon: This is the member who does
not know much about the industry!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My understanding is
that it was during the period of the Court Govern-
ment. I understood that in 1979 the restrictions
on the timber industry were placed in force with

the support of the Opposition, and that those re-
strictions; are the ones which most severely de-
pleted the resource available and which permitted
a decline in the hardwood resource base of the in-
dustry. That is where the real restriction on the
hardwood resource was imposed, and that was
done by the Court Government.

In respect of the Shannon River basin, the re-
port which first recommended the conservation of
the Shannon was the report of a committee estab-
lished by the Liberal Government, I understand.
That is where the Shannon River and its reser-
vation had its genesis. We do not acknowledge
that the Opposition will agree with us.

The Opposition thinks it is a good political
issue, but it is not. It does not matter who thinks
this. On that basis we expect the Opposition to
represent a fairly distorted view of things -o maxi-
mise its political advantage.

Mr MacKinnon- We are concerned about the
forests, irrespective of politics.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition is con-
cerned about the preservation of its political
future. It is not concerned about trees.

Mr Blaikie: That is absolute nonsense. If it had
not been for your taking office, the Shannon
River-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -would have been
chopped out. If it had not been for this Govern-
ment's taking office, the Liberal Party would have
chopped down the trees in the Shannon River
basin.

Mr Blaikie: And grown more in their place.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: With this man over here

telling us it takes 30 years? That is the difference.
Mr Blaikie: We believe you arc wrong.
Mr BRIAN BLJRX-E: It may amaze the mem-

ber for Vasse that I have already gained that
impression.

The question of Mr Beggs has been raised by
two or three members. I will only say that, far
from a conspiracy being afoot to transfer Mr
Beggs from the conservator's position to prevent
him from doing certain things, or to encourage
him to do other things, it must be evident to mem-
bers tonight that I was unaware that the for-
malities concerned with his ceasing to be Conser-
vator of Forests had even been completed. That is
how much 1, as the Minister, have been hanging
on being able to compromise Mr Beggs!

Mr Beggs was appointed as the Director Gen-
eral of the Department of Premier and Cabinet on
the date quoted in reply to the member for Vasse.
My understanding is that he ceased, as from that
date, to be Conservator of Forests, and that there
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is now an acting conservator with all of the
powers that Mr Beggs had when he was Conser-
vator or Forests. The acting conservator is able to
exercise all or the powers mentioned by other
members when they spoke. That being the case,
there is no question of a vacuum in the position of
conservator.

What it boils down to-I will put it as clearly
as I can-is that the Opposition disagrees
fundamentally with the Government on the mat-
ter of the reservation of the Shannon River basin.
We happen to have won the last election and,
being the Government, we happen to be in a pos-
ition to implement our policies. We will not
change the policy because the Opposition believes
it may maximise political advantage by causing
concern among the people who oppose the policy.

As I said at the public meeting, a policy de-
cision has been made, and it will remain. At the
next election, my guess is that the member for
Warren (Mr Evans) will be returned with an even
greater majority.

Mr MacKinnon: Why are you planning to re-
place the full-time position of conservator and ap-
point an acting conservator?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That question has
already been asked. If the member for Murdoch
checks with the member for Vasse, he will have
the answer to the question. The matter is being
addressed in co-ordination with the interim report
of the land resource management committee.

Mr Filaikie: In relation to the working plan,
how is it that you are able to pre-empt the de-
cision of the conservator when the conservator has
the absolute power to change the working plan? Is
he prepared to follow ALP policy?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: As Mr Bcggs is wont to

say, the Forests Department has expertise which
permits it to manage the forests efficiently ac-
cording to the policies of the day. That is what
Mr Beggs has said to me in my discussions with
him. If the acting conservator or the conservator
has the authority that the Opposition maintains
he has, and ir he refuses to exercise that auth-
ority, I suppose it will not be possible to alter the
work ing pla n.

Mr Blaikic: If a new Government came in and
said that it would chop it all out, the conservator
would carry out the Government's policy. How
ridiculous could we be?!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the Government
we defeated at the last election.

If legally the conservator has those powers, ob-
viously a change to the Act is required. However,

my advice is that the conservator maintains the
forests according to the policy of the Government
of the day. I would hope chat that is the case, and
that the legality of that is not open to challenge.
One of the basics and fundamentals of democracy
is that if a Government is elected and it wants to
change policies, there should not persist a Conser-
vator of Forests or even a civil servant of any de-
script ion who was capable of frustrating the poli-
cies of the properly elected Government.

Mr Laurance: You had better read the Forests
Act.

Mr Blaikie: You have no right to change the
working plan.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Vasse
has said that eight times. That is the sort of argu-
ment being used by the Legislative Council. In
any ease, we look forward in the next two years to
the sort of activity about which the member for
Vasse complains.

My guess is that the member for Warren, who
is a very popular member within his electorate,
will be returned with a bigger majority at the next
election. I do not know what excuse the member
for Vasse will ind if he does not retain his pos-
ition as shadow Minister for Forests.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr BLAlKIE: The item contains salaries,

wages, and allowances for the Conservator of For-
ests with an estimate of $11 698 000. which is an
increase of almost $800 000 in the last year.
Earlier this evening I indicated to the Treasurer
that I believed the salary of the Conservator of
Forests was still ongoing.

Within the general item, we see the deputy con-
servator with a salary of $52 400 and two assist-
ant conservators for $99 200. On it goes. On page
25 of the Estimates we find, under the heading
"Special Acts", the salary Of the cons9ervator
under the Forests Act 1918 at $60 900.

1 ask the Treasurer to indicate how the items
relate to the conservator, the deputy conservator,
and the two assistant conservators.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that the
acting conservator is being paid the conservator's
salary. I would have thought it was prudent bud-
geting to provide for the excpenditure that would
be involved in the appointment of a permanent
conservator, and the replacement of the deputy
conservator if that became necessary.

Item 3: Forest Protection-
Mr BLAIKIE: Will the Treasurer give an ex-

planation of the content of this expenditure of
$3.4 million? One notices that the expenditure last
year was $400 000 more than the vote. What was
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the reason for that? I would have thought that
with the Government's new policy and the Forests
Department's new direction, forest protection
would be expanded further, because it is a fact
that the sawlogs the Government is now guaran-
teeing to the timber industry are to come out of
the fire reserve areas. Therefore, I would assumne
that forest protection would receive a higher pri-
ority certainly in respect of funding. I would ap-
preciate the Treasurer's comments in this regard.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The funding sought by
the department is that which is represented here.
The decrease of $26 116 is a decrease due to non-
recurrent expenditure on wildfire suppression in
1982-83. 1 assure the member for Vasse and other
members, the department has been granted the
amount of money which it said was necessary to
carry out its wildfire suppression programme. We
have every faith in the department.

Mr Blaikie: I think its record in this State is ex-
cellent and it deserves commendation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I agree. On that basis in
this area the department's request has been ac-
ceded to.

Division 19 put and passed.
Division 20: Tourism, $7 576 000-
Mr HASSELL: I raise this matter in general

debate although perhaps it could come under the
items. There is provision for a manager, industry
and media affairs which appears to be a new pos-
ition bearing in mind the small amount of money
involved in 1982-83. A position of ministerial ad-
viser appears also.

Turning to the beginning of the Premier's sec-
tion, we see provision is made for several other ad-
visers to the Premier. On page 34, provision is
made for a principal ministerial adviser and then
there are three ministerial advisers and a minis-
terial officer. So we have a principal ministerial
adviser, threc ministerial advisers, and a minis-
terial officer, then under tourism we have another
ministerial adviser and a manager of industry and
media affairs. I do not know whether there is any
relationship between the two. Perhaps there is
not, but I would ask the Treasurer who these dif-
ferent advisers are.

I would have thought if the Premier listed the
four ministerial advisers under the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, they would have included
his advisers on industrial relations, forests, tour-
ism, and women's interests. However, now we
have a fifth adviser, so it appears from these
papers that the Premier has Five ministerial ad-
visers. That is an extraordinarily high number,
but perhaps the Treasurer could explain who they
all arc and what their respective advisings will be.

Mr Brian Burke: Their advisings are very im-
portant!

Mr HASSELL: I was referring to the subject. I
also raise with the Treasurer the position of man-
ager, industry and media affairs. Of course, there
is a substantial increase in the vote for tourism
and that is consistent with the Government's poli-
cies-policies with which we would not disagree
entirely in terms of the focus given to this import-
ant area of economic growth and development.
However, that is really a general comment and I
wanted to raise the specific points.

Mr LAURANCE: I shall comment briefly on
this division. I would comment more fully, but we
are about to debate a new tourism Bill, therefore,
I shall save my detailed comments until then.

One item in this division refers to the number
of staff in the Melbourne office. I ask the
Treasurer why there has been a substantial de-
cline in the number of people listed for that office
of the Department of Tourism. Last year approxi-
mately 17 people were employed there and this
year there is provision for only 12. Is that office
being downgraded substantially or is there some
other reason for the change'?

Like my colleague, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, 1 pay tribute to the Government for
its substantial increase in funds allocated to ad-
vertising and promotion. We have been lagging
behind some of the other States in this area,
although proportionately we have put a great deal
more money into the promotion of tourism than
have Victoria, New South Wales. and South Aus-
tralia. However, we are behind the other States in
this area, particularly Tasmania and Queensland.
Tasmania has always channelled a great deal
more money than this State into marketing and
promotion of tourism there. Recently Queensland
has increased its allocation to that area and has
surpassed us. However, the big improver in the
tourism stakes recently has been the Northern
Territory. Since it became a State it has allocated
double the amount we have spent in this regard.

1, as a previous Minister for Tourism, and the
member for Murdoch have tried to increase the
amount of money allocated to tourism. We did
not seek to do that by increasing taxes in this
State, but rather by giving tourism a higher pri-
ority than it has had in the past. I do not agree
with the way in which the Government has raised
the revenue which is allocated to tourism, but I
approve of the manner in which the money is to
be spent.

Grants to country tourist bureaus and regional
tourist offices have been increased substantially
and the Treasurer made an announcement about
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that recently. They do a good job across the State
and they are worthy of increased support. The
money allocated to those areas is increased from
time to time and it is necessary that that should
be so. The allocations in this Budget represent
significant additions to their funds and that is a
good thing.

Mr COURT: As the member for Gascoyne
said, we shall be debating a tourism Bill later, so I
shall make only brief comments now on this div-
ision.

Over the weekend the Minister has been adver-
tising the new positions for the WA tourism com-
mission. The advertisements set out the various
salaries offered and I would like the Minister to
explain whether those salaries match up with the
positions oualinedi here. They do not seem to have
the same headings and I wondered whether the
advertised salaries and positions related to the
salaries and positions set out in the Budget. The
Minister refers to the chairman and chief execu-
tive, the general manager, the officer in charge of
research and development, and the like.

My second question relates to advertising. The
allocation to advertising and promotion is 10 be
increased substantially from $1 million to $2.5
million. I support the tourist industry being given
a kick along, but simply advertising something
does not mean one is doing it a service. It is poss-
ible the extra $1.5 million would be better spent
in other areas to promote the overall attraction of
Perth and Western Australia as a tourist desti-
nation. It is very easy to blow $1 million in adver-
tising. The Government knows that from its ex-
perience in its tobacco campaign where it spent
$250 000 in a matter of weeks.

It might look good to say one will be spending
an additional $1.5 million so that total expendi-
ture in this area will be $2.5 million, but it is im-
portant that the money be spent effectively. The
additional $1.5 million might be better spent
within the tourism operation rather than specifi-
cally on advertising.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thank the members for
their general approval of the Government's expan-
sion of its commitment to the tourism industry. I
have looked carefully at the point raised by the
Deputy Leader of [he Opposition and can tell him
that I have the following ministerial advisers: The
principal ministerial adviser, then a ministerial
adviser of a general nature, Mike Naylor, who
was my research officer when I was in the Leader
of the Opposition's office. I have an adviser on
forests.

Mr Hassell: Naylor comes after the principal
ministerial adviser.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is one of the minis-
terial advisers under the Department of Premier
and Cabinet estimate. I have a ministerial adviser
on industrial relations and a ministerial adviser on
tourism. On that basis, I can comment only that
there was a case of double counting, because the
ministerial adviser under tourism is in fact an ad-
viser within the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net. It would not be my intention to employ an
adviser within the Department for Tourism. If I
should decide to keep the ministerial adviser once
the tourism commission is established, that ad-
viser would be in the Department of Premier and
Cabinet.

Mr Hassell: Who is the principal ministerial
adviser?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Douglas Mitchell.
Mr Hassell: So you have five, not six.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know how the

member arrives at ive. He has counted one I do
not have, one for women's interests.

Mr Hassell: So you have Douglas Mitchell.
Naylor, forests, industrial relations, and tourism.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. I have five
counting the principal ministerial adviser, who is
responsible for all ministerial advisers. I have four
myself.

Mr Hassell: So you have an adviser to oversee
all the advisers.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He has responsibilities in
addition to that of assisting me to maintain liaison
between me and all the other advisers. As the
member would probably know, the advisers are
employed on contract to the Premier, so I suppose
I have something in excess of 25 or 26 advisers, if
the member wants to put it that way.

Mr Hassell: I am talking only about the ones
attached to your department.

Mr E-RIAN BURKE: I have the principal ad-
viser and those others, excluding the women's
interests adviser the member seems to think I
have. I have four apart from the principal minis-
terial adviser.

Mr Hassell: What are Naylor's duties; what
area does he advise on?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: General policy develop-
ment and research matters.

The member for Gascoyne raised a point about
the Melbourne office. No deliberate step to
downgrade that office has been taken. We have
made no decision to reduce the staff there. I do
not have any additional information on that de-
crease in staff from 17 to 12 this year, but per-
haps it is only a matter of a reorganisation within
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the department or perhaps some seasonal change.
It is not a change I have directed and it is not a
policy the Government is implementing.

The member for Nedlands commented on the
advertising budget side of things, and I accept his
note of warning about ihe possibility of wasting
advertising budgets. I suppose it is more likely one
might waste money on a lavish budget than on
one of a more frugal nature. At the same time,
the Government has undertaken a very thorough
assessment of the ability of the advertising agents
to carry out the department's work, and that as-
sessment is about to result in the choice of an
agency to handle the Government's tourism brief.
A decision should be made within the next three
or four weeks. Naturally the Government will
superintend very closely the performance of the
advertising agent or agency chosen to handle this
aspect of the Government's work.

Division 20 put and passed.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again,
on motion'by Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer).

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN TOURISM COM-
MISSION BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 9 November.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [10.36 p.m.]:

This is a Bill to establish a Western Australian
tourism commission. At the outset I indicate my
hope that the new commission is better in oper-
ation than the Minister's second reading speech
which outlined the commission, because I felt it
was a very poor document indeed. It was full of
glittering generalities, but it did not tell us a great
deal about the commission. One of the unfortu-
nate things about the second reading speech was
that it was very critical of previous efforts in the
tourism field. This is a new initiative by the
Government and I think it could rightly have
come to the Parliament and told us what it
intended to do rather than to say how badly the
people previously involved in the industry had per-
formed. Anyway, that is not an accurate commen-
tary and it was totally unfair for the Government
to open up in that way.

A good example of what I mean can be found
on page 3 of the second reading speech where we
see a reference to "The picemeal approachi to
tourism in this State has finished". There was no
need to include that in the speech. On page 4 we
find, "Thcre has been a clear re-emergence of
confidence among private sector interests and
projects are coming off the shelf as the Govern-

ment demonstrates its commitment". It is all won-
derful stuff except it does not happen to be true,
and there is no need for it to have appeared in the
second reading speech.

I would like to put to rest the statement that
tourism was discovered in this State only on 25
February this year, because that is not accurate.
Tourism has been alive and well in Western Aus-
tralia for many years. If members look at the re-
cord of Liberal and National-Country Party
Governments in the area of tourism, they will find
it is a very good one. Certainly I am very proud of
it. This record dates back a long way to the time
when Sir David Brand was Premier and the
State's first Minister for Tourism. In those days
he achieved a great deal and is still revered by
many people in the tourism industry.

In recent years this has been the State's fastest
growing industry. We do not dispute the fact that
it can do a lot for the State in the future, because
we have only to look at developments in recent
years to know that if this Government can do as
well as the previous Government did over the last
few years, it will do very well indeed. If the
Government can put more money into this area, it
may do even better. To try to convince the public
that nothing has happened under this portfolio
until this year is quite wrong.

The level of investment in the industry in recent
years has been high. Visitor levels, particularly
interstate and international visitors, have in-
creased substantially in recent years. New air
routes in the State have been opened, and this has
been a very important factor in our increasing
tourism scene. The Perth-New Zealand direct
flights have been most important. Flights from
Perth through Ayres Rock to Townsville have also
been a significant development, and this com-
menced a couple of years ago. New international
officers were appointed, one to Auckland in New
Zealand, to take advantage of the improving mar-
ket there as a result of the new direct flights.

In keeping with the previous Government's
thrust into South-East Asia two years ago, the
Government has appointed a Western Australian
tourism officer in Singapore. I make that point
because the Government has told us about the
wonderful things that will happen with South-
East Asian marketing. Well, the previous Govern-
ment started the move into the area.

The First regional tourism officers were ap-
pointed under the previous Government, and
those appointments have had an impact. That is
obvious because the Government will appoint two
more. I applaud the decision, and point out that it
emphasises the fact that it was the previous
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Government which introduced these moves. The
first grants to regional travel associations were
made by the previous Government. and this
Government has decided to increase the level of
those grants, which is a further indication that an
initiative of the previous Government has war-
ranted continuation.

It was wrong for the Government to say in the
second reading speech to this Bill that the Labor
Party has suddenly discovered tourism. If one
considered the performance of this Government
when it was in Opposition, one would Find it diffi-
cult to see a single reference to tourism in three
years.

Mr Pearce: Don't you think you would do your
chances of getting back into Government a lot
more good if you looked to the future instead of to
the past.

Mr LAUJRANCE: I am referrinig to the second
reading speech in opening for the Opposition, and
I make the point that the second reading speech is
deficient in a nu mber of areas.

Mr Pearce: This is a forward looking piece of
legislation. One of the reasons for the poor per-
formance generally of this Opposition is that it
spends most of its time defending its poor per-
formance in Government.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister was not here
when I said that if the performance of this
Government is as good as the previous Govern-
ment's record in tourism it will do very well in-
deed.

Mr Bridge: There are some of us in this House
who gave recognition to the work of the previous
Government in this field.

Mr LAUJRANCE: The member did not write
the second reading speech, and I know the Minis-
ter for Tourism did not, but whoever did, much of
what he said was wrong.

When these measures were first announced we
had in the Press the headline. -Major overhaul
for tourism industry'. I suppose the establishment
of a commission represented a major overhaul,
but it was announced also at that time that
savings would accrue from this move after initial
establishment costs were met. It was said that
management changes and rationalisation would
enable a saving in operating costs of at least
S600 000 over 12 months. Many people in the in-
dustry said to me, -Where could the Government
possibly save $600 000?". and I started to ponder
that question.

Mr Blaikie: Through the new adviser, of course.

Mr LAURANCE: I suppose he would suggest
some ways to save money. If the Government is to

spend 2.5 times the money presently spent on ad-
vertising and promotion, it must have an organis-
ation to handle the administration of that budget.
The administration costs could not be cut in half
if the advertising and promotion expenditure was
to be doubled. People could not be taken out of
that area; the commission could not operate with
its arms Cut off to the tune of $600 000. However,
the Government claimed it would save that
amount in administrative costs, and that claim
was never refuted.

I referred to the previous Budget, and realised
that the $600 000 would not be saved through the
sacking of administrators. I then referred to the
staffing of the four interstate offices. Last year's
Budget provided for the Melbourne staff,
$220 000; for the Sydney staff, $168 000: for the
Adelaide staff, $141 000; and for the Brisbane
staff, the staff in the last of our interstate offices
to be opened. $82 000. By an amazing coincidence
the sum of those costs is the magnificent total of
$611 000.

Mr MacKinnon: What's that again?
Mr LAURANCE: The figures are there, and

will be reported in Hansard.
Mr Blaikie: I think we should all have that total

again!
Mr LAURANCE: The total was $611 000 for

running our tourist offices outside this State, and
the Government claimed that by rationalisation of
administration it would save $600 000. I believe
that when the Government made that statement it
intended, and still may intend, to close down our
travel centres in other States. That is where it
intended to save the $600 000, but when we asked
questions in this Parliament as to where the
savings would be made the Government was
equivocal-indeed it was not able to say where
the savings would be made. It suddenly realised it
was on a bum steer: it was going the wrong way
and had to work out why those offices existed.
The Minister and presumably his adviser had no
knowledge of the functions of the Department of
Tourism when those initial statements were made.

The department has 90-odd officers operating
within Western Australia, and some 45
officers-approximately one-third of the
total-operating outside Western Australia. Their
responsibility is to attract visitors to Western
Australia. The tourist industry relies on the de-
partment to do that job because it cannot set up
offices all around Australia; it must ensure that it
can satisfy the needs of tourists once they arrive
in this State. The industry looks to the Govern-
ment to provide offices in other States to promote
travel into Western Australia.
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Our offices do not compete with travel agents;
they work on behalf of the people of Western
Australia. They do not try to persuade people to
go to Tasmania, they try to persuade them to
come to Western Australia. Our industry benefits
from the activities of our offices.

We have offices in all States other than
Tasmania and the Northern Territory. In fact, the
Northern Territory, as members would be aware,
has a travel office in Western Australia, and
Queensland opened a travel office here in the last
few days.

Our offices do a magnificent job. The
Melbourne office has a high profile: it is estab-
lished in the Bourke Street Mall. I do not know
whether the Minister has had a chance to visit
that office, but if he does he will realise it is in
one of the best locations in Melbourne. I am con-
cerned by the Government's move to decrease the
number of staff at that office from 17 to 12.

An important function of our interstate offices
is to have sales promotion officers, who are at-
tached to the offices, and who go to travel agents
in their respective capital cities so that travel
agents know about Western Australia. They need
to know how much it costs to get here and what is
here when people arrive, otherwise the agents
tend to forget about us. If a person goes into a
travel agent in, say. Sydney and says, "Where can
I go for a holiday?", the travel agent may say.
"Why don't you go to the Gold Coast or down to
Tasmania", unless he knows about Western Aus-
tralia. Our sales promotion officers give the
agents a package of wonderful things to do and
see in Western Australia. In that case, if a person
goes to a travel agent in, say, Sydney and says,
"Where can I go for my holiday?", the agent can
say, "Why don't you go to Western Australia".
The people in our interstate offices are indeed im-
portant.

I am convinced the Government intended to
close down those offices. They are staffed by
Western Australians, which gives our people the
opportunity to progress through the ranks of the
department through experience in other States. A
person from the Perth office may be promoted to
the Brisbane office, then to a bigger office, and
then back to Perth for a senior position. Our
people work their way through the hierarchy. It is
important that we have Western Australians
staffing our interstate offices to talk about West-
ern Australia. They know it, believe in it, and love
it; they can convince people in other States to visit
this State. If the Government had in mind the
closing down of those offices, it would have been
crazy to have even thought of the suggestion, and

it would indicate that this Government does not
know what it is doing.

When the statement about the $600 000 was
made, the morale of the people in the department
was destroyed. All they could think of was whose
jobs would go with that $600 000. The Govern-
ment did not say who would go, and no-one could
tell-everybody thought it must be his job. Mem-
bers can imagine what sort of effect that had on
the morale of the department. The morale of our
dedicated people was undermined. All this has in-
dicated that the Government does not know where
it is going and that it has received bad advice. It's
work in this area has been sloppy.

Mr Court: I don't think the Premier has had
enough time to put into the department, because
it was going haywire.

Mr LAURANCE: I guess that is it.
Mr Mclver: What do you mean by saying it has

been sloppy? It is not sloppy; it is very rewarding.
Mr LAURANCE: There was no discussion

with the department which has no discretion as to
how the savings are to be made. If somebody went
to the Lands and Surv 'eys Department and said,
"We are going to cut your vote back by $600 000
this year but we will not tell you who will lose
their jobs", every employee would think he could
lose his job.

Mr Court: Just like the small business develop-
ment corporation.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will ad-
dress the Chair.

Mr LAURANCE: I was only trying to accom-
modate my ministerial colleague across the
Chamber.

Mr Mclver: A bit sloppy.
Mr Wilson: A sloppy expression.
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for Works is

better when he is asleep.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will ad-

dress the Chair.
Mr LAURANCE: I certainly will, Mr Speaker.

I was talking about the dedication of officers of
the Department of Tourism. I had the highest re-
gard for them when I was Minister for Tourism.
They work long hours as is required by the tourist
industry. Many evening promotional functions are
held between 5 and 7 p.m., the cocktail hour,
when other people have finished work. At this
time these officers start work. The Director of
Tourism in this State is the most experienced
head of a tourism department anywhere in Aus-
tralia. I admire the way that he has built up a
very loyal and enthusiastic group of people
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around him in that department. The other senior
management members and the team generally are
to be commended.

Mr Court: Did the director finally get funding
to go to the America's Cup?

Mr LAURANCE: I am not sure, but it is an
area on which he has been working for a long
time. I guess he enjoyed that success. In the past
he was criticised for having any involvement in it,
but most of that criticism has vanished recently.

Mr Court: It vanished very quickly.
Mr LAURANCE: The Government has under-

mined that department by making statements
which indicated that the department did not know
where it was going, and that huge savings would
be made. Obviously staff would have to go. The
Government did not take the department into its
confidence. The Government has a big job ahead
of it in rebuilding the morale in that department.

I turn now to the commission. It could be a
very effective body. We do not reject the concept
of a tourism commission in this State. It will have
a chairman and a chief executive officer. I know
the Government has commenced advertising for
this position, and we can only assume it is adver-
tising widely around the nation to attract the best
person possible for the job. It concerns me that
the present director who served this State well
happens to have been moved in a very peremptory
way. I thought he deserved better treatment than
that. Nevertheless, the new chairman and chief
executive, if he is chosen well, should do a good
job. He will be one of seven members on the com-
mission, and we have no quarrel with that.

We do not object to the Bill and formation of
this commission until we get down to its objec-
tives, functions, and powers. I speak particularly
about clause 14. We find we are back on the same
old bandwagon, not content with doing the sort of
glossy things talked about in the second reading
speech, of promoting tourism and giving people
confidence to invest in the industry, and so on: the
Government is up to its old tricks of wanting to
own, buy into, manage, and operate the industry.
I give fair warning to the tourist industry of this
State that it will not have its biggest friend in the
Government; the Government will be its biggest
competitor.

Clause 14(3)(a) provides-
Without limiting the generality of subsec-

tion (2) the Commission may-

acquire, lease or otherwise deal in and
dispose of real and personal property for
the purposes of this Act whether the

property is situated in Western Aus-
tralia or elsewhere;.

Paragraph (c) provides-
construct, establish, maintain and operate, or
make arrangements with other persons for or
in connection with the construction, estab-
lishment, maintenance and operation of es-
tablishments or enterprises providing tourist
facilities;

Mr Court: Couldn't they run an airline?
Mr Mclver: I don't suppose you are going to

give the Minister any kudos for getting the Army
off Rottnest.

Mr LAURANCE: It does not come under this
clause of the Bill!

Mr Mclver: You are very critical of the
Government. I thought you might give the Minis-
ter some kudos for that.

Mr MacKinnon: Under this section of the Act
he is probably going to buy the land from the
owner.

Mr Mclver: You are generally critical of the
Government.

Mr LAURANCE: I have stated that we agree
with everything up to clause 14. When we get to
the powers, functions, and objectives of the com-
mission we are very concerned at the effect on
what has been a very good private sector industry
in this State. Paragraph (f) provides that the com-
mission may promote tourism and market travel.
The Government will have a fight on its hands be-
cause the industry does not want the Government
to market travel. Plenty of other people have the
ability and confidence to market travel without
the Government being involved in that sector.

Paragraph (i) gives the commission power to
appoint agents, whether in Western Australia or
elsewhere. This causes the Opposition worry. Why
would the Government want to appoint agents in
Western Australia to market travel on its behalf?
Presumably, there is a very undesirable side to
this on the part of the Government. The Govern-
ment can appoint agents in other States. It can
provide a chance to attract More people to West-
ern Australia and this is something we are very
much in favour of because we are not competing
with any other agents within our own State. The
extra tourists that result from those agencies will
be of great benefit to the people and the industry
in this State. However, for the commission to ap-
point its own Western Australian agents is an en-
tirely different matter and is one to which we take
strong exception.

Paragraph (in) gives the commission the power
to make loans or grants for many purposes, in-
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chuding loans or grants to Ministers of the Crown,
for the establishment, construction, development,
and improvement or maintenance of tourism proj-
ects. We can see a chain of the Minister's hotels.
He will have the power to construct, operate, and
promote them. Presumably that is the Govern-
ment's intention.

Mr MacKinnon: There could be a chain called
Parker's Palaces.

Mr Rushton: Parker's Palaces, yes. It does not
specify the Minister for Tourism. It includes all
Ministers of the Crown.

Mr Hassell: How about Parker's Palaces of
Sin?

Mr LAURANCE: Under this legislation any
Minister of the Crown can get a loan or grant.

Mr Hassell: Gambling, prostitution, and vice!
Mr Mackinnon: Parker's boudoir!
Mr Parker: They would be very proper estab-

lishments.
Mr Old: They should be.
Mr LAURANCE: Those powers greatly con-

cern the Opposition.
Clause 15(l) provides-

The Commission may, with the approval of
the Minister, for the purpose of developing
and operating tourist facilities in Western
Australia-

Ido not know whether or not the Minister will
purchase the Adventureland at Bibra Lakes.

Mr Hassell: No, that is where he is going to
live.

Mr Parker: You people bought the Entertain-
ment Centre.

Mr LAURANCE: I do not know if he will buy
Atlantis Marine Park at Yanchep. Perhaps he will
operate that.

Mr Court: The member for Fremantle could
run the hotel on the wharf, couldn't he?

Mr LAUJRANCE: Yes, the new one there.
Mr Hassell: Is that the "Wharfles' Arms"?
Mr LAURANCE: The commission has the

power to operate various facilities and for those
purposes it can-

(a) make arrangements for, or participate
in, the formation of a company of which
the objects include the development or
operation of tourist facilities in Western
Australia;

(b) subscribe for or otherwise acquire, and
dispose of, shares in any such company:

Mr Brian Burke: Can I ask you a question?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes.
Mr

the R
ferent

Brian Burke: Was it not your desire that
& I Bank be able to have an equity in dir-
things?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, at the last election.
Mr Brian Burke: Yes, that is so.
Mr MacKinnon: Equity funding.
Mr Rushton: Equity funding on the basis of a

guaranteed buy-back from the purchaser.
Mr Brian Burke: I do not remember the

guaranteed buy-back being mentioned.
Mr Parker: It was terribly recent.
Mr Court: You say the R & I Bank is a similar

operation, do you?
Mr Brian Burke: It is very similar to the com-

mission. The R & I Bank has a board of com-
missioners.

Mr LAURANCE: Paragraphs (c) and (d) pro-
vide-

(c) recommend to the Treasurer that a
guarantee be given to facilitate the for-
mation or operation of a company under
this section;

(d) exercise any right conferred upon the
Commission to appoint a director of, or
hold office in, a company.

Once again they are powers to which we object
strongly.

Clause 16 of the Bill gives the Minister the
power to direct the commission from time to time.
So the Minister of the day can direct the com-
mission to purchase or acquire a company. He can
direct that loans be given to him for the purpose
of buying such a facility, and he as Treasurer can
guarantee the payment for that facility. We be-
lieve it is totally improper to place powers of that
sort into a Bill. The Minister is very definite that
he wishes to put in that socialistic clause as the
main package of the Bill.

On page 5 of the second reading speech the
Minister stated that the Government is working
on the development of investment in respect of an
investment package for the tourism industry. We
would welcome an investment package to assist
private industry to get into the tourism industry,
and we hope the Government will bring forward
such a package at some time in the future. We
are critical of the Government's action in proceed-
ing to place a clause in the Bill which enables the
Government to buy and own tourist companies.

I would like to ask the Minister just how he
intends to operate this part of the legislation.
Does he intend to buy tourism companies? Does
he intend to buy or build and operate hotels and
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motels in this State? If he intends to do this we
would like to know about it. The private sector
would like to know about it also-

Let the private sector be aware of the powers
that this Government is giving itself under pro-
visions relating to the tourism commission. It
could be its biggest competitor.

I would like to know what the Minister has to
say about the use of these powers and, depending
on his answers, the Opposition will determine
what the shadow Minister in another place will do
in handling this Bill. We will be looking to make
alterations if we are not satisfied with the answers
the Minister gives us.

Mr Brian Burke: I will tell you now if you
make alterations to the nature of it, the com-
mission will not proceed.

Mr LAURANCE: I am asking the Premier to
tell us how the Government intends to use those
powers.

I would like to refer to the provisions in the Bill
which deal with the staff of the commission.
There has been some lack of consultation on the
part of the Government with the very people who
will be involved with the new commission. The
morale of the staff has been seriously under-
mined. I hope the Government will go to great
lengths to re-establish that morale.

It has the ability to do that under the clauses in
the Bill dealing with staff. I believe the Govern-
ment has made adequate arrangements for the
staff. They should be well catered for because of
the flexibility of the provisions which give them
the option to join the commission and continue at
salaries and statuses no lower than those which
they enjoy at present. If they are not happy with
their positions within the new commission they
can return to the Public Service without any loss
of salary, status, or position. I believe they have
been well catered for in that way. I am pleased to
say the Government has thought about the staff
and has made adequate arrangement for them.

The Opposition will support the concept of a
commission, as set out in this Bill and we trust
that it does all the good things we hope it will,
and that it will continue to foster the growth in
this industry that we have seen in recent years.
However, we object strongly to the part of the
legislation that gives powers to the Government to
become a principal operator.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch) [11.06 p.m.]:
When I spoke previously this evening I said the
Government and the Opposition share the same
objective for tourism; we feel it is an important in-
dustry and one which has an enormous potential
for growth. We both understand also that the in-

dustry has a great potential to employ many
young and old West Australians in the future.

While we have the same aims, we perhaps dis-
agree on the way in which those aims can be
achieved. The first point I would like to take issue
with in relation to the commission is that which
was referred to by the member for Gascoyne and
the shadow spokesman for Tourism and it relates
to an announcement made by the Minister for
Tourism about the new tourism commission. I will
quote from The West Australian of 30 August
1983 as follows-

After initial establishment costs, manage-
ment changes and rationalisation would en-
able savings in operating costs of at least
$600 000 over 12 months.

The Commission would have an important
role in involving other areas of Government
in helping the tourist industry much more
than in the past.

Whatever the Minister might like to think, that is
really a condemnation of those people who have
been working in the Department of Tourism and
who have been administering the Government's
tourism policy over the last 10 to I5 years.

I was Minister for Tourism for a brief time and
Mr Noel Semnmens was the director of the depart-
ment. He and his staff made a great team and
were committed to the protection and develop-
ment of the tourism industry in this State. That
condemnation by this present Minister for Tour-
ism was totally unjustified and uncalled for. The
performance of the department was documented
in the publication of the Western Australian
Tourism Report for 1982.

I would like the Premier to give some expla-
nation as to where he thinks $600 000 will be
saved. If he is not prepared to do that, then he
owes an apology to the 130-odd public servants
who have served the State well over recent years.

The second point on which we disagree is the
method of support for the industry and the type of
support that should be given. The member for
Gascoyne argued this matter in detail and I
intend only to touch on it briefly.

I refer to clause 15 of the Bill where the
Government gives the commission the power to
make arrangements for, or participate in the for-
mation of a company; in other words ownership
and development of tourist resources. It is my
view that the tourist industry needs support. Per-
haps this is one area in which our two narties dif-
fer in what we mean by "support". What tbe Op-
position means by "support" is in the traditional
way administered previously by the department.
Perhaps, in a more innovative way, support can be
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given to the private sector for the development of
the tourist industry. We do not mean support by
ownership of the industry. If the private en-
terprise sector is willing to participate in the
tourist industry-

Mr Brian Burke: We have been approached by
people in the industry for some sort of assistance.
The Queensland legislation provides for it as well.
It is not a case of proposing to own and to control
anything. but people have asked that we partici-
pate in that way. Guarantees are provided.

Mr MacKINNON: I amt aware of that, and
that is the method of support to which I am
referring in the traditional sense. I am sure that
the Govern ment has been approached by people
in the industry for financial assistance. When we
were in Government we had people asking for
financial support on a number of projects, many
of which were not commercial by any stretch of
the imagination. I do not believe that the Govern-
ment should be involved in such participation,
whether the private sector wants it or not.

If the private sector is well placed in the tourist
industry as it is in the resources industry, it
should be allowed to participate. Why should the
Government want to be involved in an area that is
being adequately serviced? I believe it is like the
three jokes-the three best promises in the world.
I will niot mention the second one, but the first is
"The cheque is in the mail", and the third is, "I
am from the Government and I am here to help
you"

It appears that the tourist industry does need
support, but not in the way of direct participation.
There is a difference in the approaches taken by
our two parties, and we can agree to disagree. I
indicated this previously when we debated the
Argyle diamond mine joint venture. I do not be-
lieve that the Government should play a part in
resource development when the private sector is
willing to participate. In the long term, I believe
the Government will not make decisions relating
to the market place. Sooner or later it will make
decisions in these areas on political considerations.

Mr Brian Burke: Like Bunbury Foods.

Mr MacK INNON: The Minister said that, not
me.

It will cost the taxpayers a lot of money in the
long term. I do not support the inclusion of cla use
15 in this legislation, and I do not agree with a
similar clause in any other legislation. As I have
indicated in regard to the Argyle joint venture,
when we are returned to Government I will be
working to ensure that these types of clauses are
reversed, and in cases like this to ensure that the

State Government embarks on a course of smaller
government, not larger government, to which this
will lead us.

Another important question in relation to the
tourist industry is that of penalty rakes. There has
recently been publicity in the State of Victoria
where I understand a study has been initiated by
the union movement which indicated that penalty
rates add one per cent to the costs of the industry.
I have not seen that report and I guess I should
reserve judgment on it until I obtain a copy. It
seems to me, knowing the industry and having
had experienice in it, that the study results must
be really wide of the mark.

The Minister for Tourism must be aware from
his tourism summit that one of the major con-
cerns of industry is the question of penalty rates. I
ask members to reflect on a couple of points in re-
gard to penalty rates.

I have been fortunate, as the Ministers opposite
will now be fortunate, to travel to other parts of
the world to study the tourism industry. I have
not been to one country that has not had high-
class hotels trading every day and every night of
the week. This occurs in the United States of
America, London, Singapore, New Zealand, and
in many other places. Perhaps it occurs less in
New Zealand, but the hotels in that country are
open for a longer period than they are open in
Australia. I ask members to compare the situation
around the world with that which exists in West-
ern Australia. I ask Ministers opposite where they
take their guests for lunch on a Saturday, because
there are only two restaurants of any note that are
open at that time, and they are the Parmelia and
the Sheraton.

Mr Brian Burke: The Romany is open.
Mr Hodge: The Pink Lotus is open.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: most of the high quality

restaurants in the hotels are not open.
Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: What is wrong with the

Romany? It is high quality.
Mr MacKINNON: I have been there many

times and I am not criticising it. That may well be
the case, but a significant group of restaurants
and other entertainment venues do not open on
Saturday for lunch.

Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: Why is it? I do not think it

is because the business is not there. If one talks to
the people who operate within the industry, they
will say it is because they cannot afford to pay
staff in order to stay open at that hour of the day.
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It is an important question to which the Govern-
ment should be addressing itself, If the Govern-
ment is willing to assist the industry, the area of
penalty rates warrants investigation. The Minister
for Tourism has indicated that at the Minister's
conference an undertaking was given to look into
the area of penalty rates. I hope it is a sincere
investigation and one that results in solutions.

Mr Brian Burke: The Minister's conference had
a working party on that matter.

Mr MacK INNON: I would like the Minister to
advise the position of the tourism adviser once the
commission is in place. Is he to continue as an ad-
viser? The Opposition would also appreciate an
explanation or an apology in relation to the
$600 000 worth of funding which was supposed to
be a saving. I would also like the Minister to ex-
plain the method of operation of the proposed
commission. Will the funds generated by the com-
mission be retained by it, or is it to be funded di-
rectly, as it is now?

Mr Brian Burke: It certainly cannot fund itself
from its own activities.

Mr MacKINNON: In other words, it will be
treated exactly as it is now in regard to the
Budget.

Mr Brian Burke: It may be the case that a defi-
cit will be picked up by the CRF.

Mr MacKiNNON: Will the commission's
earnings be paid into the GRF?

Mr Brian Burke: That may be the case, but I
doubt it very much.

Mr MacK INNON. I would appreciate it if the
Minister for Tourism would examine this matter.
If the commission is to have any independence,
if the Government is to go through the exercise of
appointing the commission and if it is to be a
commercial type operation-a "high level of corn-
mercialisation" was the term used by the Prem-
ier-I would have thought it would operate on
that basis.

Mr Brian Burke: The MTT is more commer-
cial, but the deficit of the MTT is picked up. It
would be a hopeless situation to allow the tourism
commission to fund itself. It is not there to make
money.

M r M ac K I N NON: I am pleased to hear that. I
thought that travel centres were functioning to
make money out of promoting tourism.

Mr Brian Burke: It may interest you that we
have hived off some of the travel centre functions,
because we believe they can be done by private
enterprise. The American fleet has been handed
over to private enterprise.

Mr MacKINNON: A process I started.
Mr Brian Burke: You people carry on like this.
Mr MacKINNON: About what?
Mr Brian Burke: Your nonsense about squeez-

ing out private travel centres, etc., and you do not
pay tribute-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Murdoch.

Mr MacKINNON: I am not saying anything
about squeezing out travel centres. The Govern-
menit does not have a role to play in owning tour-
ism centres around the State. As the member for
Nedlands was about to say, why include those
powers if the Government does not plan to use
them?

Mr Brian Burke: In isolated centres we have
been asked to provide that sort of assistance to
people in the same way you got the R & 1 Bank
taking an equity because small business asked
whether it could be available.

Mr MacKIN NON: As I have indicated, it is a
point on which we will agree to disagree.

That is a matter not only of philosophy, but
also of pragmatism;, if the private sector is willing
and able to play a role it should be allowed to do
so. I have no doubt a great team-indeed, a
horde-of tourist promoters and others will be
beating a path to the door of the tourist corpor-
ation and of the Minister for Economic Develop-
ment and Technology, to urge them to take part
in their ventures. Those operators probably can-
not Find anyone else to take part because their
ventures are not commercial. That is the point I
am trying to make.

The last point I want to raise relates to staffing.
The authorisation is for 145 starr and the latest
figures provided to the member for Dale show a
staff of 1 38. 1 am interested to know why the de-
partment is not up to full strength. It is getting a
large increase fur advertising in the Budget, and
that should have been put in place, or should be
ready to be put in place. The staffing needs to be
brought up to strength to get the benefit of the in-
creased funds for advertising and promotion. I
support the Government's increased funds in that
area.

We have some doubts about the concept of the
change but we are willing to give it a go and see
how it works. I hope it is successful because the
tourist industry has enormous potential and de-
serves our support.

I object and will continue to object, to direct
participation by Government in the ownership of
resources and of business, whether a small oper-
ation or a large one, and in whichever sector of
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the economy the Government claims a demon-
strated need exists. I do not believe the tourist in-
dustry is such an area.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [11.24 p.mn.J: Mr
Speaker-

Several members interjected.
Mr Jamieson: Little sir echo!
Mr COURT: I think the Hill is quite important

and I will not listen to the comments of members
opposite. Apparently they do not want to hear de-
bate on this legislation. The fact that it is 11.30
p~m. is quite irrelevant.

Mr Hodge: We are tired of hearing you on
every subject.

Mr Brian Burke: They are tired of your speak-
ing on everything;, that is why they called you
pepper and salt.

Mr COURT: We have three speakers on this
legislation; is that a big deal?

Mr Brian Burke: It is not that there are three,
but the fact that you are one of them.

Mr Hodge: You are the shadow Minister for
everything.

Mr Brian Burke: You must expect that sort of
thing if you are going to talk on everything.

Mr COURT: The Premier knows I have an
interest in these matters of economic develop-
ment, and for that reason I am one of the
speakers on this piece of legislation.

Mr Hassell: Members opposite are upset be-
cause the member for Nedlands is doing such a
good job for the Opposition.

Mr Brian Burke: I will not tell him you were
smiling if you do not.

Mr H-assell: I was not smiling.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Tourism is an important industry,

particularly in the light of recent events such as
the America's Cup. The industry will go through
tremendous growth in the coming years; that
growth would have occurred anyway. As the
member for Gascoyne pointed out tourism has
always had a priority with Government, and this
Government has decided not to reorganise the De-
partment of Tourism but to bring in a new tour-
ism commission.

The job of promoting tourism could be done
through the department; it does not require the
formation of this new corporation or commission
with the additional wide powers being given to it.
I refer to page 8 of the Bill which lists the objects
of the commission. The first object is to market
Western Australia as a tourist destination for

interstate and international travellers. I think the
Government has missed one of the main points.
We must first create Western Australia as a tour-
ist destination; that should have been given first
priority in the list of objects. The advertising pro-
motion budget has been increased by $1 .5 million,
but it is no good spending $2.5 million promoting
something if one does not have the product to sell.

We have a lot to do to make Western Australia
a better tourist destination. One thinks of Surfers
Paradise and it immediately conjures up a holiday
place to which one is going for that purpose. One
goes specifically as a tourist to enjoy oneself. That
should be the main objective of a tourist depart-
ment or commission in this State. The Premier's
speech lists the Government's role under the
headings of "Marketing", "Planning", and
"Research and Development", but does not in-
clude the fact that it can get involved in running
and owning tourist developments such as hotels,
and a very wide range of matters.

1 refer to page 6 of the Premier's second read-
ing speech which does not tell us a lot about what
the Government is trying to do; it is pretty
wishy-washy. The Premier said the Bill will create
an organisation in which employees can pursue
and develop a career in the tourism industry,
aware that they may make a long-term commit-
ment to the commission. I do not see what he is
getting at there. Is he saying that under the pre-
vious department one could not have a career in
tourism? What is the difference between working
for the department and working for the com-
mission? It seems quite irrelevant to have such a
comment in a second reading speech.

We will be dealing with the powers of the com-
mission in the Committee stage of this Bill, but I
believe they are unnecessarily wide. It could well
create another inefficient bureaucratic monster.
No doubt the Premier will jump up and say a
philosophical difference exists between the two
parties.

Mr Blaikie: He rather likes that cliche.

Mr COURT: He used it on most of the legis-
lation we have been debating in recent weeks.

We firmly believe the Government should not
be a player in the tourist business. It can provide
the ground rules and the general direction in
which the industry should go, but it does not have
to go to the extent of getting involved. The Prem-
ier said a short time ago that people in isolated re-
gions are asking the Government to get involved;
he knows the powers the commission is being
given are far wider than that.
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The Premier, or whoever wrote the second
reading speech, made a big play on consultation,
and I read those comments as follows-

In preparing and framing this Bill, the
Government embarked upon an exhaustive
consultative process with the tourism indus-
try. The Bill has been developed in close con-
sultation with leading trade organisations,
companies and operators, whose views have
made an important contribution in the
drafting of the Bill.

I would like the Minister for Tourism to tell us
with whom he consulted. On making inquiries
around the industry, those with whom I spoke
cannot recall having been consulted on this piece
of legislation. The Minister spoke at a number of
functions, and one of them was a decision makers'
breakfast with the tourist industry. On that oc-
casion the Premier announced that he would
bring in the tourism commission, and that was the
First the tourist industry heard about it. We have
been told in glowing terms-

Mr Barnett: What sort of consultation were you
thinking of?

Mr COURT: It says here they were consulted
and their views and opinions were sought.

Mr Barnett: Is that what the Premier said at
the meeting?

Mr COURT: He told them at the meeting that
the commission would be set up.

Mr Barnett: Do you not mean he told them and
asked them to put their views?

Mr COURT: No, it was a fair accomipli; it was
not a consultation process.

Mr Gordon Kill: How many people have you
spoken to?

Mr COURT: I rang half a dozen people whop
think represented a broad cross-section.

Mr Barnett: That is a very big cross-section!
Mr COURT: I would like the Premier to ez4

plain the lengths he went to in that consultation-
process,

Mr Cordon Hill: Tell us who the half dozen
were.

Mr COURT: I cannot tell the member the
names of the people concerned, but I can tell him
from which part of the industry they came.

Mr Gordon Hill: Tell us.

M r COURT: I spoke to people in the airline in-
dustry, the tourist coach industry, and the res-
taurant and hotel industries.

Mr Barnett: That sounds good. I can see that
you could reach a conclusion from all that re-
search.

Mr COURT: I refer to the comments made by
Alan Bond in connection with the tourist indus-
tries in Western Australia and Australians
needing to pull up their socks to take advantage of
the tourist bonanza. One of the points he men-
tioned related to penalty rates. I listended to the
comments of the member for Murdoch and 1,
too, believe this is an area which must be at-
tacked. However, it is not the be-all and end-all. I
am not saying that people must necessarily earn
less, but there must be a more flexible approach
to the wage system in the tourist industry. A com-
parison could be made with a similar example
which occurred in the food business with the
introduction of McDonald's Family Restaurants
and Kentucky Fried Chicken. Those employers, in
conjunction with the unions concerned, worked
out an arrangement which allowed for the em-
ployment of children, in particular to enable them
to fit students who could work part time into their
systems. An agreement was worked out in those
cases.

The Government should be trying to take and
encourage a more flexible approach to the wages
and conditions in the tourist industry. I am not
saying it is a simple matter of doing something
about penalty rates; it is a wider issue than that.

Alan Bond mentioned the attitudes of people in
Australia towards tourists, which must be
changed, and he referred also to how tourists are
treated. We all know that when travelling through
Asia one is looked after very well, but in Australia
it is pretty hit and miss. The Government should
encourage the people in the industry to change
their attitudes towards tourists.

I conclude my comments by saying that this
legislation allows the comriiission very wide
powers. As the member for Murdoch said, there
are few controls to make it the tightly-knit, cost-
controlled organisation which a Government tour-
ist operation should be. For that reason, in the
Committee stage, we have every right to seriously
question the powers which the commission will be
given.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [I L-35- p.m.]: This Bill is
very important 1o Western Australia, and it is of
great importance to the electorate I represent in
this Parliament. The Bill proposes to repeal the
Tourist Act and establish a commission in its
place. While a number of clauses within the Bill
may be worthy of consideration, again the philo-
sophical approach which we have is certainl dif-
ferent from that of the Government. However, the
Government is in power and it will enforce its
point of view in determining what it considers is
best for Western Australia. The Premier may like
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ravioli and 1 like fish, and those differences will
continue.

Mr Brian Burke: That is right. I like spaghetti
carbonara better than ravioli.

Mr BLAIKIE: We have an opportunity to
place on the record our comments on the pro-
visions in this Bill. The biggest concern 1 have,
which has been expressed by members on this
side, is that the Bill gives the Government the op-
portunity of becoming involved as an operator,
owner, and developer in its own right in the tour-
ist industry. That is a philosophy which 1 oppose
strongly. I believe the tourist industry has been
well served by individuals and entrepreneurs in
the past. If ever an industry needs to be unfet-
tered with a free rein given to entrepreneurial
skills, the tourist industry would surely be the
epitome of all industries. One can see what has
happened in years gone by when Governments
have become involved in the tourist industry and
the results in those areas.

Mr Brian Burke: What specific examples are
you referring to?

Mr BLAIKlE: State hotels. What a disaster
they proved to be. I can give a number of other
examples, and I will do so in a few moments. I
refer to some other areas where there have been
developments in the tourist industry; and I admire
the skill and dedication of the people who start
new projects. I refer specifically to Coral Bay.
Notwithstanding the difficulties which the de-
velopers have had, they went into a new area and
attempted to develop a new facility. In that area
there was a Government guarantee which had to
be called upon. The facility at Coral Bay is still
proceeding in spite of some difficulties. This is an
example of what private people have done.

Another example is at Lake Argyle. The Public
Works Department building which was used dur-
ing the building of the dam was leased by the De-
partment of Tourism back to private
entrepreneurs to cater for the people who visit
Lake Argyle. That would surely be one of the
more remote parts of Australia and it is an
example of the extent to which those people will
go.

In recent years there have been developments at
El Caballo Blanco and at Yanchep. Both of these
are world class. One must admire the skill of the
people who put those developments together.
Whether they make large sums of money or any
money at all, at least they have faith in the future
and they have developed those projects at very
little if any cost to the taxpayers of the State.
That is how tourist development should start off.

Another example is Adventure World at Bibra
Lake. That project is costing something in the
order of $14 million-a large sum of money. I be-
lieve there is a responsibility for promoters who
wish to get into these enterprises to do their sums
correctly. I do not believe the Government has
any part in becoming involved in those
entrepreneurial tourist industries.

One example where the Government became
involved was in the old Sydney Town project in
the Gosford area of NSW, I believe in that area
something like $16 million was originally outlaid.
The Government then became involved, and I
understand the sum has since doubled. Sydney
Town is still in trouble and the Government now
has a heavy, ongoing involvement in the industry.

it all comes back to private people having the
courage to become involved, having the skill to
manage the investment, and having the
entrepreneurial ability to direct people into these
industries.

It could always be said that in remote areas it
needs Government to become involved where
others will not venture. If that is the case, if pri-
vate people will not move into remote areas, then
I would Qutestion whether or not there is any real
advantage in the Government's becoming involved
anyhow. If there is a boom, or any chance of any-
body believing in an opportunity for starting up a
tourist project, many people in this community
will become involved. There are many skilled
people in the electorate of Kimberley. One of
them is so greatly skilled in doing these outback
tours that he has become famous throughout Aus-
tralia. I think he operates out of Derby.

Mr Bridge: Most things in Derby become
famous!

Mr BLAIKIE: Even songsters occasionally hit
the high spots, even in that area. Mr Holden has
gone out and developed these outback tours which
are a great credit to him. Imagine the disaster if
the Government were to operate Government
tours in the region. I ask all members of the
House to realise that sometimes an individual has
a particular skill.

A member: There is a skill in milking cows.
Mr BLAIKIE: We may have the Government

milking them too if it had its way!
I want to make special comment on the work

done by country tourist bureaus to develop and
promote their regions, and also the way in which
they have tried to promote the State in general.
Of particular significance is the country tourist
bureaus which have been associated with the
Leeuwin Way project. The bureaus in the
southern part of the State saw a need to attempt
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to attract traffic coming from Norseman through
Kalgoorlie to Perth and to sweep it round the
southern or Lceuwin Way to see the bottom half
of the State. That has proved to be most success-
ful. Visitors coming into the State will either
enter via the Lceuwin Way or return that way.
That concept of the country tourist bureaus in the
south of the State was very successful. They have
co-operated with one another and the way they
have operated has been a great credit to them.
Only two or three years ago they won the Sir
David Brand Award for an outstanding achieve-
ment in tourism.

One of the other areas about which I have some
concern at the Government's bringing in this Bill
and becoming involved in tourist projects relates
to a conservation report brought down only a few
short years ago. In that report the matter of the
caves within the general Augusta-Margaret
River-Busselton area was raised, and it was
suggested that they could well be controlled by a
State body. The concern was highlighted to the
extent that the Minister of the day gave both
tourist bureaus concerned an undertaking that the
Government would not take away from them their
right, built up over a number of years, to manage
and promote those caves. I ask the Minister in his
reply-or if he is not able to do so then to take
note of this particular comment in relation to the
caves in those areas-to indicate, with the cre-
ation of this new commission, what the policy of
the Government will be. Does it intend to take
over the caves as such?

The power to do so is contained within this Bill.
I would stress that an arrangement has been
in existence for a number of years where the caves
have been maintained. A scientific approach to
the maintenance of the caves has been followed.
Expertise available in the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment has been utilised and all
the scientific requirements for managing the caves
have been met. In addition to that, the bureaus
have ensured that the showing times of the caves
give the public maximum accessibility to those
caves. They have become a very important rev-
enue earner to the tourist bureaus of Augusta,
Margaret River, and Busselton. If there is any
chance that this Bill will take away from those
bureaus the continuing responsibility of those
caves I would be gravely concerned, and so would
the tourist bureaus. I ask what the Government's
policy is in relation to that area alone.

The final comments I want to make are related
to those points raised by my colleagues; that is,
the question of wages.

The system of wage fixation and overaward
payments that applies to weekend and holiday

loading currently is killing the tourist industry.
When one realises that on Sundays and public
holidays people are paid 2 / times the normal
rate, it is clear service is not provided because
proprietors are not prepared to pay staff. Indeed,
many proprietors are doing the work themselves. I
have some experience in this area, and if members
took the trouble to investigate it they would find
on a long weekend with a Monday holiday a
motel proprietor in a complex with 50 or 60
rooms would expect to rent 10 to IS rooms on the
Monday night and would service only those rooms
required.

That is one of the real difficulties faced by
tourist operators. As a result, the public miss out
on service. A more flexible approach should be
taken to wages and working conditions in the
tourist industry.

I emphasise that the tourist industry has been
developed by private initiative. I would be very
concerned if the Government became involved in
this industry and started its programme of devel-
opment of caravan parks and hotels, or funded
proj ects of that nature where they exist currently.
because such a move would be grossly unfair to
the people who have blazed a trail, shown initiat-
ive, and developed these projects.

With those comments I oppose the general
principles of the Bill, but indicate some benefit
could be found in changing the general structure
of the Tourist Act. However, the proposed WA
tourism commission should not be given the power
to develop business facilities in its own right as a
Government trading concern.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Minister for
Tourism) [ 11.53 p.m.]: I thank members of the
Opposition for their qualified support of the
Government's proposal to establish a tourism
commission. I make it perfectly clear that if the
spokesman in this place wants to refer to the Op-
position powers in the Legislative Council and the
way in which those powers might be exercised,
that reference is for him to make; but if the pro-
posed tourism commission is subject to amend-
ment that deprives it of its essential powers, the
commission will simply not proceed and the ac-
tions of the Opposition will be marked against its
ledger in the eyes of the industry. Regardless of
what was said by the member for Nedlands, the
proposal to establish a commission has been
widely canvassed in the industry and has received
unanimous support from the industry people who
have been canvassed.

The consultation even extended to Opposition
members who were thoroughly acquainted with
this legislation some weeks ago and, indeed, were
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acquainted in detail with the provisions of the Dill
now before the House. They were invited to com-
ment on its provisions and make known any atti-
tude they wanted considered prior to the sub-
mission of the legislation to the Parliament.

As I said, I do not know of any operative within
the industry who has objected to the Western
Australian Tourism Commission Bill, It was can-
vassed thoroughly, both by me and by my tourism
adviser, among all of those people we could per-
ceive to have an interest in such a commission
which would be representative not only of them-
selves, but also of different groups within the in-
dustry.

Mr Blaikie: Did you take your consultation out
to country areas?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was explained to
numerous country bureaus.

Mr Blaikie: But was it explained at their gen-
eral conference?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether it
was explained at their general conference, but it
was explained to numerous people in the country
tourist industry and people employed within the
industry on either a local authority or a Govern-
ment basis.

In fact, the tourist forum which was held some
months ago, and which was very successful, led to
many of the recommendations included in the
legislation. The working party which carried on
the results of the tourist forum was very well ac-
quainted with the contents of the Bill and much of
the discussion and many of the decisions which
were made by the working party and those people
who attended the forum, as recommendations to
be conveyed to the Government, have been in-
cluded in the Bill.

I simply repeat that if the Opposition wants to
use its numbers in the Legislative Council to de-
prive the proposed tourism commission of import-
ant powers which have been assigned to it under
the legislation, the Bill will not proceed.

Mr Laurance: Well, answer the questions I
raised.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will answer the
questions, but let me do it in my way.

Mr Laurance: But you have to make your
threats first.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Those threats follow
threats made by the Opposition's spokesman here.
Threats beget threats, and the member is rather
good at making them and apologising afterwards.
He should leave this matter to the Opposition
spokesman, because he usually does a better job

that is less embarrassing in the fulness of time
than the member for Gascoyne manages to do.

Mr Laurance: Can I explain something about
that? You took that as a threat-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I shall touch on some of

the matters which were raised. The most import-
ant one I could discern from the attitude of the
Opposition was that which surrounded the central
challenge of creeping socialism and other things
in relation to Government control, ownership, and
management.

Mr Court: It is not creeping socialism; it is
rampant socialism.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That really indicates
how silly the Opposition has become, how out of
touch it is, and why it is losing support. The Op-
position, in the space of a year, cannot say that
the Rural and Industries Bank should be free to
take equity in all sorts of business projects and
then, when a similar proposition is advanced by
the incumbent Government, contradict itself, be-
cause that is what it is doing. Members opposite
cannot have the R & I Bank taking an equity
interest and then say that an equity interest in the
proposed tourism commission is somehow or other
wrong.

Mr Hassell: With a built-in right to buy back.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No-one heard about a

built-in right to buy back until tonight.
Mr Hassell: It is written into the policy docu-

ment very deliberately.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No-one heard about it

until tonight.
Several members interjected.
Mr Hassell: It was in the policy document.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot recall its being

in the speech of the Leader of the Opposition
when he was Premier, in the advertisements-

Mr Hassell: All your policies were not in your
policy speeches.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -or that it was propa-
gated abroad. In any case the principle is the
principle-

Mr Hassell: No, it is not.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If it is not, it represents

the last minute marriage of these two situations
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. He can-
not say the equity possessed by the R & I Bank is
a different equity from that proposed to be pos-
sessed by the tourism commission. I do not know
that the proposed tourism commission will ever
take an equity in a project or that it will seek to
own anything. All I can say is we have been ap-
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proached on numerous occasions by people who
maintain that the financial institutions currently
serving small business in particular are not serv-
ing it as well as they might. While they have vi-
able businesses, For the same reasons as the then
Government suggested the R & I Bank should be
able to take equity-that is, the formation of
capital and the expansion of that capital-it is
necessary to take businesses through difficult
periods and there should be a facility within the
tourism industry, in particular, for some sort of
assistance to be rendered.

The member for Murdoch, who raised the point
and compounded the statements made by the
member for Gascoyne, and who was later joined
by the members for Nedlands and Vasse, until it
was brought to his attention conveniently ignored
the fact that, by the demonstration of our per-
formance in consigning to private enterprsie a
very lucrative, well managed, and well built-up
part of the marketing procedures of the Depart-
ment of Tourism-that is, the marketing
involvement with the visiting American naval
fleet-we made clear our willingness to pass over
to private enterprise those areas that could be
termed profitable.

It is just not compatible to talk in the same
breath about a Government doing all these
heinous things while the previous Government
was prepared as it was on that occasion not to
offer that function to private enterprise.

Mr Peter Jones: Your party should be ready to
stop the visit of ships again.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have made my position
clear on that matter, and it is certainly not rel-
evant. In any case, I am talking about the com-
patibility of those two thrusts-and there is none.
The truth is that in isolated communi ties in par-
ticular, the assistance that a Government may be
able to run to by having some sort of equity in a
project is terribly important.

Mr MacKinnon: Have you an example of
where you might?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, because it has not
been within our power to do those sorts of things.
I am not saying an example will ever occur, but I
am saying-and the member conceded this-that
many people believe they could be assisted in this
fashion. I will give an example of one person who
approached us, and not with a non-commercial,
dud project. In discussions with us, Mr Moffit, a
man who has been a candidate for the Opposition,
informed me that his tourist mine was having dif-
ficulties in certain areas, and when I asked how
the difficulties could be overcome, he said that
one way he might be assisted was by having the

Government take some minor equity in his tourist
development.

Mr Parker: He is a winner of one of the Sir
David Brand tourist awards.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right. So mem-
bers opposite are out of touch.

Mr Laurance: All he needs is some security of
title.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have attended to
that.

Mr Laurance: Then he will be right.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not right.
Mr Laurance: If the Government were to set up

a development next door to him, as you could
under this Bill, he wouldn't be so happy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We might set up "a" de-
velopment, but the member's interjection was a
silly comment.

Mr MacKinnon: Even if he were to approach
the Government, I would not support the Govern-
menit's buying a share in the business.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I really think members
opposite are out of touch, and that is certainly the
view of some people within the industry. We have
developed a very good relationship with and a
healthy respect for the business community.

Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The business community

does not seem to be criticising us a great deal.
Mr MacKinnon: Alan Bond thinks you are ex-

cllent.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that he

has been praising us. I thought he had been prais-
ing Sir Charles Court. We have developed a
healthy respect for the business community and
we seem to be getting along famously with it
simply because we are giving it decisions fairly
quickly and we are not attempting to tell it what
is good for it. We are listening to members of the
business community.

Mr Court: That is not what the Argyle boss
said on telly this evening.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know what he
was saying on -telly" tonight; I have been too
busy to watch it.

Mr Court interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier should

make his remarks to the Chair and ignore
in terject ions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The argument about that
was had in respect of the purchase of Northern
Mining Corporation NL, and everyone knows
how active certain people were in that debate and
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how some people not with us now saw their repu-
tations being attacked by what the Government
did. We did not mean to do that. Nevertheless,
that argument is really behind us. If members op-
posite want the argument again and again-

Mr Hassell: You would like it to be behind you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The argument was had

on that issue. I thought Sir Charles Court, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, and the mem-
ber for Narrogin lost that argument.

Mr Blaikie: They lost the round but not the
fight.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a serious miscalcu-
lation on the part of the Opposition, but that is
for it to make and to rectify.

Mr Hassell: Are we to get this patronising ap-
proach every two minutes of the day?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Someone has to help
members opposite.

Mr H-assell: Don't be pathetic; don't be a
pompous ponce.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition carries on as though he were able
to intimidate this Government and dictate to it.

Mr Hassell: We are not trying to intimidate it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member consistently

attempts, with his self-righteous and holier-than-
thou attitude, to tell the Government-

The SPEAKER: Order! If we allow this chit-
chat to go on we will be here all night. I suggest
that the Premier should make his remarks to the
Bill and ignore the interjections.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Some of the other points
touched on by members who contributed to the
debate included the question of the $600 000
saving. It is our understanding that some market-
ing aspects of the department's present operations
can be handled as efficiently or more efficiently
by private enterprise, and it is estimated that
some savings will be made in the area in which
those activities can be handed over to private en-
terprise.

It is also estimated that in respect of those
Eastern States travel centres, some savings can be
made.

Mr MacKinnon: In what area?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In respect of all the

offices except for the one in Brisbane, I am told
there is scope for a tightening up of the operations
and a more efficient management that will see
quite a sufficient presence but not the presence
that has previously been determined by other
Governments as a fit presence.

Mr Laurance: Are you denying it was your
intention to close those offices?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I had no intention ever to
close them down. I noticed that the member said
that the people there are all Western Australians.
My understanding is that they are not.

Mr Laurance: They are all Western Aus-
tralians with the exception of one girl in each
office who is employed locally.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure whether
that continues to be the case.

Mr Laurance: It may have changed since you
took over.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That may be the case.
The member is saying that when he was in
charge, only one person was not a Western Aus-
tralian.

Mr MacKinnon: The big majority.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Hang on, the member

for Gascoyne is saying only one was not a West-
ern Australian and the member for Murdoch is
saying "not only one".

Mr MacKinnon: When the member for
Gascoyne was the Minister it may have been one.
But the big majority of staff in the travel centres
in the east are Western Australians. I met nearly
all of them.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A moment ago the mem-
ber confirmed the position the member for
Gascoyne was putting. I am advised there is scope
for a streamlining of our presence in the other
States that will result in savings.

Mr Laurance: All those people will read that
and think they are for the chop. Why didn't you
consult with them before making these state-
ments?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that the
statement was ever made until tonight that some
attention would be paid to travel centres in the
Eastern States.

Mr Laurance: No matter where people work in
the organisation, when they saw that $600 000
would be saved they would have said that some-
one had to go.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose it would be
possible for me to say that $600 000 is an esti-
mated saving and that we will close the Perth
travel centre. That is the sort of speculation that
can be made at any time about anything. The
member for Gascoyne chose to hit upon the travel
centres in the Eastern States. I am saying that we
believe there may be some savings in respect of
those travel centres, that is all. I do not think the
previous Government-in most cases, any-
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way-consulted with every single employee in
every department about every change that might
have affected the employees.

Mr Laurance: There could have been more con-
sultation on this matter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There coul always be
more consultation. I am not saying we consulted
perfectly, but we have consulted very widely. That
consultation stretched even to the Opposition
spokesman on the matter. That is not a usual
thing for Governments to do; in any case, I sup-
pose consultation always can be more thorough.

The member for Murdoch raised the question
of the method of operation of the commission, and
asked whether it would be self-funding. I cannot
imagine how any member would imagine that the
commission could raise its own funds to cover the
costs of its activities, It is not our intention to see
the commission raise sufficient funds to pay for
itself. Something might happen, but I do not
know what. The commission might find gold
somewhere or other that belongs to it, and might
become wealthy, but short of that, I cannot see
any way in which it would be self-funding. .

The penalty rate situation was raised by two
members. We have been consistent on that mat-
ter, and I simply repeat that most members of the
Opposition appear to be labouring under the il-
lusion that somehow or other, if penalty rates are
cut out, everybody's costs will fall. The truth is
that penalty rates have become part of the living
wages of most of those who earn them, and pen-
alty rates in their operation-

Mr MacKinnon: The people unemployed would
be prepared to work for that lower rate.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is an old argument;
if we cut everybody's wage in half-

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what I said.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not, but if every-

body's wage were reduced by the amount of the
penalty rates, for example, we may well see the
result of people unable to exist on their wages be-
cause they already depend on the penalty rate
structure built into their wages.

Mr MacKinnon: Isn't that what you did to
public servants?

Mr BR IAN BURKE: That is the consistent at-
titude of this member about pay cuts. In fact,
people earning in excess of approximately $30 000
a year do not normally have penalty rates built
into their salaries.

Mr Court: Are you closing the door on a more
flexible approach-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, we will not at all.
We have started work on whether the problem

can be overcome, and I am about to suggest a way
in which it can be overcome. In my view. the pen-
alty rates problem is seen as a problem that does
not involve cutting wages, but as one which
involves, firstly, the isolation of the hospitality Or
tourism industry, and, secondly, in that isolation
the acceptance of the need to consult on the basis
that the wages will not be reduced, but that pen-
alty rates as a big part of that wage package
might disappear. That is the only basis on which I
can see some agreement being reached.

Mr Court: That is what I said about the food
industry, did I not, where they did a similar
thing?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I see something like that
as having some prospect of working.

Mr Court: The biggest problem I see is in
country areas, in regional centres. In hotels you
will see an owner-operator doing all the work be-
cause he cannot afford to get the people in. That
is where I think you must have more flexibility.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There may be some sub-
stance in that point, but I would simply add that
if there were only 10 people staying at a motel
and the owner paid penalty rates, after he ceased
paying penalty rates he would still have only 10
people staying at the motel and really would not
have achieved much. It really is a factor of de-
mand rather than of cost in times of recession or
of recessed activities.

Mr Blaikie: I think the most important area is
the level of service the community misses out on.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
the level of service will cause people who do not
have the money to demand a certain service or
item, and that is the point I have tried to make.

I agree with the member for Nedlands that
there must be some attention to attitudes towards
tourists, but I hope he does not mean we have to
turn into a nation of Singaporians or others who
do not enjoy a society similar to that which I
think we can say we enjoy. I think there is some-
thing uniquely Australian about the way in which
we conduct ourselves.

Mr Court: I was saying that we should make
people welcome.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course we should
make people welcome, but we should not cavil-

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what he said.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying we should

not do so. Part of our attraction as a society is the
uniqueness we have. Every other society has its
uniqueness, and we want to exhibit our own
characteristics and image rather than simply to
try to repeat what we perceive other people do
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with some sort of success. I doubt whether any
Australian will be as good at holding doors open
as those people who do the job so well in the in-
dustry in other countries, particularly in South-
East Asia.

The member for Vasse asked about caves. I
cannot answer that question because it was not
raised during the formulation of this Bill.
Certainly we do not intend to nationalise caves.

Mr Blaikie: It is an area you would understand
to be of great concern. I will write to you on this
anyhow.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Good. The only other
point raised was the question of the package of in-
centives for tourism. I would not have thought the
member for Gascoyne seriously thought that
would be included in the legislation.

Mr Laurance: It is an important part.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Surely it would not be

included in the legislation.
Mr MacKinnon: Why not?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would have thought we
needed certain flexibility, which is probably
covered by the general powers given by the legs
lation. Certainly, if the package were to be in-
cluded in a detailed manner, it might be unnecess-
arily restrictive because the details of that assist-
ance would have to be constantly brought back to
this place for change.

Mr MacKinnon: Isn't it going to be in the form
of legislation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I should not think the
legislation in that form would be necessary, given
the provisions of the Bill.

Mr MacKinnon: So we will not have legislation
to administer the incentives; it is all covered under
the Bill?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would think so, unless
the member can think of incentives not provided
for.

Mr Court: I wouldn't mind the incentives being
paid for out of that additional $1.5 million put
aside for advertising. If you had good incenti ves
to encourage employment and investment in the
industry, that might be a better way to spend that
money.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the member's
judgment, but our judgment is that the advertis-
ing and promotion of the industry is an important
part of the industry, and a part which many oper-
ators cannot afford to sponsor individually. It is
an industry fiercely individualistic, in which
people do not often get together to spend sums of

money to attract people to visit parts of Western
Australia.

I commend the Sill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Minister for Tour-
ism) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-
Mr LAURANCE: I take this opportunity to re-

spond to the Premier's summary to the second
reading debate where he referred to the Legislat-
ive Council. I point out to him that my remarks
during the second reading stage were designed to
indicate to him that we were using the oppor-
tunity to ask him about the purposes for which he
would use those parts of the Bill to which we take
exception. I was indicating that, depending upon
his response-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Clause I is the short
title of the Bill, and this is not the appropriate
time for the member to be speaking in the manner
he is.

Mr LAURANCE: Well, Mr Chairman, I-

The CHAIRMAN: You must at this time
speak to the short title of the Bill only.

Mr LAURANCE: I am. The short title is
"This Act may be cited as the Western Australian
Tourism Commission Act 1983".

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, and the member must
restrict his remarks specifically to that.

Mr Court: Talk about tourism.
Mr LAURANCE: I will. We could debate for

a long time what we think it should be called,
whether it should be called a tourist or tourism
commission, but this can be decided in another
place; that is the point I make to the Minister.

Mr Brian Burke: You talk about threats. You
heard that. Why don't you pull your own mem-
bers into gear? You are not dinkum.

Mr LAURANCE: The reason I made those re-
marks earlier was purely because the shadow
spokesman on tourism happens to be in another
place And he will deal with the Sill there. I rep-
resent him in this Chamber. Just as the Govern-
ment has some Ministers in this Chamber and
some in the other place, we have some spokesmen
in this Chamber and some in the other Chamber.
Our spokesman on this issue, the shadow Minis-
ter, will be waiting to see the results of the debate
in this Chamber and to hear the reasons put for-
ward by the Government as to how it intends to
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use these powers. He will then decide his course
of action. The Premier interpreted that to mean
that I was threatening to make amendments in
the upper House and I point out I was not doing
that at all. I am representing that other member
here now.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I rise briefly to say that
if I misinterpreted the member's statements, he
has my apologies. I can only say again, without
interpreting anything to mean anything, if the
Western Australian Tourism Commissio Bill is
subject to a series of amendments to the powers
assigned to the commission, it simply will not pro-
ceed. I say that in good faith on the basis that
without the powers ascribed to it there will not be
much point in having the commission.

Mr HASSELL: If the Government chooses not
to proceed with this legislation because the Legis-
lative Council chooses-if it does choose, and I do
not know if it will-to exercise its constitutional
right and power to review this legislation or to
make some amendment, it will be a decision of
the Government and not of the Legislative Coun-
cil. If the Minister thinks he is going to conti nue
with this continual bantering obsession about the
Legislative Council and in some way change the
constitutional structure of the State by doing so, I
assure him he has got another think coming.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I pointed out to the
previous speaker, the member for Gascoyne, that
it was not appropriate for him to continue his re-
marks in the vein he was taking. For the sake of
not wanting to create dissension in the Chamber,
I allowed him to continue, but I do not think it is
appropriate that if every member of the chamber
wants to continue in the wrong vein, they be
allowed to do so. I ask the member for Cottesloc
to draw his remarks to a conclusion and then if he
wishes to speak to the short title of the Bill, he
may do so.

Mr HASSELL: I was merely responding to the
Minister. I will not unduly trespass on your indul-
gence, Mr Chairman. I just want to make the
point here in relation to the title of this or any
other Bill that if the Legislative Council-I re-
mind the Minister it is part of this Parliament and
has constitutional rights-xercises its rights in
relation to legislation, it is entitled to do so. The
Minister will not bludgeon us or the Legislative
Council into changing the structure of this Bill by
carrying on as though there was some illegitimacy
in the elected upper House doing what it is en-
titled to do.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 12 put and passed.
Clause 13: Objects of the Commission-

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister indicated in
his response that the objects of the commission
can be carried out in a much more efficient man-
ner with a saving of $600 000. He indicated to us
that could be achieved in the area of marketing
savings and travel offices. I point out to the Min-
ister that in last year's Budget, advertising and
promotional expenses were computed at $850 000
and $I million was expended, most of which was
through Parkes Clemenger Pty. Ltd., an efficient
agency. To save even half of that
$600 000-$300 000 or a third of the Budget fig-
ure-is. an impossibility. The Minister said he
would save the other $300 000 in office expenses
or officers' expenses in the Eastern States. To
save this amount he would have wiped out about
half of the Eastern States offices, as my colleague
the member for Gascoyne indicated.

I point out to the Minister, in relation to the de-
tails of those Eastern States offices, that I have
met most of the people who work in them and
they are dedicated officers. I examined the
Sydney and Melbourne offices. The staff of those
offices work extremely hard, and in my view ap-
peared to be working to the maximum of their
capacities. I do not want to be seen to be critical
of the Minister's endeavouring to make it more
efficient; all I am pointing out is that the
$600 000 that he included in the original state-
ment which would be saved is nothing but a sham.
We know it to be the case as does the Minister
and the people in the tourist industry. He should
have enough honesty to face up to the fact that
this is so. I assure the Minister, as the member for
Gascoyne has indicated-I have spoken to people
who currently work in the Department of Tour-
ism-that that statement did cause much conster-
nation within the department.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Could the member
please inform me how this relates to clause 13?

Mr MacKINNON: Yes. Clause 13 relates to
the object of the commission, which is to market
tourism. etc. To market tourism, one needs funds.
The Minister indicated that he intended to save
$600 000 in areas relating particularly to market-
ing. Marketing of tourism certainly requires the
support of offces in the Eastern States if it is to be
a thorough exercise.

My final point is that the Minister-and I com-
mend him for doing this-has increased the
budget for marketing from $1 million as at last
year to $2.5 million this year. If that is to be the
case and if the marketing is successful, as we all
hope it will be, it will mean a heck of a lot of work
for the Department of Tourism. To say in one
breath that he will increase the budget and in his
second breath that he will save $600 000 by doing
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so is nothing more than a juggling trick or a
sham. I want the Minister to know that we know
that to be the case. I am sure he knows that is the
case. We do not accept the explanation he pro-
vided.

Mr BLAJKIF: I wish to ask the Premier to
comment on paragraphs (d) to (f) of clause 13(0).
Paragraph (d) reads-

to improve and develop tourist facilities in
Western Australia.

One would take from that that the commission
will be empowered to undertake important tourist
facilities. I ask the Minister to indicate if he really
sees this as the tourist commission's role. Para-
graph (e) reads-

to support and co-ordinate the Provision of
tourist facilities in Western Australia;

The word "co-ordinate" implies control and I ask
the Minister whether that means that if somebody
wishes to develop a caravan park, the developer
may not obtain approval unless the tourism. com-
mission agrees to it. Will the tourism commission
be involved in the determination of who shall and
who shall not develop caravan parks and their lo-
cation? Paragraph (f) reads-

to provide for the more efficient and effective
utilisation of investment in tourism within
Western Australia;

If one reads the three together, is it the intention
of the Government that a person wishing to estab-
lish a caravan park will need to have the approval
of the tourist commission? Paragraph (f) provides
that the commission can determine that a caravan
park already exists in that town and permission
would not be granted to establish another one.

Clause 14 of thc Bill provides that the com-
mission will need to show that all interested per-
sons, bodies, or local authorities will maintain or
improve the tourist facilities of WA. Is it the
intention that the tourist commission be a licens-
ing body or a regulatory body which will deter-
mine whether or not tourist facilities will be built?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The terms "support" or
"co-ordinate" do not mean to own, administer, or
control. The Department of Tourism already
plays a valuable co-ordinating role in the develop-
ment of many-tourist facilities and in tourism in-
frastructure. I do not know bow one could read
the word "support" to mean own or control.

When the member spoke about licensing he
spoke about one of the big problems facing the in-
dustry. All of us know about the difficulties which
have occurred in the process through which an ap-
plication has to pass before it is approved. This
occurs with the departments of lands, public

works, tourism, industrial development and con-
servation and the environment. All clause 14
seeks to do is to establish that licensing function
so that-to borrow a phrase-one can fast track
some tourism developments. This is probably an
area in which we get the most complaints from in-
dustry. Delays mean lost market opportunities
and all this clause intends to do is to prevent
opportunities slipping by. I stress that is all this
Bill intends to do. It does not intend to do any-
thing hideous to the industry. It intends to provide
opportunities in isolated areas where many of our
finest tourist attractions are. It is often extremely
difficult for people with initiative and enterprise
to put together the sort of' capital support they re-
qui re.

Mr Blaikie: Such as in the l-amersley Range
National Park.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was not thinking
specifically of that.

I know for example that chose business people
who have been given permission to develop the
Lake Argyle hotel have been having considerable
difficulty. They have sought assistance from the
Slate Superannuation Board. That amounts to
Government ownership in some respects I would
think. They really do require some special assist-
ance. I want assistance: provided to the Ordinary
run of tourist industry people who might seek it.
We are thinking of the specific areas where the
enterprising operator is not able to put together a
project that is viable.

This action does not depart much from what
has been done in other States by Liberal Govern-
merits.

Mr Blaikie: The role of the commission will not
be a regulatory one or a role in determining where
private facilities will be built? You will still allow
private operators to go in unfettered as in the
past?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The commission will not
have the ability to stop people being in this sort of
industry. The commission will assist the process
and will help people who require assistance. The
clause does not provide that the commission shall
licence people to build a hotel or otherwise, it will
help people overcome difficulties in the develop-
ment of tourist facilities.

Mr Blaikie: When you use the word "co-
ordinate" I am concerned it may be interpreted in
some other way at a later stage.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think it is incapable of
another interpretation; it does not mean the
ability to licence.

Clause put and passed.
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Clause 14: Functions and powers of the Com-
mission-

Mr LAURANCE: I indicate that I am opposed
to this clause because of the powers it confers on
the new tourism commission. The clause provides
for the commission to acquire, construct, estab-
lish, maintain and operate facilities, marketing
travel, etc. When we first raised an objection to
this the Minister became belligerent and said that
we were threatening the Government with the
Legislative Council. 1 was not doing that at all.
What I wanted to know was some of the reasons
that the commission should seek all those powers.

I must say that only in the last few comments
the Minister made did he give an indication of the
reason he wanted those powers and how those
powers will be used. It is not appropriate to have
those powers. There are difficulties such as the
Minister has outlined, particularly with financial
institutions backing tourism and other projects in
remote areas of the State. The Minister would
know that he will not have to be much longer in
Government to know more so that he will have to
take some role in getting financial institutions to
play their part. Many financial institutions will
only invest in a tourism project as long as it is in
St. George's Terrace, but the further away from
St. George's Terrace the project is, the more the
Government needs to provide funds. That does not
mean the Government should step in and own and
manage tourist facilities. The Government may
need to give a little bit of encouragement to assist
a developer and in some cases the Government
may give a guarantee or provide some of these
other measures about which he spoke in the sec-
ond reading speech and which are not provided
for in the Bill. That is why I was disappointed
they were not there.

Take the example the Minister used of the
Argyle development. It was the second of two lots
of developers. A group of developers came to the
previous Government first and indicated the area
of land in which it was interested, and when that
was advertised for public selection another de-
veloper came along.

As it turned out, the land board-and the land
board can do these types of things-selected the
second operator. That operator is having trouble
and I just remind the Government that another
operator actually came along before him, and the
other operator may have been given an oppor-
tunity to perform. I am not saying that is necess-
arily the case, but it may be that the others should
have been given that opportunity.

Take the Derby Hotel situation as an
example of another area of difficulty. There was a

great need for another hotel. We were able to
identify the site or to make the site available and
advertise it amongst likely developers and find
one who was prepared to be an applicant for the
block and then proceed. He could not obtain the
finance and the previous Government gave a
Government guarantee. It does not mean to say it
owned 50 per cent of it, or that the Government
would manage or operate it. So these projects can
be established in remote areas with the Govern-
ment providing incentives without taking control.
That can be done and there is no reason for these
provisions to be included in the Bill.

For that reason the Opposition is strongly op-
posed to the inclusion in clause 14 of those par-
ticular powers.

Mr HASSELL: The legislative structure of
clauses 13 to I5 is not altogether uncommon.
Cla use 13, of cou rse, deals wi th the objects of t he
intended commission, and those objects are ones
with which, in a broad sense, we would agree.

Clause 14 sets forth the powers of the comn-
mission and relates them to the objects. Subclause
(2) states that the commission has powers to do
all things necessary or convenient for or in con-
nection with carrying out its objects. One of its
objects is to improve and develop the tourist in-
dustry in Western Australia; and that involves the
concept of involvement. That is the point the
member for Gascoyne has raised which indicates
the nature of the Opposition's concern. It is not
that clause 14 is not required-it is required-but
it seems to us that clause 14 goes beyond what is
necessary and proper in relation to the objects
with which we would all agree. It goes too far and
is too broad. It is not necessary, because the Min-
ister for Tourism has gone through and deliber-
ately written those powers into the Bill. On many
occasions, such things are written in by the
draftsmen.

When we come to clause 15, which is a continu-
ation of powers, members would see a very much
broader development again because it contem-
plates the involvement of the Government in the
operation of tourist facilities. It is in respect of
those parts of clause 14 which imply and contem-
plate direct Government involvement and, of
course, clause IS, that the Opposition has its con-
cern, because however much the Premier may
seek to denigrate the Opposition by referring to
its opposition to socialism-he has done it on
many occasions since the Parliament first sat
after the election in February-the fact of the
matter is that the Opposition is opposed to social-
ism. It takes many forms and it does not necess-
arily mean national isation.
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It is also a fact that the Opposition's philo-
sophical position in relation to that matter is not
one which is absolutist, blind, or ideological, or
that there are no exceptions or variations. Many a
Liberal Government has supported activities
which can be correctly regarded as socialistic.
That does not mean we want to see them ex-
tended.

The worst thing we can do for the tourist indus-
try, which is a flourishing, healthy, and competi-
tive industry, and one which in the historical sense
of the business world is a young industry, is to in-
crease Government involvement in it. One
of the reasons new types of business succeed is
that they start off without too many parameters.
They go on in new directions, work on many
ideas, and develop into many kinds of activities.
The tourist industry is in that phase now. It is in a
phase of tremendous development and growth; it
is highly competitive and does not need Govern-
ment involvement.

What we see in the Government's actions in
this Bill and a number of other Bills is an emerg-
ing pattern of the present Government's laying
down the foundations for Government
involvement in many industries. We have seen a
deliberately constituted policy of involvement in
relation to Argyle which has been carried out in
the form of legislation for direct involvement in
industry which we oppose. However, we will not
debate that subject again.

We see in this legislation a similar approach;
and we can see other legislation coming forward
which allows for similar types of action by the
Government. It is a concern which we in Oppo-
sition have. The Premier, when he came back on
one of the points raised, said there were difficult-
ies in certain remote areas where tourist facilities
are needed. I do not disagree with that. He is
right; there are difficulties. As the member for
Gascoyne said, there are difficulties in relation to
borrowing.

One of the problems with which we dealt and
to which the Premier referred concerned the job
bank development relating to a hotel in the north.
From recollection, the lending institution was
looking for a $6 million security for a couple o .f
hundreds of dollars of lending simply because it
was in a remote area, It was not because the de-
veloper did not have a good business and proven
record. This is one of the areas in which this sort
of problem arises.

Mr Brian Burke:. The development corporation
will help that.

Mr HASSELL: The development corporation
will help that by going in with more equity par-
ticipation.

Mr Brian Burke: Not necessarily.
Mr HASSELL: That will be one of its options

which we do not think is necessary.
Mr Brian Burke: The Hamer Liberal Govern-

ment established one.
Mr HASSELL: 1 do not know what the Hamer

Liberal Government did.
Mr Old: It is now in Opposition.
Mr HASSELL: Yes, now in Opposition. The

Premier would not be impressed with what the
Bannon Labor Government did about its smoking
Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The debate is begin-
ning to drift a little.

Mr HASSELL: It does not matter how one de-
scribes it; the fact of the matter is that the Hamer
Government is not one on which we want to
model ourselves.

We are approaching this subject in a realistic
way. We want to support the development of the
tourist industry and to support the legislation to
develop it in the way the Government thinks is
best. It is a policy of the Labor Government.

However, we do not want to see wide ranging
provisions included in the Bill to go beyond what
is intended for tourist development: and the Bill
does go beyond what is intended. There are plenty
of ways in which industry could be assisted by the
Government in quite a direct way without provid-
ing for the tourist commission to do some of the
things set out in clause 14 or any of the things set
out in clause 15. Clause I5 really goes way be-
yond the pale. If it were not in the Bill, clause 14
would not look so bad. If one reads both clauses
together, they are cumulative.

I am not saying, and I am sure the member for
Gascoyne is not saying, that clause 14 should be
removed. Our Opposition to clause 14 is based on
the fact that there are things contained in it which
go beyond what is necessary to carry out the ob-
jects which the Government has properly specified
in clause 13. We oppose clause 14 for that reason,
in the hope that the Government will consider an
amendment before this Bill reaches the other
place to reduce it to what is necessary to carry out
the objects.

We will oppose clause 14 because it goes too
far, and it does not contemplate helping the tour-
ist industry. The clause contemplates Government
involvement in the tourist industry as an indepen-
dent operator, not as a helper or a partner. It goes
much too far- That is the basis of our opposition
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to this clause; that opposition comes in the midst
of our support for the rest of the Bill.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that I can
add much to what has already been contributed to
the debate, We simply do not believe that the
legislation goes too far in clauses 14 and IS in
honouring the objectives set down within the Bill.
It is strange to me that the Opposition can say it
accepts that in isolated or regional areas or in
certain circumstances difficulties or problems
may arise and then can say the Government is
wrong in the manner in which it approaches the
solution to those problems. We reject the argu-
ment that says that somehow or other it is not
right or proper or necessary for the Government
to be involved. That is a position we maintain, and
we regard this clause as central to the Bill,

Mr MacKINNON: I am pleased the Minister
has said that, because it is starting to give an indi-
cation of the clear difference between our two
parties. That message will soon get through to the
population; they will see the difference, and it will
aid our return to the Grovernment benches.

The point I want to raise relates to clause 14
(3) (in). The Minister did not answer the member
for Gascoyne's query in relation to this. That part
of the clause states that the commission may
make loans or grants to a Minister of the Crown,
and may pay interest on them. Why has the Min-
ister included such a clause in this Bill? It does
not say the loans and interest payments may be
made to a Minister of the Crown in his role as
head of the department; it just says "to a Minister
of the Crown". As I read that clause, the com-
mission could easily grant to the Minister for Em-
ployment and Administrative Services, for
example, a loan including the payment of interest
of $100000 to build some accommodation in
Fremantle for one of the America's Cup crews.
That is drawing a longbow but the clause is there
to extend funds to a Minister of the Crown. There
must be a reason For its inclusion in the Bill and I
ask the Minister to explain why it is necessary to
include a clause with such wide ranging powers
and effect.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The example the mem-
ber gave is drawing a longbow, and it would fall
well outside the purpose of the Act. For that
reason it would not be encountered by the Act.
The member sees shadows that do not exist. The
reason for the part of the clause to which he
referred is to permit the Minister for Tourism to
do the things the clause says honour the objects of
the Act; that is all. I do not think the Act makes
it competent for the sort of long bow situation to
which the member referred.

Mr MacKinnon: Would you agree if a Minister
wanted to construct accommodation in a remote
area, the Bill contains the powers for him to do
that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Provided the objects of
the Act relating to tourism were complied with I
think that would be acceptable. As far as the
other examples given by the member are con-
cerned, I would not say they fell within the pur-
pose of the objects of the Act. The other point
about charging for a guarantee is a perfectly
reasonable one, and situations may arise in which
it is appropriate to charge interest or some other
charge for a guarantee.

Mr MacKinnon: The clause says you pay the
interest on the loan. It still seems passing strange.

Clause put and a division taken with the follow-
ing result-

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buch1an
Mr Brian Burke
M r Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurane

Ayes
Mr Bryce
Mrs Henderson
Mr Bertram
M r Burkett
"MrTonkin
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Read

Ayes 22
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D, L. Smith
Mr P. J Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
M r Troy
MrI Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes I8
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNce
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Watt
Mr Coyne
Mr O'Connor
Mr Clarko
Mr Trethowan
Mr Rushton
Dr Dadour

(Teler)

(Teller)

Clause thus passed.
Clause 15: Formation of companies developing

or operating tourist facilities-
Mr HASSELL: I want to take the Minister

back to this clause and ask him to look at the
wording. It states that "The commission may,
with the approval of the Minister, for the purpose
of developing and operating tourist facilities in
Western Australia-" and it goes on to provide
that it may do a number of things. Our view is
that there is room for Government assistance in
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various forms to the tourist industry, and particu-
larly in some remote places where difficulties
exist.

That does not mean that the Government
should become directly involved in the tourist in-
dustry. This clause as it stands is simply too wide.
It goes way beyond what is necessary or required
within the objects expressed in clause 13. In fact,
it provides a charter for the establishment of a
substantial Government tourist activity in the
form of provision of tourist facilities and accom-
modation. I have no doubt that within this charter
the Government could operate a casino or a hotel
with a casino. There are no limitations in the
clause which say it applies where the private sec-
tor cannot provide facilities or that it applies to
remote areas. It gives a completely open charter
to the Government.

The Premier may say that the Government has
no intention of that , but we are not writing a Bill
about the Government's present intention. We are
writing a Bill which will become an Act which the
Parliament cannot recall except by amendment.
Once that authority is given to the Government
by an Act the Government can change its policy
at any time and proceed to move in on this
business. That is not appropriate and it is Dot
necessary.

Even in some of those places where tourist fa-
cilities cannot be immediately provided by pri vate
enterprise it does not seem to be necessary or de-
sirable for the Government to provide those facili-
ties. The chances are that if private enterpri se,
which has invested heavily in the tourist industry,
is not prepared to invest, the investment will not
be financially successful. It will not be a desirable
development in this State to have the Government
involved in Financial failures in the tourist indus-
try or any other industry.

Clause 15 goes much further than clause 14.
Clause 14 goes too far but clause I5 goes beyond
the pale. As the shadow Minister has indicated,
we are firmly opposed to this clause. The Govern-
ment should consider an amendment so that the
objects which the Premier says the Government
has, and which are legitimate objects, can be
achieved without this open-ended conferral of
power by the Parliament on the Government of
the day to do things which the Government says it
has no intention of doing.

Mr LAURANCE: Mr Chairman, I seek your
indulgence. It is very difficult to hear you if you
do not call the clauses clearly and I ask you to do
so from now until the end of the Sill in order to
assist me in handling the Bill.

A Government member: You should be awake
and listen.

Mr LAURANCE: I was, and the Chairman
did not clearly call this clause after the end of
that division.

The CHAIRMAN: I point out that the Deputy
Premier heard me quite clearly.

Mr Hassell: I do not think the Deputy Premier
is here.

Mr Brian Burke: That is how loudly he said it.
Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: As a point of clarification,

Mr Chairman, perhaps you would tell me where
the Deputy Premier is.

The CHAIRMAN: He is a long way away and,
as the Premier said, that is an indication of how I
spoke.

Mr LAURANCE: If you could sit forward and
speak into the amplification I would have no diffi-
culty hearing.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I believe the mem-

ber is bordering very closely on reflecting on the
Chair. The member knows full well that I give the
Opposition every opportunity to speak on every
clause and I will continue to do so. However, I
will not tolerate reflections on the Chair.

Mr LAURANCE: Mr Chairman, if you look
through Hansard you will find that I made what I
believe was a very reasonable request. As a result
of interjections from people on your side of the
House, that developed into what you say is a
reflection on the Chair. I ask you to look at what
has been said-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do not wish to
listen to the member continuing with that line of
argument. If be wishes to speak to clause 15. he
should continue; if not, he should resume his seat.

Mr LAURANCE: I do wish to speak to clause
I5 and now that I have heard your call, I will.

Most of the differences between the
philosophies of the Government and Opposition
have been outlined on both clause 14 and this
clause.

A member interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I will answer the

interjection if the member wants to go on with it.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I suggest the mem-

ber for Gascoyne should ignore the interjection
and address the Chair.

Mr LAURANCE: The member is being dis-
orderly, but I will take your advice, Mr Chair-
man, and ignore him.
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This clause could be removed and all the things
the Government wants to do with the tourist com-
mission could still be done. By leaving it in the
Bill the Government-not the Oppo-
si tion-h igh lights the difference it wants to make
between its philosophical stance and the Oppo-
sition's. The Opposition will always oppose this
type of provision in legislation, and we oppose it
on this occasion.

Mr STEPHENS: The National Party supports
part of the proposition advanced by the Oppo-
sition. This is a philosophical difference we have
with the Labor Party. Subclauses (I) and (2) will
permit the Government to enter into direct
trading arrangements and we do not think that is
desirable.

A Government member: What about trade ar-
rangements in the rural area?

Mr STEPHENS: They are statutory
authorities which are majority grower controlled,
and that is a different situation.

Several members interjected.

Mr STEPHENS: I am sure the Chairman
would not allow me to debate the merits of or-
derly marketing.

Mr Brian Burke: Your position does not have
many merits in that field. That is rampant social-
ism.

Mr STEPHENS: We will have to disagree on
that. I think on reflection the Premier may regret
having said that, because it will spoil his perform-
ance of always being right.

Mr Briant Burke: What about the Lamb Mar-
keting Board? That is good free enterprise. What
about the Australian Wool Corporation? That is
free enterprise.

Mr STEPHENS: It is grower controlled.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: floes that make it different?
Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I suggest the mem-
ber for Stirling comes back to the clause.

Mr STEPHENS: Subclauses (1) and (2)
should be deleted. We can see no objections to the
provisions for the Treasurer, after considering the
report furnished by the commission, to execute a
guarantee in favour of a person for the purposes
of this clause and making payment for any
guarantee and guaranteeing any interests. I think
that is quite desirable and will enable the Govern-
ment to support private enterprise in the estab-
lishment of worthwhile tourist facilities.

I move an amendment-
Pages I I and 12-Delete subclauses (1)

and (2).

1 think that is quite clear.

Mr Brian Burke: We can follow that. How long
have you been working on this amendment?

Mr STEPHENS: We have been following the
debate quite closely.

Mr LAURANCE: I indicated that the Oppo-
sition would oppose this clause. However, after
listening to the amendment moved by the member
for Stirling, we agree that it is the first two
subclauses, which talk about making arrange-
ments for participating in or forming companies
and subscribing to shares, appointing directors,
and so on, that we are opposed to. Subclauses (3)
to (6) deal with moneys guaranteed by the
Treasurer and the return of those moneys, and so
on. We have no objection to those remaining in;
therefore, we would go along with this amend-
ment. From my previous reading of the Bill, I
thought those clauses were probably taken care of
in some way under part III, Financial Provisions,
particularly on page 18, where the Treasurer may
do a number of things towards guaranteeing re-
payments. and in line with Government guaran-

tees; so it could be that those clauses are in some
way or other duplicated.

Nevertheless, we are not opposed to subelauses
(3) to (6), which deal with guarantees. Our strong
objection is to the formation of companies,
Government companies, the acquisition of shares,
appointing directors and so on. They are all to be
found in subclauses (1) and (2). So if the Govern-
ment were to accept the amendment just moved,
we would be happy to see the balance of that
clause remain in the Bill.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government is op-
posed to the amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result- Ayes 17

Mr Blaikie Mr MacKinnon
Mr Bradshaw Mr McNce
Mr Court MrOld
Mr Cowan M rSpriggs
Mr Crane M r Stephens
Mr Grayden Mr Thompson
Mr Hassell Mr Tubby
Mr Peter Jones Mr Williams
Mr Laurance (Telfcr)
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Mr Bateman
Mrs Be eggs
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

Ayes
Mr Watt
M r Coyne
Mr O'Connor
M r Clarko
M r Mensaros
M r Trethowan
Mr Rushton
Dr Dadour

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and a division tal

ing result-
Ayes 22

Mr Bateman Mr To
Mrs Beggs MrM
Mr Bridge Mr Pa
Mrs Buchanan Mr Pe
Mr Brian Burke Mr D.
Mr Carr Mr P.
Mr Davies Mr A.
Mr Evans Mr 1.
MrGrill Mr Tr
Mr Hodge MrW
Mr Jamieson Mr G

Noes 17
Mr Blaikie Mr M
Mr Bradshaw Mr M
Mr Couri Mr 01
M r Cowan Mr Sp
Mr Crane Mr St
M rGrayden MrTI
Mr Hassell MrT,
Mr Peter Jones MrW
Mr Laurance

Pairs
Ayes

Mr Bryce MrW
Mrs Henderson Mr C
Mr Bertram Mr 0
Mr Burkett Mr Cl
Mrs Watkins Mr M
Mr Tonkin MrTi
Mr Terry Burke MrR
Mr Read Dr Da

Clause thus passed.
Clause 16: Direction by the

ken with the

~m Jones
cdyer
irker
aree
*L. Smith
J. Smith
*D. Taylor
F. Taylor
.oy
ilson
ordon Hill

acKin non
cNee
Id
riggs
ephens
iompson
ubby
'illiams

Noes
at
ayoe
'Connor
larko
ensaros
rethowan
ush ton
dour

Minister-

MrT LAURAINCE: We uflderstad tile reason
for the clause, which is to give the Minister power

Noes 22
Mr Tom Jones
Mr McIver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr A. D). Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
MrT Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bryce
Mrs Henderson
Mr Bertram
Mr Burkett
Mrs Watkins
Mr Tonkin
M r Terry Burke
Mr Read

House adjourned at 1.25 am. (Thursday)

to direct the commission from time to time. That
is quite all right with the Opposition as long as
the Bill does not contain the other unsatisfactory
provisions. Therefore, we would not want to see
the Minister directing the commissioner to do a
number of things he is able to do under clauses 14
and 15.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 17 to 28 put and passed.

(Teller) Clause 29: Annual report of the Commission-
Mr LAURANCE: When the Government was

in Opposition it criticised the then Government
when it sought to set up new authorities and indi-
cated that provision should be made for a general
review of operations after a certain period. Such a
review was known as a sunset clause. In line with
its previous undertakings and stated policies, I
would have thought the Government would insert
a sunset clause in this Bill in order that, after a

follow- certain period, it could review the operations of
the commission. We are a little disappointed that
has not occurred, especially as the Government
seeks to set up a brand new commission in this
State.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 30 to 33 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-
(Telle,) port adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Brian
Burke (Minister for Tourism), and transmitted to
the Council.

BILLS (6): RETURNED

(Teller) I . Painters' Registration Amendment Bill.
2. Trade Associations Registration Repeal

Bill.

3. Liquor Amendment Bill (No. 2).
4. Agricultural Produce (Chemical Residues)

Bill.
5. Off-shore (Application of Laws) Amend-

ment Bill.
6. Shipping and Pilotage Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

1945. This question was further postponed.

PUBLIC SERVICE: PUBLIC SERVANTS

Replacement Policy

1960, Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Will he detail for me the departments or

authorities concerned, and the numbers
involved in each case of staff positions
saved, that total the 706 positions saved
under the Government's 50 per cent
non-replacement policy and referred to
by him in question without notice 438?

(2) Will he provide me with the breakdown
by department or authority the number
of new staflf positions totalling 1 070 as
provided for in this year's Budget, as
referred to by him in question without
notice 438?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
( I) and (2) See attached.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 458).

SLIPWAY

Mlaylands: Upgrading

2000. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) In view of the period of time the

Maylands slipyards have been in disre-
pair and run down, what is the current
situation respecting the yards?

(2) Has his department any long or short
term plan for the development of the
slipway?

(3) As there is an interested party with ap-
propriate expertise who is keen to up-
grade and promote the slipway, would
he be prepared to lease the premises on
a managerial basis or some other form
of lecasing arrangement?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) The Metropolitan Region Planning

Authority retook possession of the prop-
erty on I November 1983.

(2) Upgrading of the Yards is receiving the
immediate attention of the MRPA.

(3) Several interested parties have been
interviewed by representatives of the
MRPA to determine the best manage-
ment option.

HEALTH: CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES
(KWINANA) PTV. LTD.

Waste Disposal: Licence

2001. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Adverting to question 1851 of 8
November, can he give an assurance
that Chemical Industries (Kwirnana)
Ply. Ltd. is not producing 2,4-D, as
local information indicates that a strong
odour of the chemical is evident in the
vicinity?

Mr TONKIN replied:
The MWA carries out random inspec-
tions and at the time of the mast recent,
which was on 8 November 1983, Chemi-
cal Industries (Kwinana) Pty. Ltd. was
neither manufacturing nor discharging
2,4-D effluent.
Any question relating to air pollution
should be referred to the Minister for
Health.

SHOPPING

Trading Hours: Butcher Shops

2002. Mr OLD. to the Minister representing the
Minister [or Industrial Relations:,

In view of the statement by the Minister
that an inquiry is to be held into shop
trading hours, would the Minister say
whether there is any likelihood of
trading hours For butcher shops being
extended?

Mr PARKER replied:
The Minister cannot determine what
recommendations will result from the
proposed inquiry the Government has
under consideration in respect of trading
hours.

HEALTH: DENTAL

Fluoridation of Water Supplies: South-west
Towns

2003. Mr BLAIICIE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does his policy support fluoridation of

the-

(a) Harvey;

(b) Bunbury:

(c) Busselton,
water supply?
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(2) (a) Has his department made any de-
cision on the above towns;

Mr

(I)

(2)

(b) if so, when and with what result?

HODGE replied:
(a) to (c) Yes.

(a) Yes, in regard to Burbury and
Busselton. Harvey has not yet been
considered.

(b) A decision tc
water supplies
Bunbury and
Boards by one
but no action
boards.

fluoridate public
was conveyed to
Busselton Water

of my predecessors.
was taken by these

MR B. J. BEGGS

Position

2004. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for For-
ests:
(I) What is the current position held by Mr

B. J. Beggs?

(2) When did he resign as Conservator of
Forests?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Director General, Department of the
Premier and Cabinet.

(2) Mr Beggs was appointed to his present
position by the Governor-in- Executive
Council on 23 March 1983.

STATE FORESTS

Conservator: Appointment

2005. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister for For-
ests:

When will the Government appoint a
Conservator of Forests?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This will be considered in the light of
recommendations of the land resource
management task force.

-- TRANSPORT: METROPOLITAN -

TRANSPORT TRUST

Board of Dirctors; Employee Representative

2006. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it intended that the employee chosen

to be on the Board of Directors of the
Metropolitan Transport Trust will have

any managerial qualifications or experi-
ence?

(2) How is it intended that having an em-
ployee on the board will improve the in-
dustrial relations within the Metropoli-
tan Transport Trust?

(3) Is it anticipated that having an employee
on the board will assist the Metropolitan
Transport Trust to reduce its increasing
deficits?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Section 8(3) of the Metropolitan (Perth)

Passenger Transport Trust Act pre-
scribes the qualifications or any person
appointed as a member of the trust- The
Act says: "A person is not eligible for
appointment .. . if he has not had wide
experience and has not shown capacity
in transport, industrial commercial, or
financial, matters, or in the conduct of
public affairs". Within the union move-
ment are people who eminently fulfil the
specified requirements.

(2) The Metropolitan Transport Trust has
reached a crucial stage in its progress. It
has the difficult task of further
improving its services and developing
patronage while simultaneously working
within stringent Financial disciplines.
The trust would benefit from having the
formal input of its employees at the
highest decision-making levels within
the organisation. Improved communi-
cations between the trust and its em-
ployees should also result in better
understanding of issues and more fertile
ground for resolution of any industrial
conflict.

(3) Yes.

2007 to 2013. These questions were postponed.

RAILWAYS

Freight: Pet roleamn Products

.2014. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
Are there any plans for Westrail to vary
the current service provided for the
haulage of petroleum products in bulk
from Albany and Fremantle to
Katanning?

Mr GRILL replied:
No.
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RAILWAYS

Katanning

2015. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Adverting to question 1849 of Tuesday.

8 November, what number of staff,
apart from train crews, are employed by
Westrail in Katanning?

(2) How many of this staff will be relocated
or made redundant by 1988?

(3) How many staff members will remain at
Katanning after 1985, and in what ca-
pacity is it envisaged they will be em-
ployed?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) 25.
(2) Plans currently being developed by

Westrail indicate the likely staff require-
ment in 1988 will be about 15 em-
ployees. This figure will be refined as
planning progresses.

(3) Tentative planning indicates that a pro-
gressive reduction in Westrail staff at
Katanning will take place after 1985.
During the period to 1988, Westrail will
require representation by train crews
and operating personnel, station officers,
and track and signal maintenance staff.

2016. This question was postponed.

EDUCATION

Teachers: Temporary

2017. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) How many temporary teachers, primary

and secondary, are expected to be stood
down at the end of this academic year?

(2) How many of these teachers are ex-
pected to be reappointed in February
1984?

(3) How does this compare with the situ-
ation applying in December 1982 and
February 1983?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) All new appointments to the teaching

staff of the Education Department, in-
cluding new graduates and teachers em-
ployed to replace staff on leave of vari-
ous forms, are currently appointed to the
temporary staff and all are
automatically lapsed at the end of each
year. An exact count of such teachers is
not available.

(2) It is policy to reappoint as many as poss-
ible of the graduates in the year follow-
ing their initial employment and unless
these teachers have a clear understand-
ing that they are standing in for teachers
who will be returning from leave they
will be reappointed at the beginning of
1984.

(3) Records of the type requested are not
maintained but in view of decreased en-
rolments in primary schools and in-
creased enrolments in secondary schools
in 1984, it is likely that the number of
ex-temporary teachers employed at the
beginning of 1984 will be less than in
previous years in the primary sector and
similar to previous years in the second-
ary sector.

EDUCATION

Technical and Further: Budget Allocation

2018. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) What is the total sum allocated to Tech-

nical and Further Education in the
1983-84 Consolidated Revenue Fund
Budget?

(2) What was the total sum expended on
TAFE under the Consolidated Revenue
Fund in 1982-83?

(3) How does the proposed capital expendi-
ture on TAFE buildings in the 1983-84
General Loan Fund Budget compare
with the same situation in two previous
years?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Salaries
Contingencies

(2) Salaries
Contingencies

61 939000
13 598000

75 537 000

59439615
12 110530

71 550 145

(3) Expenditure on TAFE buildings-

1983-84 Proposed
1982-83 Actual
1981-82 Actual

1 670000
2918 523
3 255 820
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EDUCATION

Teachers: Establishment Strengths

2019. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) (a.) Would he list the establishment

strengths of primary, secondary,
technical, pre-primary, and pre-
school teachers as provided for in
the Consolidated Revenue Fund
Budget for February 1984;

(b) would he also show the equivalent
figures for February 1983 and
February 1982?

(2) Would he list for the same periods the
establishment strengths of teacher aides
and other ancillary Personnel, such as
laboratory assistants and others, within
the various sectors of education as set
out above?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The establishment figures
provided in the annual Consolidated
Revenue Fund Estimates of Rev-
enue and Expenditure indicate
numbers as at I July each
year-not February. The required
figures are-

Pre-primary ierichers
Primary leachers
Srwndary leachers
Technical icc lurers
Pre-school teachers

1981
391

6871
5 246
1 457

204

(2) Other ancillary personnel
Pie-primary andi pdmary 4010
Second=r 2 279
Technical 877
Prc-whool 289

1982
390

& 868
5 334
1511

169

1983
409

6 993
5654
1 548

141

3942 4007
2266 2371

871 874
230 196

STRATA TITLES

Perth City: Shops

2020. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Planning;
(1) Can he give detailed reasons that the

City of Perth has not converted the
shops connected with parking facilities
to strata title separate entities?

(2) Can he say what endeavour has been
-made by the Perth City Council in order

to achieve strata title?

Mr -PARKER replied:
(1) The City of Perth has not obtained

strata titles to the shops contained
within a multi-storied car parking
station owned by the council, because in
January 1983, the Town Planning Board
refused to approve a strata title

subdivision. The boa rd's principal
reasons were that the subdivision, if ap-
proved, would create an undesirable
precedent for further subdivision of
other lots in a similar position within the
city centre. Also, the subdivision as pro-
posed did not resolve to the satisfaction
of the board such essentials as ease-
ments for services, owners rights in
terms of lire protection and earthquakes
and what will happen in the future when
redevelopment is contemplated. The
board also took into consideration that
the subdivision would have created sep-
arate Torrens title to five shops of an
average lot size of 78.2 square metres,
whereas the absolute minimum lot area
for a shop under the uniform building
by-laws is 139 square metres.
In conveying its decision to the council,
the board noted that Cabinet, in
October 1982, had agreed -to the
drafting of a Bill to amend The City of
Perth Parking Facilities Act. This would
enable council to lease commercial units
in similar situations as that under con-
sideration and the board suggested the
council investigate this avenue as a sol-
ution.

The City of Perth appealed against the
board's decision in March 1983, and in
view of the Town Planning Board's con-
siderable concern about the far reaching
consequences that could flow from the
unique application and the council's fail-
ure to convince me to the contrary, I ac-
cepted that the board's decision was
soundly based and I declined to uphold
the appeal. In so doing, I suggested that
the city council pursue the question of
an amendment of its parking facilities
Act.

(2) Answered by (1).

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Electorate Offices: Telephone Answering Services

2021. -Mr- MENSAROS, to the Deputy Premier:
Adverting to his circular letter to all
members of Parliament (reference
35 1/82/1) of 20 October 1983. would
he please state whether the cost to be
met by Government extends-
(a) to capital cost of installation only or

includes operating cost (such as ad-
ditional rental charge by Telecom);
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(b) to those members' offices which arc
in Parliament House?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(a) The Government will meet both the in-

stallation and rental costs.
(b) Facilities available to members at Par-

liament House are the responsibility of
the Joint House Committee.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Electorate Offices; Air-conditioning

2022. Mr MENSA ROS, to the Premier:
(1) Since the commencement of electorate

offices for members of Parliament, into
how many offices has air-conditioning
been installed at a capital cost to the
State?

(2) What was the aggregate of this cost?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The establishment and mainten-

ance of electorate offices involves the
Public Service Board, the Joint House
Committee and the Public Works De-
partment. The information requested by
the member is not recorded in a readily
available manner and the extraction of
this information requires extensive re-
search and in some instances cannot be
separately identified because of cost
components which are included in an
overall rental amount.
Available information is being collated
and will be forwarded to the member as
soon as possible.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Electorate Offices: Air-conditioning

2023. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
(I) How many electorate offices are there at

present?
(2) How many of these are air-conditioned?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The required information will be

furnished together with replies to
questions 2022 and 2025.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Electorate Offices: Rental

2024. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
As far as electorate offices are con-
cerned, can he please state-

(a) maximum rental paid for any single
office per year;

(b) the minimum rental paid for any
single office per year;

(c) the average rental per year per
office?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) $9060

(b) Nil.

(c) $4 048.56.

This information relates to the 63 elec-
torate offices for which leases have been
arranged by the Public Works Depart-
ment.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Electorate Officers: Electricity Bill

2025. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
(1) What are the maximum, minimum, and

average State Energy Commission bills,
based on the two-monthly billing period
for the existing electorate offices?

(2) What are the maximum, minimum, and
average Telecom reimbursements based
on the last billing period for the existing
electorate offices?

(3) What are the maximum, minimum, and
average incidental running costs (such
as cleaning, etc.) per year for existing
electorate offices excluding rental, State
Energy Commission, and telephone
costs?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) The establishment and mainten-
ance of electorate offices involves the
Public Service Board, the Joint House
Commnittee, and the Public Works De-
partment. The information requested by
the member is not recorded in a readily
available manner and the extraction of
this information requires extensive re-
search and in some instances cannot be
separately identified because of cost
components which are included in an
overall rental amount.

Available information is being collated
and will be forwarded to the member as
soon as possible.

4756



[Wednesday, 16 November 1983] 45

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs Commission:
Staff

2026. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

How many employees (public servants
and/or contract employees) are planned
to be employed by the proposed multi-
cultural and ethnic affairs commission
in its First year of operation?

Mr DAVIES replied:

At present, there are no firm plans to
employ additional staff-public servants
and/ar contract-during the com-
mission's first year of operation. The
need will be assessed as the work of the
commission progresses.

2027 to 2029. These questions were postponed.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs Commission:
Consultations

2030. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
(1) In connection with the proposed multi-

cultural and ethnic affairs commission,
could he please give-

(a) the list of those individuals and/or
organisations whose opinion and
comments have been asked;

(b) the list of those who did not re-
spond?

(2) Could he please table the various com-
ments (mentioned in his second reading
speech) the Government has received?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) (a) and (b) Besides a public invitation,
written invitations to make submissions
were extended to 120 organisations and
individuals-as per attachment "A".

Thirty-nine written submissions were re-
ceived-as per attachment "B".

(2) No. I am sure the member will under-
stand that as submissions were made in
confidence to the Government, I have to
treat them accordingly.

The paper was tabled (see pa per No. 457).

AGRICULTURE

Protection Board: Daggers

2031. Mr COWAN, to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

If, at the end of the month for which the
Agriculture Protection Board will be
employing a dogger in the Holt Rock-
Lake Varley region, the wild dog prob-
lem persists, will he give an assurance
that the dogger will be retained for
whatever period of time is necessary for
their control?

Mr EVANS replied:
The position will be assessed at the time.

EDUCATION

Technical and Further Education: Rural Areas

2032. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Has the Government made any decision

to expand the concept of the rural
TAFE scheme?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) how much money has been appro-

priated for the purpose;
(b) where will the officers of such an

expanded scheme be stationed, and
how many will there be?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) It is intended to extend the rural TAFE

scheme when the budgetary situation
permits.

(2) No funds have been allocated for this
purpose in 1983-84.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: SOUTH-WEST,
Energy: Subsidy

2033. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) In planning for the proposed aluminiumn

smelter in the Bunbury region, is the
Government prepared to consider any
form of direct, or indirect, energy sub-
sidy in its negotiations for a firm elec-
tricity contract for the project?

(2) Does the Government still retain the
view it expressed in Opposition, that the
energy supply contract for any alu-
minium smelter, or other major indus-
trial customer, should be self-supporting,
and not represent any charge against
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domestic consumers or other industrial
customers?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) The Government's aluminium

smelter task force has prepared a power
supply proposal which is competitive
without there being any charge against
domestic or other industrial customers.

MINING

Tenements: E. P. Fitzgerald

2034. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Mines:
(1) Are any mining tenements currently

held in the name of E, P. Fitzgerald, 51
Evelyn Street, Gosnells?

(2) If so, what is the current status of the
tenements?

(3) Is any mining activity being conducted
on any lease conducted by Mr
Fitzgerald?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) to (3) It is considered inappropriate to

provide such information in this manner.
However, if the member would provide
the Minister fr Mines in writing with
advice as to why he requires this infor-
mation, consideration will be given to his
request.

STRATA TITLES

Perth City: Shops

2035. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In his second reading speech on the City

of Perth Parking Facilities Bill he indi-
cated that "The Council endeavoured to
obtain freehold titles for the shop units,
to overcome the cumbersome require-
ments of the Strata Titles Act" and
"despite over two years of effort by the
agencies concerned no real progress has
been made", so will he now detail these
efforts by the agencies involved and the
nature of the difficulties encountered?

(2) Could the problems be overcome by
amending the Strata Titles Act?

Mr GRI LL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 will provide the detail re-

quested as soon as it is available from
the City of Perth.

EDUCATION

Leisure Activities: Enrohments

2036. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

(I) Hlow many full fee paying students were
enrolled in leisure activities during sec-
ond semester?

(2) How many concession students were en-
rolled in leisure activities during second
semester?

(3) How many full fee paying students were
enrolled in leisure activities during third
semester?

(4) How many concession students were en-
rolled in leisure activities during third
semester?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) Leisure courses are provided on a

term not a semester basis. The infor-
mation required is not available in the
form requested. A substantial amount of
work is required to extract information
which would indicate the comparative
levels of fee-paying and non-fee paying
students.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MADE GOODS

"Go For It" Campaign: "Birthmark"

2037. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) As part of the Government's constant

review of the "Go For It" campaign, will
he give consideration to Western Aus-
tralian service companies or organis-
ations being able to incorporate the
"Birthmark" in their promotional litera-
ture?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) The local products campaign

strategy is currently under review. All
aspects impacting on the promotion and
development of local industry will be
considered in the review.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MADE GOODS

"Go For It "Campaign: Survey
2038. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Economic De~elopment and Technology:
(1) Did the Department of Industrial Devel-

opment carry out a supermarket survey
on the effectiveness of the "Go For It"
campaign in 1982-83?
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(2) if so, what was the result of that survey?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The market penetration of a selected

range of WA products carrying the
"Birthmark" symbol showed an average
increase of' 11.9 per cent unit sales over
the benchmark established in a corre-
sponding 10 months period prior to the
campaign.

DRAINAGE

Rates: Murdoch Electorate

2039. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Will he provide me with a map showing

the areas within the Murdoch electorate
that are currently levied a drainage
rate?

(2) What is the current rate?
(3) What is the average rate paid from this

area?
M r TON K IN replied:
(I1) A copy of the map is tabled.
(2) 1.18 cents in the dollar of gross rental

value--minimum charge $17.50
(3) Such information is not available on an

electorate basis.

The map was tabled (see paper No. 459).

EDUCATION

Primary School: Lincoln

2040. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the Government made a final de-

cision as to whether or not it will retain
the proposed Lincoln primary school site
in Willetton for that purpose?

(2) If so, what is that decision?
(3) If not, when is it expected that a final

decision will be made?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) The proposal to relinquish the

Lincoln site is still being followed as
other sites in the area are adequate for
future school needs.

(3) The City of Canning, the Commissioner
for Town Planning and the Manager of
the State Housing Commission have
been advised that the site is no longer re-
quired.

2041. This question was postponed.

MINING: COAL

Leases: Assessment

2042. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Adverting to the Minister's answer to

part (3) of question 1959 of 1983, who
were the representatives of the task
force who held discussions with the Col-
lie Coal Miners' Union?

(2) On what date were discussions held?

(3) What was the substance of the dis-
cussions?

(4) What is the expressed attitude of the
Collie Coal Miners' Union to the major
changes which will result from the in-
itiatives which the Government is pursu-
ing?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I ) to (4) The question is not understood.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: SOUTH-WEST

Energy: Price

2043. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) In indicating to prospective equity part-

ners in the proposed aluminium smelter
that the initial energy price could be
1 .9c kWh, would it be intended that
natural gas is the prime energy source to
achieve such a price?

(2) For how many years would such a con-
cession rate be able to apply before mov-
ing to the indicated estimate of 2.3c
kWh?

(3) At what stage is it proposed that coal
would replace natural gas as the prime
energy source for generating electricity
for use by the proposed smelter?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Coal will replace natural gas as the
prime energy source for generating elec-
tricity for use by the proposed smelter
when the new power station proposed for
the south-west is completed.
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FUEL AND ENERGY: NORTH-WEST
SHELF GAS

Non-delivery: Protection

2044. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) What provisions exist within the

SECWA gas purchase contract to
protect energy consumers in Western
Australia if the joint venturers are not
able to commence delivery of natural
gas on I July 1984?

(2) What financial exposure will the State
Energy Commission and the Govern-
ment have if pipeline funding commit-
ments have to be met, and the joint ven-
turers are unable to provide gas for on-
selling?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) and (2) No changes have been made to
this situation since the election of the
present Government.

2045. This question was postponed.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT

Less than Car Load: Report

2046. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Why has he not released the Transport

Commission report monitoring the re-
sults of the first year or deregulation of
less than car load (LCLs)?

(2) Has he sought to change the report in
any way?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), what changes is he
seeking?

(4) Will he now table a copy of the report?

Mr GRI LL replied:

(1) to (3) The report has not been released
as yet because information of a confl-
dential nature supplied to the Com-
missioner of Transport, in order for him
to undertake his evaluation, needs to be
edited. This is the standard procedure
which has applied to previous monitor-
ing reports.

(4) The report will be tabled just as soon as
that process has been completed.

2047. This question was post poned.

TAXATION

Payroll: Unions

2048. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
Have any unions in Western Australia
paid payroll tax over the past ive years?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Yes.

TRANSPORT

Perth City: Report

2049. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has the report upon the transport needs

of the Perth central city area been corn-
pleled?

(2) When does he expect to present the re-
port to Parliament?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 expect to receive the report of

the transport strategy committee
"Transport Needs of the Perth Central
City Area" shortly.
I will then consider the manner of its re-
lease.

STATE FINANCE

Budget: Conveyancing and Stamp Duties

2050. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Treasurer:
(1) What has been the-

(a) amount;
(b) percentage.
of increased duties as per the State
Budget related to all cornveyancing duty
on property and/or businesses valued up
to-

(i) $50000;
(ii) $100000;
(iii) $250 000;
(iv) $500 000 and over?

(2) What is the rate of duty in each instance
that will apply to foreign interests?

(3) What is the rate of stamp duty on motor
vehicle registration and transfers on ve-
hicles costing-
(a) $5 000;
(b) $15 000;
(c) $25 000;
(d) $75 000;
(c) $ 125 000;
(f) $150 000?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The additional duty paid in
both nominal and percentage terms de-
pends on the actual value of the
transaction-

VAlue Addlional
of Amount

Conveyance Paid
01 %

50 000
100 000
250 000
500 000

125
3N0
425

2675

Percentage
Increase

16.7

26.6
29.0

A concession of 25c per $100 applies to
conveyances of principal places of resi-
dence and small businesses valued at
$50 000 or less.

(2) The current rates of duty for acqui -
sitions by foreign interests are equivalent
to those applying for acquisitions by
residents. However, as mentioned in the
Budget speech, the Government is
investigating the practicability of apply-
ing a higher rate of duty to conveyances
involving the acquisition of property by
foreign interests.

(3) (a) to (f) $3 per $100.

205 1. This question was postponed.

FIRES: FIREFIGHTING

Vehicles: Licence Fee Exemptions

2052. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) Can he detail the number of vehicles

used exclusively for purposes connected
with the prevention and extinguishing of
fires that have been granted exempti on
of payment of vehicle licence fee in each
year since 1980?

(2) Can he detail the shire areas where
exemptions have been granted in each of
the above years?

(3) Can he give the number of units-

(a) approved;

(b) disapproved,

Mr

(1)

STATE FINANCE

Financial Institutions Duty: Cost to Individuals
and Financial Institutions

2055. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:
What is the amount expressed in-

(a) dollars;

(b) by percentage,

of duty that will apply to>-

(i) individuals;

(ii) recognised financial
tions,

Mr
(a)

in each of the shire areas since 1980?

CARR replied:
to (3) The information requested is not
readily available, and would require con-
siderable research.

2053 and 2054. These questions were postponed.

institu-

upon the introduction of the Govern-
ment's financial institutions duty in the
following instances-

(A) $ 100 000 for one day;

(B) $ 100 000 for seven days;

(C) $ 100 000 for 15 days; and

(D) $100 000 for 30 days?

BRIAN BURKE replied:

and (b) Financial institutions duty gen-
erally applies to financial institutions
and not directly to individuals although
institutions are likely to pass on the
duty.

Only when an individual deposits money
in excess of a specified amount with an
institution that is not a registered or
exempt financial institution or when an
individual is a certified dealer in the
short-term money market will any duty
be paid directly by individuals.

The rate and amount of duty payable by
individuals or financial institutions will
depend upon factors such as whether the
funds are deposited with a bank at call
or with a short-term dealer, and it is not
clear what circumstances the member
for Vasse is referring to in relation to
the amount of $1100 000 specified in his
question. The Financial Institutions
Duty Bill which will be introduced into
Parliament tomorrow sets out the vari-
ous rates of duty and the circumstances
under which they apply and the member
for Vasse will be able to ascertain from
the Bill the amounts of duty that will
apply to the cases he has in mind.
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SHIPPING
Stateshi pa: Number of Ships

2056. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Government intending to retain

four Stateships?

(2) If "Yes", for what service are the four
Stateships to be used?

(3) If "No" to (l), which of the four ships is
to be relinquished?

(4) Is it intended that Stateships will trade
overseas?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (3) Stateships does not have four
vessels, it has three. However, the new
vessel which Stateships will soon acquire
will replace MV Kimberley in the east-
west trade. If trade could be found for
tbe MV Kim berley, consideration would
be given to its retention.

(4) There are no proposals before Govern-
ment relating to Stateships trading
overseas. The Co-ordinator General of
Transport in conjunction with Stateships
is currently investigating the potential
for alternative deployment of the MV
Kimiberley when that ship is replaced in
the east-west trade. This investigation is
not yet completed.

STATE FINANCE

Budget: Receipts and Expenditure

2057. Dr DADOUR, to the Treasurer:
Can he provide the global figures of ex-
penditure from and receipts into the
Consolidated Revenue Fund for the
three months ended 30 September and
four months ended 31 October 1983?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

For the three months ended 30
September payments from the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund were $570.7
million and receipts $568.1 million.

For the four months ended 31 October
the corresponding Figures were payments
$766.8 million and receipts $773.2
million.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

LIQUOR: LICENSED PREMISES

Freman tle: Inquiry

505. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Em-
ployment and Administrative Services:

I refer to the inquiry being conducted in
the Fremantle area by the Licensing
Court as to the number of licensed
premises in that area and the business
affairs of those premises, and ask-

Is the inquiry being conducted at
his direction or request?

Mr PARKER replied:

No. In fact, I was advised only as a mat-
ter of courtesy by the Licensing Court of
its inquiry. I received yesterday a copy
of the notification that had been sent
out, although it may have arrived in my
office a few days earlier. I have not been
at my office for the last few days, but I
found out about the inquiry after the
court advised me of it.

Mr Hassell: Do you know the basis of the in-
quiry?

Mr PARKER: I understand that under the
provisions of the Act-as I recall from
the notification it is section 92 of the
Act-the court is empowered to exam-
ine these matters to determine whether
existing licences are operating in a way
that enables them to be continued to be
controlled by the particular licensee, and
there is provision for the court to declare
some licences redundant. I understand
that is what is in the mind of the court,
but as I say, I was not aware of this in-
quiry until after I received the notifi-
cation. The inquiry has nothing to do
with the Moratorium.

EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOIOL

Report. Printing Errors

506. Mrs BEGGS, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Can he indicate the action he intends to
take to correct printing errors in the re-
port of the committee investigating the
educational needs of nought to four-
year-old children?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
Some errors were found in the report-
errors as a result of the restricted ability
to check proofs because of the word pro-
cessors used in the setting up of the re-
port. I have considered the situation
carefully and have spoken to most of the
officers involved. I have decided to have
the report withdrawn and scrapped, and
all the errors corrected in a totally
rewritten report.

Mr O'Connor: What is the cost of that?
Mr PEARCE: The cost will be approxi-

mately $3 000. I inform the Leader of
the Opposition that I did give serious
consideration to not having the report
reproduced under those circumstances.
He would understand the report was
commissioned by his Government. In
many ways the development of policy
my- Government has undertaken cuts
across -the' need for the report, but I
thought it would be discourteous to the
former'Government and the people who
spehit time 'oh the committee not to re-
-issue the report, so I will have it re-
issued, but in a totally corrected form.

WATER RESOURCES

Rates: Reminder Notices

507. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:.

Has he issued an instruction to the
Metropolitan Water Authority and, if
not, will he issue an instruction that it
should send out written notices to its
customers who have not paid their ac-
counts to remind them to pay their ac-
counts in the due time and before those
customers are prosecuted either through
the courts, if appropriate, or through
their services being restricted?

Mr TON KIN replied:
Of course, I cannot remember every
piece of correspondence I have signed or
every telephone call I have made or
face-to-face conversation I have had re-
lated to each of my portfolios; however,
working on my fallible memory I recall
that when I became the Minister for
Water Resources I discussed with
officers of the authority the means that
would be employed to obtain payment
from people who were recalcitrant for
one reason or another, and I was quite
satisfied with the procedure the auth-

ority intended to follow, which was to
write to people in that position to ask
them to pay even though they had
already been sent an account.
I commented that when we were in Op-
position, when the member for Floreat
was the Minister for Water Resources,
the authority seemed to have quite a dif-
ferent attitude. We had stood opposite
on many times-particularly the then
Leader of the Opposition-and asked
the member for Floreat why final no-
tices were not sent out. The managing
director of the authority said that the
different policy was as a result of the
different Government, and that the
authority knew our attitude. It seems
that although I did not give an
instruction to the authority, it was aware
of the much more humanitarian and
sensible attitude of this Government,
and was prepared to comply with our
wishes. If the member for Floreat had
not been stubborn and unreasonable in
insisting on people having their water
supply cut off without warning when
they did not pay their bills-they may
not have even known that they had not
paid it because of the mail-i am sure
the authority would have complied with
the request that final notices be issued.
I am quite happy with the attitude of
the authority, and the present policy will
make sure people do not have their
water supply cut off inadvertently in
these times of economic hardship when
people have difficulty in paying.

Mr O'Connor, Are you sure of that?
Mr TONKIN: Some people would be con-

cerned that ratepayers who pay
promptly will carry the burden for those
in financial hardship or have
inadvertently not paid their water rates,
or have purposely neglected to pay. I
understand interest is added to overdue
accounts so that people who are recalci-
trant for no good reason will pay a pen-
alty.

FUEL AND ENERGY: STATE ENERGY
COMMISSION

Loan: Japan

508. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Premier:
IS it correct that the State Energy Com-
mission recently obtained a major loan
from Japan?
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Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Old: Yes!
O'Connor: Yes!
BRIAN BURKE replied:
Yes.

Old: You see, I was right!
BRIAN BURKE: This is a matter for
the information of the Parliament. It is
not publicity intensive, but it is of
interest.
The State Energy Commission of West-
ern Australia has successfully negotiated
a loan of ten billion Japanese
yen-approximately $A48 million.
The lead managers are the Nippon Life
Insurance Company and the Sanwa
Bank Limited. The term of the loan is
for 10 years.
The Japanese Ministry of Finance has
only recently altered its regulations to
enable Japanese life insurance
companies to lead, manage, and arrange
yen syndicated loan facilities, and the
Energy Commission was the first Aus-
tralian borrower to take advantage of
this change.
The ten billion Japanese yen loan fa-
cility, signed in Tokyo yesterday, will be
used primarily to fund extensions at the
Energy Commission's Muja Power
Station
The achievement in obtaining a loan
from this source was made possible
through the Energy Commission's con-
tinuing presence in Japanese financial
markets and the high status of the com-
mission as a long-term borrower.
The commission has been able to secure
an extremely favourable interest rate
following recent reductions in the
Japanese long-term prime rate.

ANIMALS
Kangaroos: Aerial Surveys

$09. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Have aerial surveys been conducted on

the numbers of kangaroos i .n-
(a) pastoral areas: and
(b) rural areas?

(2) If so, what were the results?
Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) One of the usual and almost

routine methods of assessing kangaroo

populations throughout Australia is by
aerial survey. I am unable to be precise
as to when the last survey in this State
was conducted; however, it is an ongoing
thing and the committee responsible for
the control of kangaroos is largely de-
pendent on this type of information.
If the member is interested in more
complete detail on this matter he might
care to put the question on the Notice
Paper and I will give him the specific
advice he may require.

RADIO AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERS

Conference: Orders and Contracts

510. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for Econ-
omic Development and Technology:

In September of this year the Govern-
ment assisted local electronics firms
with their displays at the Institution of
Radio and Electronics Engineers' con-
ference in Sydney.
What has been the response to this sup-
port, in terms of orders and contracts?

Mr BRYCE replied:

I thank the member for notice of the
question. Thirteen of the 17 exhibitors
on the Western Australian stand at
IREECON 1983 report a total of $1.49
million sales under negotiation and ex-
pect a further $4.56 million in the next
12 months.

Mr MacKinnon: Who decided to send that to
the exhibition?

Mr BRYCE: Other exhibitors are unable to
provide accurate dollar sales values due
to protracted negotiations. All expect
substantial sales to result.
Five exhibitors appointed agents and
negotiations are proceeding to appoint
agents for a further three exhibiting
companies.

TECHNOLOGY

Mfanagement Investment Company

5 11. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) Has he or the Government received a re-

quest to participate under the high tech-
nology management investment
company?

(2) If so, which one?
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(3) What will be the effects and likely
Government attitude to such a request?

Mr

(1)

BRYCE replied:
to (3) This matter arose last night dur-
ing the course of the debate on the small
business development corporation.

Mr Peter Jones: I ask you to expand on it.
Mr BRYCE: If the member requires a

thorough response in terms of the way
discussions have proceeded to date, I
would appreciate his putting the
question on the Notice Paper.

FISH ER IES

Marine Engines: Natural Gas

512. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

Are tests being carried out to ascertain
whether natural gas can be used success-
fully in marine engines?

Mr EVANS replied:
Yes. Natural gas is proving to be a suc-
cessful substitute for diesel in marine en-
gines in tests being carried out by the
State Energy Commission. The success
of the tests could prove beneficial to the
local Fishing industry. The tests are part
of a'joint research effort by Perth engin-

gineering consultant, Ian MacLean,
fishing fleet operator, Michael Kailis,
and the commission. During two weeks
of bench testing on the Public Works
Department's dynamnometer in East
Perth, up to 90 per cent substitution of
diesel fuel was achieved. However, it
was the increased performance of the
engine-greater power, cooler exhaust
and markedly less pollution-that high-
lighted the tests.

It is intended that an electronically con-
trolled gas admission system would be
fitted to the engine to obtain an opti-
mum natural gas to diesel fuel ratio for
all speeds and loads of the engine. It is
hoped that local companies will be
involved in the development of this
system as well as other components re-
quired for the natural gas conversion kit.
The next phase included three months of
sea trials off Fremantle on a six-cylinder
engine on a Kailis fishing trawler.
The WA fishing industry uses about 30
million litres of diesel fuel annually, and
I welcome any measure to substitute this

with a locally-produced fuel such as
natural gas.

Mr Williams: What is the difference in the
cost?

GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION

Inquiry: Industrial Relations

513. Mr O'CONNOR, to the: Premier:
As the Government is deeply involved in
providing industrial relations services
through the Industrial Commission and
through a number of other tribunals,
and as major changes are now proposed
in fhe provision of those services, will he
advise the House whether these changes
are the result of a review by the com-
mittee established to review all Govern-
ment services, or whether that all-em-
bracing committee is not going to em-
brace this subject?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The changes to the Industrial Arbi-
tration Act are, I presume, the subject
of the question.

Mr O'Connor: Yes.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am very pleased and

proud to be able once again to confirm
to the Leader of the Opposition that we
have established a tripartite council con-
sisting of representatives of the unions,
Government and employer groups. The
changes to the Industrial Arbitration
Act, some of which are not changes to
Government functions, are the result of
a tripartite consideration.

Mr O'Connor: I am asking about this com-
mittee, which was announced some time
ago, and which you set up to look into
Government departments and oper-
ations. Has it participated in this?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the member not
remember what the employers' confed-
eration did to the previous Government's
propositions?

Mr O'Connor: Or has it been consulted?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, the functions re-

view committee will not, for example,
recommend an increase in the fine for a
particular offence from $50 to $100, be-
cause that is not considered to be a
Government function. The tripartite
council is of great interest, and the Op-
position must be thrilled with the way in
which the employers have greeted the
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proposed changes to the Industrial Arbi-
tration Act. I heard Mr Bill Brown say
on radio the other evening that apart
from two or three things to which he
would take exception, the change that
was suggested seemed to be an excellent
one.

Mr Court: He did not use those words.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The employers' con-

federation did not say that even about
the previous Government's proposals.

Mr Parker: Hie said the opposite.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the member not

remember what the employers' confed-
eration did to the previous Government's
propositions?

Mr O'Connor: That is not the question.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, but it is the

answer.
Mr O'Connor: It is not the answer to the

question that was asked.
Mr Court: You will rind out what the em-

ployers think.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The employers' con-

federation transfixed the previous
Government, including the weaning
from the Chamber of Commerce over
there, on criticism which was intelligent,
soundly put and well based.

Mr MacKinnon: Can't you answer the
question?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It must be of consider-
able chagrin to the Opposition that the
employers do not seem to find such great
objection to the changes we propose.
The question was whether the functions
review committee reviewed the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act and suggested
changes to that Act. The Act is not a
function, it is a piece of legislation. A
function of Government does not necess-
arily extend to an industrial arbitration
Act that involves objective judgments in
some cases and value judgments in other
cases, and I do not believe that the
Leader of the Opposition was trying to
do more than point to what he thought
was a weakness in the functions review
committee. It is true that I am very
pleased and proud with the response of
employers to the way we suggested the
Industrial Arbitration Act should be
changed. Rather than carp and criticise,
the Opposition should be saying, "Well,
look, hasn't the Government surprised
us! We thought it was going to put

unions above the law and other things
below and outside the law. But lo and
behold what has been brought forth is a
sensible, intelligent, well considered, and
generally accepted series of changes".

Mr Court: Which encompass the
subcontractors, the workers, proprietors
and partners. Come on!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Gosh, it is hard to see,
in one so young, attitudes so well ma-
tured.

Mr Tonkin: Or so reactionary!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The changes are well-

considered, balanced and acceptable to
even employers. There are only three
areas in which I understand employers
have taken exception and two of those
are not important. Has not the Govern-
menit done a good job?

LAND

Task Force on Land Resource Management

514. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Premier:
(1) Has he yet received the interim report of

the task force on land resource manage-
ment?

(2) If so, can he outline the report's
recommendations?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.

The task force has recommended the
amalgamation of several parts of
government into a single body to man-
age all public lands in Western Aus-
tralia.
It would comprise existing organisations
such as the Forests Department, the
National Parks Authority, the wildlife
section of the Department of Fisheries
and Wildlife, the Western Australian
Herbarium and elements of other
agencies concerned with the manage-
ment of public land.
The report represents one of the first re-
sults of the Government's major reviews
of agencies and involvements.
I hope the Opposition will give credit
where credit is due in this matter. We
have been transfixed upon the Oppo-
sition's criticism of our appointing in-
quiries. The Opposition has said we are
a Government doing nothing but looking
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in a mirror-like fashion into things that
are going on or might go on. This is one
of the results.

Mr Peter Jones: You are saying that that is
what the interim report is. You are not
signalling whether you have accepted or
rejected it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Not at all. It is an ex-
cellent effort regardless of whether we
accept it. The amount of work that has
gone into the report and the information
it contains marks it as one of the great
reports in the last 10 years in my view.

Mr MacKinnon: Even though you will not act
on it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government will
act on the report, but it has not commit-
ted itself to everything in it. The mem-
ber for Murdoch is as slow as the second
coming. He wants us to commit our-
selves to every detail. All we are saying
is that it is an excellent report which we
will take seriously.
We hope the Opposition will put in some
form of comment instead of carping and
criticising and giving a bad example to
new members like the member for Mt.
Marshall who has fallen into the habits
some of his colleagues have adopted.

Several members interjected.
Mr Peter Jones: The Minister said it was

going out to the public for comment, Is
that right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, that is what was
announced. We announced this study
soon after we took office as one of the
steps we intended to take towards open
Government and improving the effec-
tiveness of Government agencies.
Cabinet will not make any decisions on
this interim report, but this study has
clearly identified the need for
rationalising those agencies concerned
with land resource management.

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
MENT: LESCHENAULT INLET

Laporte Australia Ltd.: Radiation Levels

515. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Did the Minister see the article in the

Daily News of 14 November 1983
headed "Grim Warning on South West
Peninsula?"

(2) Have radiation levels on the Leschenault
Peninsula been recently taken by a
Government department?

(3) I f so, have the levels been high or within
the guidelines for human safety?

(4) Does the Minister believe that the sand
dunes and vegetation in the area are de-
graded as mentioned in the article?

(5) If the radiation levels are satisfactory
and the dune restoration and the
revegetation are, in fact, of a higher
standard than before Laporte Australia
Ltd. commenced operations, does the
Minister intend to refute the article to
allay fears of the people in the Bunbury
area?

Mr H-ODGE replied:

(I) to (5) 1 could hardly have missed the
article because the headlines were three
inches high across the Daily News.

I would have thought if the member was
interested in a genuine reply he would
have put the question on notice. Mem-
bers cannot possibly expect any Minister
to seriously answer a question of this
nature without any notice of it.

Several members interjected.

Mr HODGE: I wish to point out to the mem-
ber that he has directed the question to
the wrong Minister. I am not the Minis-
ter primarily responsible for that matter
and I suggest that he put the question on
notice and that he direct it to the Minis-
ter for Works.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for
Employment and Administrative Ser-
vices wishes to clarify a point in respect
of a question he has answered.

LIQUOR: LICENSED PREMISES

Fremantle: Inquiry

516. Mr PARKER: I wish to clarify an answer
to a question asked by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition concerning sections of the
Liquor Act to which I referred. I draw his at-
tention to section 112 of the Act and to part
V, division three.
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LAND

Urban Lands Council: Financial Arrangements

517. Mr PARKER: Also, in relation to questi .on
321 1 now have the information concerning
the Urban Lands Council. which I seek to
table.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 460).

H EA LTH

Veterinary Products: Misuse

51 8. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Health:

With reference to the allegations made
in the' Daily News that antibiotics and
other veterinary products were being
misused-
(1) Are tests regularly conducted on

food products by his department;
and

(2) have any of the tests verified the al-
legations made by the Daily News
that there are residues of antibiotics
or veterinary products in food-
stuffs?

Mr [HODGE replied:

This question possibly cuts across sev-
eral portfolios. It certainly concerns my
portfolio and that of the Minister for
Agriculture, but I will try to answer the
question, as follows-

(I) and (2) 1 believe regular tests are
carried out on animal carcases by
the Federal Department of Primary
Industries. To the best of my
knowledge there has been no evi-
dence of residues of antibiotics
found in the animals.
Nevertheless the Public Health
Commissioner has taken the Daily
News article seriously, and at my
request is studying the points raised
in that article in some depth. He
has had a number of meetings with
interested organisations, which
meetings have been proceeding
today and I hope to receive a report
from him tomorrow and then I will
perhaps be in a position to make a
public announcement giving some
details of the commissioner's view
on this matter.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Kimberley and Pilbara: Upgrading

519. Mr BRIDGE, to the Premier:
What steps have been taken recently to
upgrade power supplies to the Pilbara
and Kimberley regions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I thank the very assiduous member for
Kinmberley for his question, the answer
to which is as follows-

The demand for electricity has
prompted the upgrading of
numerous power stations in tihe re-
gions referred to.
The State Energy Commission -is
currently spending nearly $4
million on extensions or
improvements to seven power
stations in the Pilbara and
Kimberley regions. At Fitzroy
Crossing, where the local energy
load has doubled in the past two
years, a 600 kilowatt diesel generat-
ing unit is currently being installed.
This and upgrading work in the
local switch yard will be com-
pleted before Christmas. Itis likely
that a further 600kw generating
unit will be installed at Fitzroy
Crossing in 1984-85.
This reflects a remarkable growth
in the demand for electricity in the
town. In 1976. when the Fitzroy
Crossing power station was com-
missioned, peak load in the town
was only 120kw.
Other SEC power stations in the
north-west where upgrading work is
currently in progress include-

Onslow, where a new power
station is being established at a
cost of about $650 000.
The new Onslow power station
is due to be fully commissioned
by the end of the month.
Broome, where a temporary
800kw diesel generating
machine is due to be com-
missioned by the end of the
month while the power station
is extended to accommodate a
new 2.2 megawatt unit by June
next year. This work will cost
$ 1.05 million.
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Derby, where work of the same
nature, value and time scale is
taking place.

Hall's Creek, where instal-
lation of a 600kw generating
unit was completed two
months ago, and work is pro-
ceeding to automate the oper-
ation of the power station dur-
ing the first quarter of 1984.
The combined value of this
work is $340 000.

Exmouth, where design work
has Started for extensions to
the power station to accommo-
date an additional 1.4mw unit.
This work is estimated to cost
$800 000.

Camballin, where the SEC
plans to install automatic op-
erating equipment before
Christmas at a cost of about
$40 000.

HOSPITALS: AMBULANCES

Failure to Respond to Call

520. Mr COURT, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

Has the Minister finished his inquiries
into the recent incident involving the
failure of the ambulance service to re-
spond to a call to go to the aid of a
dying Aboriginal?

Mr WILSON replied:
As indicated to the member previously, I
have referred that matter to the Premier

for a report because the Treasury De-
partment is more immediately involved
with the funding of the ambulance ser-
vice. I am waiting for a report.

TRANSPORT: PERTH AIRPORT

International Passenger Terminal: Cornpletion
Date

521. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that this year's

Commonwealth Budget contained pro-
vision for Federal expenditure of some
S50 million on a new international Lt-
minal complex at Perth Airport?

(2) What action has the Government taken
to ensure that the new complex is oper-
ational in time to meet the bulk of
overseas movements associated with the
defence of the America's Cup?

Mr Court: He was asked that last week.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Work on the development is
presently planned to start in the first
half of next year and reach completion
in 1986-87. 1 have written to the Prime
Minister asking him to ensure that the
project is rescheduled for completion by
late 1986.
While 1 am yet to receive a reply, I
would say, judging by the way this
national Government co-opera tes, con-
ciliates, and negotiates with the States,
that we will get a darned sight further
down the track on this matter than we
would have done with the Fraser
Government.

(150)

4769


