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Whatever happens, we must ensure that 
maximum return is the first priority in relation 
to the land. If it is sold we must make sure that 
whoever buys it provides employment at the 
maximum level. Prestige Bricks has stated that 
it will employ between 1 50 and 200 people 
during construction but that when the plant is 
operative it will employ J I 0 people. Taylforth 
estimated that in the first year it would be 
employing 100 people, building up within three 
years to between 500 and l 000 people; yet its 
offer was not even considered, and it was not 
given a chance to upgrade it, from my readings, 
as was Prestige Bricks. 

There is no reason at an for tenders not to 
have been caUed. The tender could have been 
ca1led for many aspects-even for use as is, as I 
previously suggested. That is probably the best 
way in which to make money out of it-as is. 
The site could be cleaned up a bit, and the cool 
room could be leased, as could the lairage and 
the saleyards, and it would fetch a heck of a 
good return, even at the figure of $915 000 
which was previously mentioned as an estab
lished value by Justin Seward 

As stated by Mr Oliver, that figure is way 
under what the property is actually worth-and 
we know what it is worth. It must be worth 
closer to $3 million than to $915 000. 

It is very interesting that Prestige Bricks 
offered, in the firSt instance, $303 050 and by 
negotiation-and I do not think il would be 
drawing very much blood negotiating-it 
finally came up with a figure of $450 000. It 
could have a loan of my handkerchief, and 
those of a few others. God Almighty, who did 
the negotiating and what sort of negotiators are 
they? 

If Taylforth offered $348 000 in the first in
stance-considerably above the first offer 
made by Prestige-was that company given a 
chance to build it up? That figure is very sus-
pect indeed. · 

On page 59 of this morning's The West 
Australian there is a message to the people of 
Midland from Len Brajkovich who says-to 
use a common parlance, .. in black and ink"
that he would pay a figure ••directly in line with 
the valuation of the site mentioned in Point 2 
above" which is the valuation by Justin Seward 
and is $915 000. The whole business is-

Hon E. J. Charlton: Questionable. 
Hon. H. W. GA YFER: Mr Charlton is right. 

I was going to use another term but that will 
do. It is very questionable and should be 
investigated. in respect of not only the points I 

have mentioned but also the prime point, 
which is the understanding we have that any 
land of this type should come under a Govern
ment tender system. 

If there is a reason for that tender being 
waived, we want to know that reason. There is 
not sufficient infonnation in the newspapers or 
in anything that we can read or g)ean to con
vince us that this was the best course open to 
the Government. I am not sure, and I cannot 
find out in my quick scanning of the papers, 
whether in fact the bona fides of the purchasers 
have been tested. One might say that they were 
associated with Mr Bond, and Mr Zampatti, 
which is a well-known name, and Mr John 
Court-Court is a weiJ-known name. Maybe 
those are all the bona fides they believe those 
people should have, but I maintain that a com
mittee should look carefully at the bona fides 
and ensure that the right person with the right 
back-up is getting the property, if indeed it is to 
be sold. 

I say quite candidly that, investment-wise, it 
appears to me to be a very bad deal. Because it 
is a bad deal we must have a Select Committee 
operating as quickly as possible. l quite agree 
with the data put forward by Mr Neil Oliver. 
Because of the Government's obvious need for 
haste, it should indicate it is prepared to coop
erate with the Select Committee and to investi
gate the matter thoroughly and have the com
mittee report back to the House on 24 July. lt 
win be quite a job but it can and should be 
done in the interests of the pub1ic, who are 
rnak.ing an awful Jot of inquiries, judging by the 
phone calls we have received and the com
ments of the Primary Industry Association of 
W.A. (Inc.), the Pastoralists and Graziers 
Association of W A (Inc), and others. 

I formally second the proposal. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. Fred 
McKenzie. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SIXTH DAY 

Motion 

Debate resumed from 18 June. 

HON. T. G. BurLER (Nonh-East Metro
politan) [4. 18 p.m.}: Mr Deputy President, 
(Hon. D. J . Wordswonh), 1 support the motion 
and in doing so I thank all those members on 
both sides of the House who have 
congratulated me on my election to this Coun
cil. In return, I offer my congratulations, firstly 
to the other new members, and to all re-elected 
members. 

jballantyne
Highlight
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I make special mention of Tom Helm, Beryl 
Jones, Doug Wenn, and John Halden, my fel
low newly-elected Labor colleagues in the 
Council; Hons. Des Dans and Joe Berinson for 
their re-election to the positions of Leader and 
Deputy Leader of the Government in this 
House; and Hon. Kay Hallahan for her elev
ation to the Ministry. I have great faith in 
Kay's ability to carry out the duties entrusted 
to her in her demanding portfolios and assure 
her that all of us on this side of the House are 
very proud of her. 

I would ask you, Mr Deputy President, to 
convey to the President my thanks for his 
friendship and assistance over a great many 
years. Our association dates back about 30 
years and I have a great deal of admiration for 
him. 

As you can imagine, Mr Deputy President, I 
am very conscious at this moment of the new 
tum my own career has taken, and I know that 
I am standing here now only because of the 
hard work and support of a great many people. 
So with your indulgence I want to devote some 
time to a few words of personal thanks to these 
people. 

There are too many of them to mention indi
vidually, but I refer amongst others, to those 
members of my pany who have worked with 
me during the 30 years I have been proud to 
belong to the Labor movement; the personal 
friends inside and outside the trade union 
movement who have supported me~ worked for 
me and cared about me; and most importantly, 
my family. I want to thank my parents for their 
support and encouragement, and my children 
for their understanding and appreciation of the 
demands my Y«>rk has placed on them over the 
years. Their encouragement has been my inspi
ration. To the many former staff members of 
the AustraJian Labor Pany I record my thanks 
for their warm friendship and the many 
favours they have done me. I know that the 
present staff realise that they mean far more to 
me than words can expre~s. 

Finally I wish to thank the five members of 
the Legislative Assembly whose electorates lie 
within North~East Metropolitan Province, and 
also Hon. Fred McKenzie, with whom I share 
the province, for the assistance, guidance, and 
cooperation they gave me during the election 
campaign and since. 

I cannot proceed without paying panicular 
tribute to Hon. Lyla Elliott who preceded me as 
the member for North-East Metropolitan Prov
ince. Lyla distinguished herself during her 15 

years in this Chamber through her hard work 
and dedication to the interests and needs of the 
people of the province and of Western 
Australia as a whole. She was well-known for 
her work on parliamentary committees, and 
her contribution to the Task Force on Dom
estic Violence alone will ensure that she is long
remembered for her efforts to assist the weak 
and the victims of our society. During her long 
tenn here Lyla was recognised as a tireless and 
determined fighter for a more just society and 
she will assuredly continue that fight elsewhere 
now that she has retired from this CounciL I 
wish Lyla and her husband Jack a long, happy 
and useful retirement. 

As I have already mentioned in passing, I 
have been privileged to serve the Australian 
Labor Party and its industrial wing, the trade 
union movement, in a number of capacities, 
for over 30 years. It is therefore with a particu
lar sense of honour that I stand here today as a 
member of a Western Australian State Labor 
Government. I am proud to· have worked 
closely with the Government and the Premier 
during my three years in the Public Service and 
to have contributed in at least a small way to 
the achievements of its first tenn. I am even 
more proud to be given by my party and the 
voters of North-East Metropolitan Province 
the chance to become a member of the Govern
ment in its second, and, undoubtedly, third 
term. The election of Labor Governments has 
always been for me a consummate aim; and 
thus the election of the Burke Government on 
Saturday, 19 February 1983, gave me a deep 
personal sense of fulfilment and satisfaction. It 
was a day I will remember vividly all my life. 

In the three years that followed that election 
the Burke Government has turned the State's 
economy around and given all Western 
Australians cause for confidence in their fu
ture, because with increased economic growth 
have come new employment opportunities, the 
creation of which are the greatest challenge any 
Government can face. Our Government has 
also begun to build a human environment 
within which a fair and just society can grow. 
The resources it has devoted to health, edu
cation, and housing, and its programmes for 
the aged, the unemployed, women, children, 
youth, and people of ethnic background, have 
made Government functions and services more 
accessible to the needs of a varied community 
and a better way of life for all Western 
Australians. 
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In its efforts to promote social justice as well 
as to create employment and enhance econ
omic growth, the Burke Government has 
proven itself to be in the mould of reformist 
Labor Governments of the past and true to the 
traditional spirit of the Labor movement. The 
AustraJjao labor Party has always been and 
will always be a party of progress and social 
refonn, dedicated to ·taking political and econ
omic power away from minority interests and 
vestins it in the hands of all Australians. As 
such, it has always found it difficult to be ac
cepted by the electorate and conservative 
interests as the natural party of Government. 
The overwhelming success of the Burke 
Government's policies and its subsequent re· 
election on 8 February this year, means that the 
Labor Party is at last the recognised and 
acknowledged ruling pany in this State. 

At this point I would like to pay tribute to 
the flawless campaign conducted by the labor 
Party in the run-up to the recent State election 
and congratulate campaign director, Michael 
Beahan, and all his staff for their effons and 
contribution to a great Labor victory. It was 
undoubtedly the best run campaign ever seen 
in this State. 

It is a sobering thought that the Labor Party 
bas achieved the distinction of becoming the 
natural party of Government despite the fact 
that our level of suppon in the electorate has 
never been reflec:ted by our numbers in the 
Parliament, particularly. and shamefully, in 
this Chamber. As the newly-elected member for 
North-East Metropolitan Province, I have had 
brought home to me in an immediate, personal 
way, the effects of a maJapportioned, 
gerrymandered etectoral system which allows 
28 per cent of the State's eJectors to elect more 
than half of the 34 members of this Council. 

As the elected representative of the 98 000 
eJectors in Nonh-East MetropoHtan Province. 
it must concern me that . there sit in this 
Chamber two members representing 9 000 eJec
tors. and my own fierce commitment to etec .. 
toral reform is reaffirmed. It is no Jess than my 
duty to these people who eJected me. 

No one can justly and without the most ex
treme hypocrisy and cynicism defend a system 
which gives Nonh-East Metropolitan Province 
l01h times as many electors as Lower North 
Province and therefore give the voters of lower 
North a I 01h times greater voting power than 
tbe people in my electorate. The Government's 
proposed electoral reform BiH, while giving 
special considerations to the problems experi· 
enced by residents of rural areas. will bring 

about an end to this injustice and achieve one 
of the most cherished of all the policies of the 
labor movement-our commjtment to true 
political democracy. This can never be 
achieved unless the will of all the people is 
reflected in the elected Parliament. 

The undemocratic constitution of this Coun
cil must be eradicated, because the electoral 
sysccm as it now exists enables the rcpresenta~ 
tives of conservative, minority interests to ex· 
ercise political power far exceeding their num
bers and wonh. During the last three years this 
Council has acted to block, reject and amend a 
number of Government Bills which have had 
the clear suppon of the electorate, and in doing 
so it has cynically flown in the face of the 
clearly e~~tpressed will of the majority of the 
Western Australian people. It is a shameful fact 
that during the terms of Labor Governments 
members of this Council have a cendency to 
behave in a blatantly political manner and do 
so in safety because of the gerrymander by 
which they are elected. The old, conservative 
arguments in defence of the present system are 
no longer credible. They are, as the last two 
eJection results clearly show. no longer ac
cepted by the Western Australian electorate. 
Panty through the leadership of an enlightened 
media, especially The West Australian. W~tcm 
AustraJians now fully understand the issue at 
stake. and are demanding electoral reform. 
They will not tolerate continued oppOsition on 
this matter. and members who ignore this fact 
do so at their own risk. 

In the 20 years that preceded the election of 
~he Burke Govemment, I was employed as a 
fuU-time blue-<ollar union official. For 12 of 
those years I served as the state secretary of my 
union. the Painters and Decorators Union. At 
that time l was able to sec for myself the effects 
that unemployment has on working class famil
ies and thus the effects of poor economic man· 
agement by Government. I have known the ef
fect that exploitative employers have on their 
workers. and I bav~ witnessed the effect that 
confrontationist attitudes have on industrial re· 
lations. I shall therefore speak briefly on what I 
consider to be the essential differences between 
liberal and Labor Governments in their atti
ludes to industrial relations. 

I do not wish to be provocative or take ad
vantage of the long--established convention of 
the maiden speech, Mr Presidenc, but I feel 
obliged to counsel caution to members on the 
Opposition benches in their pursuit of 
deregulation of the labour market . 
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The policies of the current Commonwealth 
and State Governments have resulted in the 
lowest level of industrial disputes seen in 
Australia and Western Australia in many years. 
This is a tribute to the accord, the centralized 
wage fixing system and both Governments• em
phasis on consultation with representatives of 
industry and unions on all matters. 
Deregulation of the labour market would mean 
lower wages, loss of conditions. exploitation of 
our young people and displacement of older 
people from the workforce. It would result in 
an escalation of industrial conflict and plunge 
the State back to a time of previous regimes 
when workplaces were battlegrounds and in
dustrial strife was stirred up for blatant politi
cat gain. The consequences for the industry it· 
self would be devastating and Opposition 
members should be warned that with policies 
such as these they will never regain the support 
of the private sector. 

The concept of voluntary work contracts is 
not new: The building industry has endured it 
for many years under the name of sub
subcontracting or pyramid contracting, and in 
fact there is nothing voluntary about it at all. 

The pyramid subcontracting system thrives 
during periods of unemployment; under it, 
workers are offered employment for a set 
hourly rate or at a set price for the work. The 
rate is non-negotiable, and offered on a take-it
or·leave·it basis. The agreemenl e.xdudes 
award benefits and employees are advised that 
they are now independent contractors. Any 
shortfal) in the contracted money amount can 
be recouped through numerous taxation 
dodges. To make a reasonable living out of this 
system workers need to work e~tended hours 
without overtime, and without provision for 
annual leave and sick leave. The pressures take 
their toll and eventually and inevitably acci
dents occur; unfortunatelyt the contracts do not 
provide for workers' compensation. 

It is a basic feature of labour market 
deregulation policies that they do not spell out 
the benefits available to worke.-s; instead, they 
emphasise the benefits to employers and the 
penalties to unions and their members. 

All progressive industrial relations prac
titioners reject such policies because their ex
perience tells them that the alternative to a 
regulated system is conflict and chaos. This 
point is clearly borne out in the recently 
published Hancock report. Professor Hancock 
recommended that the present arbitration 
system be retained, but be integrated in place 
of the present complex Federal-State system. 

The 19 May edition of the Daily News car
ried a front page report of the results of an 
investigation conducted by Ms Diana Rickard 
into the clothing trade. Her investigation 
revealed sweatshop practices being inflicted on 
400 women in the industry who were expected 
to work at home for up to 18 hours a day for 
around $1.25 per hour, instead of the award 
rate of $8.20 per hour. This is, of course, in 
complete defiance of the registration require
ments of the Factories and Shops Act. 
Deregulation of the labour market would result 
in an increase in such draconian nineteenth 
century practices. 

At present, the building industry unions are 
in conflict with a builder because his adherence 
to work agreements is affecting the wages and 
employment conditions of the workers on his 
sites. The unions claim that the workers have 
been threatened with dismissal if they join a 
union or speak to a union official . 

They funher cJajm that the work agreements 
provide for a flat hourly rate with no associated 
award benefits and that workers were offered 
the agreement on a take~it-or-be-dismissed 
basis. Two young plumbing apprentices and a 
I S·year-oJd apprentice bricklayer were also 
forced to sign work agre.ements. 

When the Industrial Relations Commission 
ordered the employer to reveal the terms of the 
work agreement, the employer appealed to the 
Supreme Court against the order and any 
further invo)vement by the commission in the 
matter. Even though the Supreme Court upheld 
the Commission's order, l believe that the 
agrcemenrs have still not been produced. 

The union's fight to protect the standards 
and conditions of its workers is frusrrated be
cause this employer is attempting through his 
actions and his defiance even of the Industrial 
Relations Commission and the Supreme Coun, 
to retum to the pre-dawn of unionism, when 
individual employees were completely at the 
mercy of their employer. This is also what the 
Opposition's industrial relations policy would 
do. 

Conservatives generally argue that wages are 
the major contributing factor in inflationary 
blow-outs in the economy and argue accord
ingly for wage restraint on the part of workers 
and they criticise union involvement in the de
velopment of economic policy. Yet the Federal 
Government and the ACTU negotiated accord 
has provided a framework for wage restraint, 
helped keep industrial peace, and contained in
flation. 
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In the past year, because of the accord, aver
age earnings have risen by only 7.3 per cent, 
well below the inflation rate of 9.2 per cent. In 
other words, real wages actually fell in those 12 
months. The success of the accord is an excet
lent argument for consultation and trade union 
involvement in economic policy. That cannot 
be denied. In the same way, a tripartite ap
proach by Government, employers and unions 
has brought about a considerable fall in the 
level of industrial disputes. Commonsense tells 
us that there is no substitute for consultation. 

Conservative Governments have never 
understood or, at least, acknowledged the role 
played by union officials and the trade union 
movement in general. As a result, their public 
image has been grossly distorted. 
Unfortunately, the media appears interested in 
unions and their elected officials only when 
they take industrial action, and they receive 
very little publicity when, for example, they 
recover large underpayments in wages or 
achieve a substantial workers' compensation 
award. 

Union officials are responsible for 
maintaining the quality oflife of their members 
as well as wage parity and work conditions. 
Unlike employers, they must view their mem
bers as whole human beings, not 9-to-S robots. 
Because of this, the union movement had been 
responsible not just for a great improvement in 
working conditions, but also in the quality of 
all our lives and our environment. 

The trade union movement and individual 
union officials serve to give their members
working ·men and women who on their own are 
powerless and unheard-a collective voice in 
the way their workplace and their community 
and, ultimately, the economy, operates. The 
fundamental difference between the Burke 
Government's attitude to trade unions and that 
of former Western Australian State Govern
ments is that it consults with individual unions 
and their peak council, the Trades and Labor 
Council, on matters which affect their member
ship and thus gives them, and through them 
their members, a role in the decision-making 
process. This role has always been denied them 
under conservative regimes. 

I can think of no better training ground for a 
member of ParHament than to serve as a trade 
union official, because a union official serves a 
demanding constituency and deals on a daily 
basis with a multitude of problems which go far 
beyond what we would normally define as in
dustrial in nature. 

Rank and file unionists see their elected rep
resentatives as a source of advice and assist
ance on all matters, as our constituents view us, 
their elected parliamentary representatives. In 
making the transition, therefore, from an 
official of the Painters and Decorators Union 
to the member for a large, predominantly 
.. working class" electorate, I am extending and 
building upon a lifetime's work. 

I have the privilege to represent North-East 
Metropolitan Province, a vast and diverse elec
torate. Due to its huge geographical size, its 
industrial activity ranges from manufacturing 
in the Bayswater, Bassendean and Welshpool 
areas, to viticulture in the Swan Valley and the 
horseracing industry in Belmont-Redcliffe. 

Much of the electorate has a high proportion 
of public housing and exhibits the social diffi
culties associated with low income areas. The 
people who live in such areas under these 
stresses are likely to be confused and alienated 
by bureaucratic structures and often unsure 
where to tum for assistance when problems 
arise. I am aware that in becoming their elected 
representative I have accepted a binding duty, 
and I will ensure that I live up to it. 

Finally, I am pleased that the Governmentt 
through the Tourism Commission, has recently 
launched the Swan Valley tourism plan. The 
plan allows for local input into the develop
ment of the area and means that we will start to 
see it receiving greater attention. This applies 
particularly to Guildford, the historical signifi
cance of which has never been properly 
recognised or exploited. Unfortunately, little 
has been done to encourage local businessmen 
to invest in the valley's enormous tourism 
potential, or to market it property as a tourist 
destination. A report released with the plan 
shows that of 400 Perth residents surveyed, 
36.5 per cent had never visited the area. 

I congratulate the Government for 
commissioning the study, and trust it will en
sure that the Swan Valley area now receives the 
same attention and investment as is given to 
Fremantle and Mandurah. 

I am pleased to see that you are back in your 
rightful place, Mr President. While you were 
out of the Chamber I did ask the Deputy Presi
dent to convey to you my appreciation. I am 
glad you are sitting where you are because it 
gives me an opportunity to thank you person
ally for your assistance and guidance since my 
election to the House, and also to thank you for 
our association over a large number of years 
when you and I worked together in South Perth 
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way back in the J9SOs. You have had a very 
distinguished parliamentary career. You are 
well worthy of the position you hold in this 
place, and I look forward to working with you 
closely. 

In closing once again I want to record my 
thanks to the Labor movement and the electors 
of North-East Metropolitan Province for tlhe 
opportunity I have now been given to serve 
them both. I trust that through my efforts I will 
in some part repay their faith in me. 

I support the motion. 
{Applause.] 
HON. W. N. STRETCH (Lower Central) 

(4.41 p.m.]: Firstly I congratulate the new 
members and welcome to this House all those 
who are looking forward to making a major 
contribution over what we hope will be a 
reasonably short time. I think they have a lot to 
offer from their various fields of experience. 
We have heard some very interesting speeches 
in the Address-in-Reply, but I will come to that 
ina moment. 

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Hypothetical ones too. 
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I would like to con

gratulate the Governor and thank him for 
coming to this House and fonna11y opening our 
Parliament. I think it is fair to say that the 
Governor and Mrs Reid cement their place in 
our respect and affections as they continue in 
office moving around the State, and certainly 
around my electorate. I know that they are 
always received with very great wannth 
wherever they go. It is a tribute to them that 
they have added such dignity and stature to the 
office of Governor of Western Australia. 

I suppose one might expect me to address 
most of my remarks to the rural crisis at this 
stage, and I shall certainly touch on many as
pects of it; but the subject has been very weJJ 
aired in the Press, on the radio, on TV, and in 
this House over the past six months or more. I 
hope that members, particularly those few re
maining on the other side of the House, will 
remember that ever since I came to this House 
1 have been warning of this catastrophe which 
has been threatening the rural industry. We saw 
the writing on the waJI and we tried to warn the 
Government about it. urging it to pass the 
message on to its Federal colleagues. The whole 
nation is being slowly eroded until today we 
have reached the stage where so many rural 
dwellers are jn such a desperate state. 

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Mr Keating said he was 
not aware of the downturn when the Budget 
was prepared. 

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: In that case Mr 
Keating must have been as deaf as all his col
leagues in the Labor Party in this House. The 
only other conclusion we can draw is that 
members of this House did not heed our warn· 
ings and pass them on to Canberra sayin& how 
desperate the situation was. 

Western Australian agriculture, as Hon. 
Mick Gayfer has told this House for many 
years, is a very fragile operation. We are not 
blessed with the highest rainfall or the greatest 
soils in the world. But we are blessed with a 
people who will roll up their sleeves and get 
down to it; people who will be innovative and 
achieve magnificent results. 

It is the duty and responsibility of any 
Government of whatever colour to give those 
people every encouragement and every incen
tive to stay out there and continue earning 
those expon dollars. If we do not have them, 
the country will founder. 

Hon. H . W. Gayfer: Will founder? Worse. It 
has. 

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: The country, as my 
learned colleague says, foundered some years 
ago. When I sat up there where Hon. Mr Helm 
is now. or thereabouts, we had a fairly con
structive trio across the back line. There was 
my colleague, Hon. A. A . Lewis whom I also 
congratulate on his re-election. He was the full
back. Mr Gayfer, Mr lewis, and I filled the rest 
of that back line and gave this House some idea 
of the problems which Australia was facing in 
the long term. 

I believe we were constructive. We tried to 
point out steps which Governments, both State 
and Federal, could take which would boost 
these people and keep them out there on their 
fanns producing those export dollars which 
keep every other person in Australia afloat. 

I will not try to convert those of other monet
ary policies to the rational way of assessing reaJ 
national wcaJth. If it has not sunk in by now 
after four years, and if even Mr Keating has not 
got the message, I really despair. We continue 
to get these amazing statements. 

On I 0 June 1986 in The West Australian. Mr 
Kerin said that family farms are vital. This 
man has done more to force farmers off farms 
and onto the dole than any current politician, 
yet he has the gall to issue a Press statement 
which reads like that. That is why I get so upset 
when I get phone calls from people who are 
absolutely on their last legs. They are on their 
knees. This Government has beaten them 
down to a state of total resignation. 


