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Thursday, 19 May 1988

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

PETITION

Conservation - Shark Bay
MR HASSELL (Corresloc) [LO.50 am]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.

We, the undersigned respectfully showeth:

That the people of Shark Bay and other citizens are deeply concerned that
consideration is being given to World Heritage listing for Shark Bay, and

(a) believe that the special features of the region can be best protected through
finailisation of the Shark Bay Plan in consultation with local people,

(b) do not want transfer of control of the area to the Commonwealth or overseas
influences,

(c) call on the State Government and Parliament to cease consideration of World
Heritage listing,

(d) call on the State Government to oppose and fight against any World Heritage
listing.

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

The petition bears 23 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 15.]

FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION AND AUDIT ACT
Report Tabling - Extension of Time

THE SPEAKER: I table the following notification of extension of time for the tabling of
annual reports for the 1986-87 year granted under section 70 of the Financial Administration
and Audit Act 1985 -

The Minister for Education -

Murdoch University Annual Report 1987

1 advise members that that was on my table yesterday and I neglected to inform the House of
it.

[See paper No 167.]
MOTION

Pecuniary Interests - Suspension of Standing Orders
MR PETER DOWDlING (Maylands - Premier) [10.55 am]: I move -

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

That this House endorses the principle of the disclosure of donations to
political parties and the pecuniary interests of Members of Parliament and
supports the Government's move to introduce such legislation.



MR MacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) 110.56 anm]: T1he opposition will
not support the motion. I make it clear that we in the Opposition are more than happy to
debate this issue. The Government wil have the weight of numbers to carry the motion, and
we enter into the debate very willingly.

However, it is the principle that is important. The matter under debate yesterday was one of
privilege, and members of this House well know that matters of privilege must be debated at
the firt opportunity. Very good rules have been established on how these matters are
approached, with notice being given, etc. The Leader of the House told the Opposition at
10.25 am today that this motion would be moved, but he did not know the derail of it. Yet
the Government expects the Opposition to accept that the Government can flout the rules at
every available opportunity to suit its political purposes.

The matter is not vitally urgent. The only reason the Government could have for moving it is
that it finds itself on a very embarrassing political hook off which it is endeavouring to lift
itself. So we in the Opposition oppose this move to suspend Standing Orders but, given the
weight of numbers, it will pass. We will enter into the debate with great vigour.

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [10.58 am]: I cannot let the opportunity
pass without reflecting on the hypocrisy of the Leader of the Opposition. Since he has held
that position and I have been Leader of the House, time after time he has sought leave to
Move motions to suspend Standing Orders to discuss a range of matters. In almost every case
the Government has been prepared to accommodate him. Obviously, if the Goverrnent did
not want to. it did not have to enter into debate on those matters.

Mr Court: Yesterday you said that you were not going to make a habit of doing these things.

Mr PEARCE: I am not proposing to make a habit of it, either.

This reminds me of the story of the two magistrates who went drinking late at night in a hotel
and, when riding their bicycles home, ran over a policeman. As they were the only two
magistrates in the town, they did not know how to deal with their own cases. They decided
that they would take turns in hearing each other's case.

Point of Order
Mr MacKIN9NON: While the joke or story from the Leader of the House mnight be
interesting, it has nothing to do with the motion to suspend Standing Orders. I ask you. Mr
Speaker, to indicate to the Leader of the House that he should be addressing the motion.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is quite true that the Leader of the House should be addressing the
motion. However, he is half way into his story and it has whet my appetite - I have not heard
it before.

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: The first magistrate heard the second magistrate's case and fined himn £5 for
being drunk and in charge of a bicycle. They then changed places in the dock and the second
magistrate heard the first magistrate's case and fined him £10. When the first magistrate
complained that he was fined twice the amount of his colleague he was told, "We have to put
a stop to this because it is the second such case we have heard today.'

The Opposition is saying that although it was good enough for the Government to suspend
Standing Orders for the Opposition yesterday, it is not good enough for the Government to
suspend Standing Orders today.
The circumstances are that shortly before the House was due to sit this morning the Premier
approached me and said that he wished to move to suspend Standing Orders. I had a faint
suspicion that if the Premier were to move that motion he may be supported by Government
members and the motion was likely to be carried. As soon as I knew that I rang the
Opposition and informed it of the circumstances in the same way as I normally do.

Mr Clarko: At what time?

Mr PEARCE: I rang the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's offiLce from my office downtown
at about 10.30 am.

Mr Court: It was 10.25 am.
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Mr PEARCE: I could not speak to the member concerned so I dictated a message to his
secretary. As soon as I arrived at Parliament House today I immediately went to his office
and advised him that I did not have the wording of the proposed motion, but that I would
provide him with a copy of it as soon as it was available.
Mr Clarko: Do you think that that is adequate notice?
Mr PEARCE: Members of the Opposition very frequently approach me 30 seconds before
the House is due to sit to ask whether they can do certain things. On one occasion the
member for Cottesloe came to me when the House was sitting and told me that he would seek
leave to make a statement. I allowed that without any queries, but I regretted it because he
launched a scurrilous attack on members from ibis side of the House alleging that they had
sabotaged the member for East Melville's motor vehicle.
The Government is not proposing to allow any motion to be moved without notice, under any
circumstances, but the Opposition moved a similar motion yesterday and it is fair for the
Government to do the same today.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [ 11.04 am]: I have examined the
motion for the suspension of Standing Orders and I cannot see that there is any great urgency
in it. The substance of the motion will not make or break the State of Western Australia if it
is not debated immediately. The motion could have been put on notice and debated at any
stage during this session.
However, the National Party regards as quite important the ability of the House to suspend
Standing Orders to debate matters of urgency at certain times. The National Party will allow
the Government to suspend Standing Orders on this occasion, although in fact the
Government does not need our support; but we remind the Government that it had better be
very careful when the National Party seeks to suspend Standing Orders for something we
regard as urgent. The Government considers this motion to be a mailer of urgency. I suggest
that the Government is wrong and that in future it had better be fairly liberal in its assessment
of what the National Party regards as matters of an urgent nature.
As I said, the National Party will support the motion to suspend Standing Orders, but it will
be quite another story when it comes to debating the substance of the motion.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) (11.05 am]: The Leader of the National Party and the Leader of the
Opposition have both queried the urgency of this motion. The Premier has sought to take up
the time of the House by suspending Standing Orders to bring forward a motion which has
been cooked up by the Government to debate the disclosure of donations to political parties
and the pecuniary interests of members of Parliament. The substance of this motion should
have been contained in the Governor's Speech because it is a matter which is close to the
hearts of members of the Australian Labor Party.
Ample opportunity would have been available for the Government to bring this matter
forward at an appropriate time. The motion should not be brought on as the result of a quick
overnight decision, which is the case on this occasion. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
was given notice at 10.35 this morning that the Government would seek to suspend Standing
Orders today. The Leader of the House has also said that he did not know about the motion
earlier this morning. The Government, for whatever reasons known to it, has cooked up the
motion to take up the time of this House obviously to bring forward a matter which is of great
concern to the Government.
As I said, no mention of this was made in the Governor's Speech and it could have been part
of the legislative program. The Government had that opportunity available to it. However,
on the third day of sitting we have seen this House develop into a shambles following its
mismanagement and it is an abuse of the conduct of the Parliament. The people in the gallery
need to understand that what they are seeing today is the rule of Parliament by executive
Government. The Government will have its way because it has the numbers.
I repeat that the Government has ample opportunity to bring this motion forward by way of
its legislative program. Last night I asked the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs several
questions in this House and I advise that I will participate in the general debate of this motion
to question further his activities.
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The Government should be condemned for the abnormality it seeks to impose on Parliament
and the motion should be rejected.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (32)
Mrs Beggs Mr Peter Dowding Mr Marlborough Mr Thomnas
Mr Bertram Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Mr Trenortien
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Read MrTroy
Mr Burkett Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins
Mr Can Mr Hodge Mr Schell Dr Watson
Mr Cowan Mr House Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wiese
Mr Cunningham Mr Tom Jones Mr P.1. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor Mrs Buchanan (Teller)

Noes ( S)
MrBlaikie Mr Court Mr Lightfoot Mr Fred Tubby
Mrflradshaw MrGreig Mr MacKinnon Mr Wait
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Clarko Mr Lewis Mr Thompson

Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr Evans Mr Crane
Mr Grill Mr Grayden
Dr Alexander Mr Reg Tubby

The SPEAKER: Order members! To be successful this motion required an absolute majority
in favour. An absolute majority did vote in favour of it, so I declare the motion carried.

Question thus passed.

MOTION
Pecuniary Interests

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [11.11 am]: I move -

That this House endorses the principle of' the disclosure of donations to political
panties and the pecuniary interests of members of Parliament and supports the
Government's move to introduce such legislation.

There is a reason for bringing this matter to the attention of the House today. It is, of course,
not a new proposition. Since becoming the Premier of Western Australia I announced
publicly that the Government would reintroduce the legislation requiring the disclosure of
members' interests which the members opposite have repeatedly opposed and, indeed, have
taken to a vote in their opposition. I made that announcement publicly because I believe it
appropriate that members of Parliament should declare their pecuniary interests. This
Cabinet and the previous Cabinet and the Cabinet which was elected in 1983 all took steps to
have a declaration of interests at the request of the previous Premier and myself in order to
ensure that those mailers were above board. The declaration would not be a public one
because members of the Opposition have worked against the introduction of the legislation.

Mr Blaikie: You could have brought it in again and again.

l-& PETER DOWDING: Will the member support it?

Mr Blaikie: Talk on. You give it to us in black and white.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I will give the member a chance to indicate his support now.

MrBlaikie: You give it to us in black and white.

MrPETER DOWDING: The member has seen the Bill. Will he support it?

MrBlaikie: You go ahead and proceed.

Mr PETER DOWDIG: I am surprised that members opposite are still not willing to
indicate their support for this legislation.
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Mr Bertram: What are they afraid of?
Mr PETER DOWDING. That is exactly the point. The reason for this motion is chat when it
comes down to the issue members opposite are very good at throwing mud, at making
innuendos and smearing people, but when the hard question requires a commitment they are
not willing to make it.

With respect to donations to political parties. [ said yesterday and I have said publicly and I
say again that I would rather not know what processes occur in order for the parties to fund
their political campaigns.
Mr Blaikie: And you weren't told that certain people needed to be given favourable
treatment because of their kindly disposition to the ALP?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Let us deal with that issue. Will the member for Floreat tell us
whether he has received any donations from individuals for his political campaign or for the
Liberal Party?
Mr Macinnon: Why should he?
Mr PET'ER DOWDINGI: Exactly. Did he support the development of Herdsman Lake and
was that support related to a political donation? Will the member for Nedlands say whether
he sought or received political donations for his campaign?
Mr Court: I have not sought any donations for a political campaign.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Has the member received any?
Mr Court: Well, of course, I have funded a campaign.
Mr PETER DOWDIG: Was the member for Nedlands silent about or supportive of the
issue of the licence for Steves hotel?
Mr Court: I am here, not up in the Press Gallery, If you want to ask me a question you
should look at me and not to those people there.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for Nedlands has raised the issue, so I will ask him
directly whether he received a donation from the proprietors of Steves hotel.
Mr Court: I could not tell you. Yesterday you asked me a question and I gave you the
answer. I said to you that I would not know.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Was the member supportive of the hotel in its efforts to retain its
licence, or was he supportive of the residents?
Mr Court: Mr Premier, you are digging the biggest hole for yourself. We thank you for
bringing this motion on.
Mr Pearce: Why didn't you vote to discuss it if you are so grateful for its being brought
forward?
Mr PETER DOWDING: When it comes down to it some members of Parliament have
participated in seeking donations for particular purposes and some of them know what
donations have been received by their party in particular circumstances.
Mr Lewis: There are a lot who don't.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Exactly, and that applies on both sides of the House.
I suggest that one thing that is important in the issue of credibility is the willingness of
political parties either to be open and frank about their transactions or in the alternative to say
that there is one law for one group and another law for another.
Let us now deal with the issue of the alleged donation which was raised yesterday. The
innuendo was that the R & I Bank made a line of credit of $25 million available to the
Teachers Credit Society in response to a donation for $5 000.
Mr Court: That is nonsense!
Mr PETER DOWDING: That was the clear innuendo yesterday. [ am pleased to hear the
member say that it is nonsense, because it is.
Mr Court: This is a tactic which your former Premier tried to use. It didn't work then and it
won't work now. Tell us what is going on.
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Mr PETER DOWDING: It is a nonsense to suggest that the line of credit was made available
far tha reason.

Mr Macmennn: On what date was the donation made?

Mr PETER DOWDINCG: The Leader of the Opposition has heard what I have said about that,
but I will repeat it. I do not know of a donation;, I do not wish to know about a donation; and
I do not have the information available to me.
Mr Cour: Why not? You should know about it because taxpayers' funds are involved.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Here we go again. Clearly, what was said yesterday was a direct
attack on the integrity of the Commissioners of the R & I Bank. Last night there was a clear
denial from the Commuissioners of the R & I Bank who, having had this outrageous
proposition put to them, said that a line of credit which was publicly referred to last year had
been extended to the Teachers Credit Society because of the R & I Bank's commercial
judgment.

The members of the Opposition will not get away with throwing mud without taking
responsibility for it. If members opposite have any concern at all about donations to political
organisations, they can join with the Government in supporting this motion and then it will all
be on the record. The Government will introduce legislation which wil deal with this issue.
The matter is established arnd there are requirements at a Federal level. The State
Government is prepared to introduce and operate that leg islation in Western Australia. If the
Opposition has genuine concerns about the issue with regard to the future, those concerns can
be completely put at rest.
The issue of the credibility of members of the Government in their business dealings has been
a catchcry for Opposition members for the last five years, but the Opposition has not
established any allegations that people have benefited themselves from the myriad
transactions it has put huge resources into ensuring. There is absolutely no question that any
member who sits on this side of the House has benefited from these things. When one
understands the level of resources that the Opposition has put into this issue one realises what
a fruitless exercise it has been. When the member for Nedlands' father stood in this place
and repeatedly refused to give any details about his family company's operations, it was his
view that that was not a matter for scrutiny. Perhaps the member for Nediands would like to
say whether he has an interest in Cherita and whether that interest has any conflict which
should be disclosed to this House.
Mr Court: Your former Deputy Premier made an absolute dill of himself -

Mr PETER DQWDING: I am not suggesting that there is conflict; I am simply suggesting
that the member has an opportunity to say whether or not there is conflict. With all due
respect to people who are no longer members of Parliament, let us remember that a Ministry
of Liberal Ministers was offered and took preference shares from a company with which the
Government was dealing. I do not want to rake up the past but the Opposition cannot
establish those sorts of things about the Ministry of this Government or the Ministry of the
Burke Government because they simply are not true. The Opposition has conducted the most
appalling personal attacks on people who have had dealings with this Government.
Mr Court: You have attacked my family and you accuse us of making personal attacks.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Opposition attacked Mr Kevin Edwards; it impugned his
integrity, his honesty and his decency. I have absolute faith in one fact; that is, that Mr Kevin
Edwards has never advantaged himself financially from any of the hundreds of thousands of
hours that he has worked over the last five years. Whatever the Opposition says about people
and about Mr Edwards' personality, one thing is sure - he remains a person who has
dedicated his activities to the community of Western Australia and, rightly or wrongly,
whether or not one agrees with what he has done or said, he has been a faithful server of the
community without reward, other than his salary.

Mr Court: You want to debate my family's interests; do you want to debate the interests of
your Ministers?

Mr PETER DOWDING. I am absolutely ready to say -

Mr Macainon: Do you want to debate your tax affairs with Len Evans?
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Mr PETER DOWDING: My tax affairs with anybody are public knowledge. I am mote than
ready to say all the things that have been said in the past about my personal affairs. I can
assure members that at the end of the day I am very much the poorer man for entering
politics, and anyone who knows me will know that is the truth. I am sure that applies to a lot
of members of Parliament, so why the smear and innuendo? Why the assertions? In the end
result the Opposition can put tern to rest. The opportunity to put them to rest is now
available because the Government is willing to introduce the legislation - the Opposition has
an opportunity to support it - which will enable two things to occur: Firstly, members'
personal financial interests will be declared and no doubt members opposite would want that
extended to their family companies and, secondly, members will have an opportunity of
having donations to the political parties made public and subject to public scrutiny. The only
way to deal with this issue fairly is for both sides of the House to be requized to do it,
otherwise there is undoubtedly the suggestion and spectacle that one side of the House is
advantaging itself in one way and the other side is not. It is a mark of the integrity of the
Liberal Party that it has consistently refused to support legislation in this arena.
The second point to be made is the cavalier way with which the Opposition has treated these
issues. Even the member for Coutesloe was making assertions yesterday which reflected
directly on the integrity of the NCSC, and the only way we shall put this debate into its
proper context is to have all the relevant information before the House. I believe that
members opposite will be able to establish their clear credibility and support it. I assume the
Leader of the Opposition will have to refer this matter for approval to the quasi leader, the
member for Cottesloe, and no doubt he will want him to take the rnning in this debate as he
has over the last couple of days. If the Leader of the Opposition wants to display his
leadership of a political party - a party in which w ie have already seen the member for
Murchison-Eyre talking about his being limp-wristed and hollow-chested -

Mr Lightfoot: That is untrue.

Mr PETER DOWDING: In the end result it is an opportunity for the Leader of the
Opposition to assert his authority over the rest of his members. As I said yesterday, he acted
by issuing his public manifesto without reference to the backbench, which apparently made
the backbench very angry. Here is an opportunity for him to assert his leadership and deal
with this issue simply on the floor of the House.

Mr Blailcie: Tell us about the interest of ybur Minister for Aboriginal Affairs flogging
stations to the Aborigines.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I will say something about that matter very briefly because I
happen to remember in 1977 and 1978 being approached by Mr Monty Gordon who wanted
to acquire those stations. Furthermore, he said he had had a commitment for a number of
years from the present Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, who was then plain Mr Ernie Bridge,
that if they were ever sold he would have the first right of refusal. In addition, Mr Gordon
had had that commitment from Mr Bridge's family. I recall in 1980, 1981 and 1982 visiting
Halls Creek and Mr Monty Gordon complaining to me that the Department of Aboriginal
Affairs was not prepared at that stage to give enough funds to Kimberley Aboriginal people
to acquire the pastoral leases of their choice. He repeated his longstanding demand that
Koongie Park and Elvire should be made available to him and his family. I assure members
opposite that has been a very strong position from Mr Gordon and his family as long as I
have been involved in the Kimerley. In fact, Mr Monty Gordon was in a film, which was
shown on ABC television not long ago, saying words to that effect.

Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not want the member for Vasse to prolong this matter because
I intended to make only a brief contribution.

Mr Blaikie: Run for cover!

Mr PETER DOWDING: Far from being an opportunity to ru~n for cover, this is an
opportunity for the parties to adopt a bipartisan decision which will lead to these issues being
beyond question; and the Government is prepared to facilitate that.
Mr PEARCE: I second the motion.
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MR NMacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [11.32 am]: We should all
understand what the Premnier has clearly established for us today. He has established that the
AJLP received a donation of $5 000 from the Teachers Credit Society in late April or early.
May of 1987.
Mr Pearce: That is absolutely untrue.
Mr MacKINJNON: That is what the Premier has confirmed.
Mr Peter Dowding: That is rubbish.
Mr MacKINNON: I ask the Premier to now -deny that that is true.
Mr Peter Dowding: I absolutely deny having confirmed it, arid I deny any knowledge of
whether it is true or false.
Mr MacKINNON: Does the Premier deny that he confirmed it?
Mr Peter Dowding: I deny whether it be true or false.
Mr MacKIN4NON: The Premier knows as well as I that it is true, and by moving this motion
today he has - and I thank him for it - confirmed for us what we know to be the rock solid
truth. He has endeavoured by this motion to do what his predecessor was very skilful in
doing: To divert attention from the central issue. The central issue is that last year the TCS
made a donation to the ALP, which by coincidence was at a time when the Government was
extending to the TCS a line of credit, via the R & I Bank, on the instructions of Mr Kevin
Edwards, as reported in today's The West Australian.
Mr Peter Dowding. That is denied by the R & I Bank.
Mr MacKINNON: If the Premier disagrees with that statement I challenge him to then take
issue with Mr Forster, because Mr Forster made the claim.
Mr Peter Dowding: Have a look at the paper - it is untrue.
Mr MacKINNON: I challenge the Premier to take it up through the courts if it is not true.
,Mr Lewis: Are you saying Mr Forster has perjured himself?
Mr MacKINNON: That is what the Premier is saying, so let us establish it clearly. First, the
ALP received a donation from the TCS; and not one member opposite is able to say that that
is not true.
Mr Pearce: No member on your side of the House could say of their own knowledge that the
Liberal Party did not give us a donation.
Mr MacKINNON: I am not that stupid.
The second point the Premier has indicated to us is that he is prepared to use the Parliament
to drag into the debate people outside this place. The Premier stood there yesterday, holier
than thou, and claimed this would never be a part of what the Govermecnt would do. The
member for Scarborough yesterday put on an abysmal display, and dug his way clearly out of
Cabinet potential in the future - in fact, shadow Cabinet potential when his side comes into
Opposition. Thirdly, we see demonstrated a Premier dragging his party down the gurgler
with him; and every single member opposite knows that is true.
There was not any urgency in bringing this matter forward today, as the Leader of the
National Party clearly indicated. This matter has been debated many times before in this
Parliament, and our position is quite clear: We oppose the principle and will continue to do
so, and we will be opposing this motion. If the Government were serious about this issue and
did not want to play silly games in the Parliament, games that will backfire on it, it would
bring forward a Bill. The former Premier indicated before the last session of Parliament that
that was going to occur, but we still have not seen the eml. The Premier says he has made an
announcement and he is going to bring it forward, but that was not in the Speech made by His
Excellency, the Governor, to the Legislative Council ott Tuesday, 17 May. So how serious is
this Government about bringing forward this legislation?
Mr Pearce: 'You are being given an opportunity to show how sincere you are in these
matters.
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Mr MacKINNON: The Government is not serious about the matter, all it is interested in is a
desperate attempt to take attention away from what it knows is a damaging statement on the
front of today's newspaper. That statement says that Kevin Edwards, the Government's mast
senior political and economic adviser, a close firiend of the ALP, an adviser on all matters -
and I am prepared to say that outside this Parliament, and that is not meant to denigrate the
man - ordered the R & I Bank, on behalf of the Government of Western Australia, to give
$25 million to the TCS, which was in trouble at that time, as known by everybody in Western
Australia. The ALP received a donation from the TCS within days of that money going out.

I do not support donations to political parties being made public. We on this side of the
House have nothing to hide. We do not play silly games, unlike members opposite. The
reason we do not support donations being made public is that we believe this is a free country
and people should be free from persecution from anybody in the community to make
donations to the political party of their choice. If members opposite do not believe that
persecution occurs they should talk to some of the people who speak to me about the
activities of this Government against people who will not support it. That is one of the
reasons we seek the establishment in this State of a corruption commuission. It is clear also
why this Government wants to see something done in this area because even with the law in
place at a Federal level, it is the ALP which has broken the law. The Federal Secretary of the
Labor Party has broken the law.

The other point I wish to make relates to the register of members' interests. I cannot see why
we would want that in the first place, and certainly not from the point of view of it being a
public register. I have no qualms about a register that is kept with, for example, the Auditor
General, for him to administer, but it is foolish in the extreme to have a public register of
members' interests.

Mr Peter Dowding: Why do you want a private register?

Mr MacKINNON: I will explain to the Parliament how effective that register is at Federal
level. I have here the register of Robert James Lee Hawke, member for Wills, dated 8
October 1987. Mr Hawke is reported to have cashed a cheque or lost $30 000 at the casino
here in Perth. We all know Mr Hawke is a man of means who sent his children to Geelong
Grammar, or to one of the most expensive schools in Victoria.

Mr Clarko: His daughters attended the most expensive girls' school in Melbourne.

Mr MacKINNON: Let us see how effective this register is. The document lists
shareholdings in public and private companies as"nil, nil" for self and spouse. The family
and business trusts to nominee companies for self and spouse is "nil, nil". Member's spouse
or child wholly or mainly dependent is "nil, nil". There is then a reference to real estate
including the location suburb or area and the answer is "nil, nil" - the Prime Minister claims
that he does not own a house anywhere. The document then refers to registered directorships,
partnerships, and liabilities the response in each case being "nil, nil".
Mr Court: We had better give him a pension.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr D.L. Smith: I wonder what your asset register would say.

The SPEAKER: That interjection showed a flagrant disregard for what I have just said. The
member who interjected knows my voice is still suspect today, but I am certain that he heard
what I said. When I call "Order!" I expect to get it.

Mr MacKINNON: It seems that the Prime Minister's only assets are a tern deposit with the
Commonwealth Bank and some bank bills in a savings account. That shows how effective
this register is.

Mr Peter Dowding: Is the Leader of the Opposition saying that that is not true?
Mr MacKINNON: I do not believe that the Prime Minister is a man of no means, so where
his assets are, or how he has them registered, I do not know. The point is that the legislation
just does not work, and is not effective. I also object strongly to my wife having to declare
anything about her interests as she is not a member of Parliament. I am, but why should we
ask women, or men for that matter, who happen to be married to members of Parliament to
disclose their interests? That is absolutely ludicrous.
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Frankly, I do not care what the Prime Minister owns - let him have what he likes how he
likes. What difference does it make? It makes no difference to me. There is no way that the
Opposition will support this motion. If the Government has the gumption let it bring a Bill
forward and let us debate it here where we are supposed to debate such matters instead of
wasting the time of the Parliament with a political stunt designed to divert attention from an
embarrassing situation - the ALP receiving donations from the Teachers Credit Society at the
same time as money was being extended via the R & I Bank on the word and instruction of
the Government's most senior adviser, as reported again in today's newspaper.

The challenge for the Government. if it is dinkurn, is to take issue with that particular man. If
what he believes is wrong, or if he is telling lies, then pursue him and test him through the
court. It is the Government and not the Opposition that is on trial here as is clearly indicated
by the nature of this debate; we will have no part of this motion, which we oppose totally.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [11.44 amj: What
a remarkable performance from the Opposition. The Deputy Leader said, "Thank you for
bringing this motion on." One would imagine that he thanked us because it gave the
Opposition an opportunity to say something of some consequence on this matter. However,
as has become quite clear from the speech of the Leader of the Opposition - or the person
who purports to be the Leader of the Opposition - the Opposition is running scared in relation
to the issues of donations and declaration of donations to political parties and individuals and
pecuniary interests and is not willing to support this motion in principle.

Opposition members are not prepared to support in principle the idea that this is in fact
something that we as members of Parliament should be supporting. The Leader of the
Opposition says that they have nothing to hide. Well, if they have nothing to hide, what is
the problem? If members opposite have nothing to hide, why do they not agree to the
motion? For the fourth time we will put forward a Bill in relation to pecuniary interests, and
for the fourth time the Legislative Council will undoubtedly fail to support it. In fact, there is
no doubt that members opposite have something to hide because if they did not they would
be supporting the motion before the Parliament today.

We have heard the Deputy Leader during the past couple of days accusing this Government
about certain matters relating to donations and putting forward a perception that, in fact, we
have been involved in influence peddling, so far as this State is concerned, involving
donations to our political party. If members opposite believe that is the case. it is quite
evident that there are very good reasons for us to put forward a Bill to this Parliament that
would in fact require full disclosure of donations to political parties.

The Leader has suggested that the Federal legislation does not work, or does not work as well
as it should. If that is his idea, I do not disagree with that. After every Federal election one
has only to look at the amount of money that has quite obviously been spent by the three or
four Federal political parties on their advertising campaigns and in promoting themselves
prior to the election to realise that there is no doubt, having gone through to get a rough idea
of how much it has cost each of those parties, and having gone back to the figures for each of
the parties, that there is a gap between what they have declared and what the election
campaign cost them. Sure, they could have assets to draw on at election times to add to what
they have received by way of political donations, but there still remains a shortfall. That is a
problem for the Leader of the Opposition.

Let us learn from the experience gained in the Federal scene and have legislation that is far
stronger. Let us have legislation that requires fuill disclosure of every donation received time
after time, and not only in election times but year in and year out. What is the source of
funding for every political party in this nation, and certainly in this State, on a day-to-day
basis? If that is what the Opposition wants and what it thinks is necessary, and if it is
prepared to agree to it, I am sure that we would be prepared to put forward that sort of
legislation.

Finding out where the Liberal Party gets its money from is not to be an alternative, and we
will not be looking at finding out where political parties get their support from in this nation.
We will not be able to find that out because the Legislative Council will not support the
appropriate legislation, as the Liberal Parry is opposed to it. The alternative is some form of
taxpayer funding of elections, which is not something that I favour. I favour full disclosure
so that we know where every single dollar going into the coffers of each and every political
party in this State comes from.
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We are prepared to be part of that, but the Leader of the Opposition has already made it quite
clear that the Opposition is not prepared to be part of such a scheme. He says that the
Opposition has nothing to hide but, having said that, then goes on to say that they will nor tell
us where they get their donations from because it is a free country and people should be able
to donate as they feel fit without their names being disclosed. The Leader of the Opposition
cannot have it both ways - he cannot have two bob each way.

Mr Clarke: Why don't you tell us how you and your wife spend your income?

Mr TAYLOR: I am prepared to do that, but I anm dealing at the moment with donations to
political parties. I was about to come to the matter of pecuniary interests. If we in this
Parliament are to ask for freedom of speech and receive it, and if we are asked to make
decisions without undue influence - which is what we should be doing, making political
decisions without undue influence - knowing where donations have come from for political
parties is one way we can make matters clear to the people of Western Australia. In that way,
every single donation and contribution to a political party on an annual basis in this State will
in fact be known to the people of Western Australia who can then make a judgment on a
daily basis as to whether the Government has made a decision one way or another to favour
one group or another because that group happened to make a donation to its party. That is the
way to run a political system that is beyond doubt as far as these sorts of matters are
concerned.

The Liberal Party also has an obligation to make clear to the people of Western Australia that
their pecuniary interests will not affect them in any of the decisions they make in the decades
to come. They have to let people know that they will do that if they ever get into
Government. We also have an obligation under Standing Orders to declare a pecuniary
interest in certain circumstances. Not marny people are aware that, in fact, our Standing
Orders require us to declare a pecuniary interest if we have an imnrrediate, direct, personal
pecuniary interest in any matter that comes before this House.

Mr Stephens: What number is that?

Mr TAYLOR: Standing Order No 195 deals with that, and a further Standing Order requires
that any member who sits on a Standing Committee of this Parliament is not to have a say or
be on that committee if he has a pecuniary interest in the matter under discussion. That is
quite clear. Standing Order No 195 makes it quite clear that members do not have the night to
vote if they have a direct and personal pecuniary interest in any matter that comes before this
House.

I have not been here for long - I have been here for six years and many people have been here
longer than I - but in those six years I have yet to see any member in this House declare a
pecuniary interest. Perhaps we could start in this House and see whether any members
opposite are prepared to declare an interest in the matters that come before this House. I
would think that would be fascinating on the odd occasion.

Mr Watt: What is the definition?

Mr TAYLOR: I have explained the definition - it says an immediate, direct, personal
pecuniary interest.

Mr Wan: An immediate interest.

Mr TAYLOR: I have mentioned that if a member has such an interest he should declare it
before he votes in this place, and in fact he would not be entitled to vote. But let us takce it a
step further: Not only should we consider the matter of entitlement to vote in this place, but
also we should take it outside this Parliament and apply it to the operation of the Government
and of the Opposition parties in respect of the matters they promote around the countryside. I
cannot believe they are in a situation of running scared on the issue.

Mr Court: Running scared?

Mr TAYLOR: Of course the Opposition is running scared on the issue. If it is not running
scared, why is it refusing to agree with us right here and now to endorse the principle of the
declaration of pecuniary interests by all of us? If the Opposition is afraid that it will be a
public document 'we can cure that very quickly indeed. We can ensure that those documents
go to the Ombudsman, or to the Speaker, or to some quite independent person. They could
go to the Chief Justice or the Chief Electoral Commissioner. There is no problem about that
at all.
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Mr Stephens: Can you .guarantee they won't be leaked?

Mr TAYLOR: I cannot guarantee they will not be leaked, but we could also make certain
chat in the event of their being leaked quite substantial penalties would be involved, If the
member is worried about that, let us put penalties in the legislation to ensure that anyone
caught leaking that infornation could end up with a substantial fine or a gaol sentence. If
that is what the member is worried about, we will fix that up too. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has already said to us. "Bring the legislation here again and we will see how we
go..1
Mr Peter Dowding: Did you hear what he said by way of interjection?

Mr Court interjected.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not what he said. He cast a clear implication that the Corporate
Affairs Office is not doing its job. It was the NCSC, and now it is the Corporate Affairs
Office.

Mr TAYLOR: If it is not the Industrial Relations Commrission it is the NCSC, and now it is
the Corporate Affairs Office. Some members opposite would then suggest that the police and
the Commnissioner of Police are not doing their job in a range of areas.
Mr Cash: Is that what you are saying?

Mr TAYLOR: No, I did not say that. I have absolute faith in the police. I can only wonder
why the member for Floreat has no faith in the police from the point of view of the Bill
concernLing corruption chat he plans to put before the House. It worries me that a very senior
member of the Opposition would show no faith whatsoever in the ability of the police to
investigate any of those matters that come before them.

Mr Cash: Perhaps his concern is related to his lack of trust in you.

Mr TAYLOR: It has nothing to do with me because I am a Mlinister for Police and
Emergency Services who quite rightly takes no active role in those operational matters. It
may well be that the member for Mt Lawley believes that the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services should take a direct role in operational matters. I would be most
concerned if that were the case, as I indicated in this House last night. But Opposition
members should not run away from the issue. What we are asking members opposite here
today is to endorse with us the principle that all donations to political parties should be
declared. I cannot see any problem with that.

Mr Clarko: Of course you cannot - you are too thick.

Mr TAYLOR: Can the member for Karrinyup see a problem with it?

Mr Clarlco: Of course, and I will give an example. In Osborne Park a Labor man went
around asking for donations to advertise in the local Labor paper and said, "If you contribute,
people will come to your shop and buy; and if you do not, we will tell everybody to stay
away from your shop."

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!

Mr TAYLOR: In that situation the member for Karrinyup would have to agree with me that
there is no reason whatsoever why he could not support a Bill that would require political
parties to actually disclose every single dollar of donations that they receive, and the source
of those donations. He would have to agree with that, if that is his concern.

Mr Clarko: Why would I have to agree?

Mr TAYLOR: Because the member expressed a concern that in fact that sort of money is
being used to influence people, not from the point of view of how they vote but from the
point of view of where they spend their money - Ii suppose it is called economic power, not
political power. The member for Karrinyup is most concerned that these donations could
influence not only political decision making but also how people spend their money and at
which shops they buy. If he is so concerned that that matter could go so far, I think he has an
obligation to endorse the principles we are putting before this Parliament. He should be
endorsing them, and I would love to see - no, I do not know whether I would love to see it,
but it would be a duty on behalf of the member for Karrinyup to join us in voting on this
matter and endorse the principle that all donations to political parties be disclosed so that the
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people of Western Australia can be quite certain that the decisions that we make as a
Government, the matters put forward by this Opposition as an Opposition party, and matters
that it may put forward in years to come if it gets to Government, are beyond doubt. The
people of this State should be assured that no decisions can be influenced because donations
have been made to political parties. Let us see whether members opposite have the courage
to do that.
I can see no problem for any one of us to declare a pecuniary interest. Very soon after he
became the Premier of Western Australia, the Premier again asked each and every one of his
Cabinet Ministers to give him a disclosure in relation to their pecuniary interests. It affected
me not one iota, and neither did it worry my wife, Because we happen to own a house in
joint names, her name was included on that declaration of pecuniary interests.
Mr Pearce: Is your wife seeking preselection like the wives of all the Liberal members?
Mr TAYLOR: That is interesting, is it not? They are really rounding up the wives! [ can
only assume that, as in my case, their wives would be much better members than they are.
Considering the members we are talking about, I have no doubt that that would be the case.
Mr Pearce: The member for Greenough's wife clearly thinks so, since she is trying to knock
hint off in the preselection.
Mr TAYLOR: I can only encourage Opposition members to agree to endorsing with us the
principle we have put before this House, and I certainly hope that the National Parry
members, who I think try sometimes to hold themselves above the burly burly of politics,
would see the great principles involved here and, having seen those great principles, will once
again join with us in supporting them, as the National Party believes itself to be a party of
principle.
Mr Pearce: I think the Liberal Party is out collecting the donations before this Bill becomes
law. They are not much in evidence.
Mr TAYLOR: They have disappeared. I hope the National Party supports the proposition
moved by the Premier - a proposition which should quite rightly be supported not only by
members of Parliament but also by people throughout Western Australia. They should have a
right to ask their members of Parliament - their representatives in both Government and
Opposition - not only where the money comes from but also what those representatives have
got from the point of view of influencing any decisions they may make as members of
Parliament.
MR COURT (Nediands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.01 pm]: It is interesting that
the only enjoyment that members opposite seem to be getting is to laugh amongst themselves.
Today we have seen the Government make a major blunder. The Government is very much a
Government on the run. It has brought in a so-called urgency motion which, as has clearly
been explained, has no urgency about it. The Government is trying to divert attention from a
situation which is becoming very serious. On the opening day of Parliament I asked a
question of the Premier in relation to whether the Teachers Credit Society had given a
rinancial donation to the Australian Labor Party after the Government had agreed to help
back the Teachers Credit Society financially.
Mr Pearce: He said he was unaware of any donation.
Mr COURT: If the Teachers Credit Society before it had Government assistance wanted to
give a financial donation to the ALP, that would not concern the Opposition. [t would not
concern the taxpayers of this State. However what is of concern to the taxpayers of this State
is that if, after taxpayers' funds had been given to the Teachers Credit Society, those funds
were given to the ALP as a political donation, that would be one of the most serious offences
that could occur.
Mr Pearce: Only if you could point to some connection between the two.
Mr COURT: I repeated my question yesterday after it had become public knowledge that
around a certain date, in April or May, the R & I Bank had, with the support of the
Government, put $25 million into the Teachers Credit Society to help it solve its problems.
Mr Peter Dowding: On a purely commercial basis.
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Mr COURT: I am giving this speech. The Teachers Credit Society had just experienced a
major run. It was having extreme difficulties, and the R & I Bank was not going to continue
passing its cheques. It reached the stage where Government assistance was required to keep
die Teachers Credit Society going. I would have thought that with such a serious matter
being raised in Parliament, within half an hour we would have known what the situation was.
I asked in the proper way for this infonmation to be provided. We are now into the third day
of this parliamentary session and this Government, in trying to either cover up or divert
attention -

Mr Pearce: It is none of that.

Mr COURT: Let me speak. On the third day the Premier gave a waffling speech about the
pecuniary interest registrars and disclosure of financial donations, when the issue at stake is a
very serious matter in relation to die financial donation from the Teachers Credit Society. If
there was no donation, say so and the matter will be finished. We are now into the third day
of this parliamentary sitting and we have not received any answers.

Mr Pearce: Don't you think it is a very important principle that the Premier and Ministers
ought not to know who is giving donations to a political party? That is why the Premier is not
going to the ALP and asking whether a donation is being paid.

Mr COURT: I will deal with that. I am not so much interested in what happened at the ALP
end, but I want to know what happened from the taxpayers' point of view. I want to know
whether taxpayers' funds have gone into the ALP.
Mr Peter Dowding: What about the R & I Bank's role in this? What are you saying about
that?

Mr COURT: The Premier knows that the financial assistance to the Teachers Credit Society
came through the R & I Bank. That is no big secret.
Mr Peter Dowding: What you are saying about the R & I Bank? That its commercial
judgment was wrong?
Mrt COURT: I am not saying anything about it. The Premier is refusing to deny that
taxpayers' funds, which went into the Teachers Credit Society, went to the ALP, just before a
Federal election.

Mri Peter Dowding: Are you saying that the R & I Bank was suborned?

Mr COURT: The Premier can talk as much as he likes about the R & I Bank. Everyone
knows about the role of the R & I Bank - it was the vehicle used by the Governmrent to carry
out the rescue of the Teachers Credit Society. It has nothing to do with giving taxpayers'
funds to the ALP.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you saying it was used? That it was subomed? That there was
bribery?
Mr COURT: That is nothing to do with the R & I Bank. What a pathetic performance from
the Premier.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thomas): Order!

Mr COURT: The Premier is trying, by innuendo, to say that I amn accusing the R & I Bank of
having been involved in this. I have not mentioned the R & I Bank giving political
donations. I am saying that taxpayers' funds were given to the Teachers Credit Society to
help it out of its problems, and that some of those funds went to the ALP. That is all that the
Opposition wants to know and it is not getting any answers. We are now into the third day of
the parliamentary session and we are now engaged in a debate on political donations to the
ALP, but the Government is not giving us any answers.

We went through a similar situation in the Stephen Loosely case in respect of a woodchip
loan. The money came ftom a woodchip company and we all know what the result of that
was. Initially the ALP tried to duck for cover, it tried to cover up the whole exercise. The
more the ALP tried to cover up die situation, the worse the situation became. Action was
taken against the Secretary of State, and we saw the end of the political career of the Minister
involved.

Mrt Peter Dowding: He has not even been tried and you are saying he is finished.
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Mr COUJRT: We have seen the ALP's credibility when it comes to disclosing this type of
financial donation. The example I referred to happened in the Eastern States. If the Premier
has any sense, he will put a stop to this mailer once and for all. He will tell the Parliament
what the situation is. If the taxpayers' funds have not been involved in helping bale out the
Teachers Credit Society and there was no donation from the Teachers Credit Society after
those funds had gone in, the Premier should just say so and that will be the finish of the
matter.

Mr Pearce: If you keep asking for public disclosure, why axe you going to oppose legislation
for public disclosure? You are a hypocrite.

Mr COURT: This morning I was invited to talk on the Howard Sattler show in relation to the
disclosures about the Teachers Credit Society in the examination of that mailer currently
taking place before the Supreme Court. There have been two days of hearings and I believe
the case will be on again today, but I think there will be two weeks of sitting in July when
other people will be brought forward.

Immediately after I came off the radio, the Premier rang in. That presented him with another
opportunity to say whether the ALP received donations from the TCS, which had been
backed financially by the Government - by the taxpayers of this State. It is the third day of
this sitting and I still do not have a reply. The secretary of the ALP was in this place last
night.

Mr Peter Dowding: What are you saying?

Mr COURT: The Premier told me to ask the secretary of the ALP whether or not a donation
had been made. The secretary was in this place last night. The Premier could have found
out.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you saying that the R & I Bank made a $25 million loan to help the
Teachers Credit Society because of a $5 000 donation? Is that what you are saying?

Mr COURT: Like my party, the Premier's party has to collect funds for campaigns. At that
time it was the Federal election campaign. If the Labor Party received funds from the
Teachers Credit Society, which it had just put taxpayers' money into, the Government has no
choice but to resign.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you saying that the R & I Bank -

Mr COURT: The R & I Bank has nothing to do with it.

Mr Peter Dowding: What is the allegation in the newspaper? You have really changed your
story entirely from yesterday.

Mr COURT: I have not changed my story at all.

Mr Peter Dowding: Yesterday the story was that the Government had protected the
R & IBank.

Mr COURT: My story is that two days in a row I have asked a question to which I have not
received an answer. It is now the third day of this sitting and the Premier has the ideal
opportunity to answer that question, but the House still has not received an answer. The
matter under discussion is very serious. The Government is on the run, so it has come up
with this rather pathetic tactic of moving an urgency motion. No answers have been given.

The motion before the House is an absolute red herring. The Government is makcing a fool of
itself by not stopping this matter and by not telling the taxpayers of this State the facts.
Whether the Premier likes it or not, the big debate out there in the community is about the
accountability of Government - what is happening to taxpayers' funds? The fact that the
Premier refuses to answer that question is raising tremendous suspicion.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are changing the questions every day.

Mr COURT: I am not changing the question at all.

Mr Peter Dowding: Yesterday you were alleging something completely different.
Mr COURT: I have not changed the question at all. If the Premier wishes, I will ask it again
today. Even if I do that, I will get no answer. The longer the Premier delays answering the
question, the greater the suspicion of the people of the State will be.
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MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [12.13 pm]: An examination of
today's paper reveals why the motion is before the House. Very clearly the Press and
electronic media are focusing on some of the claims that have been made in this place about
the activities of some people. Because there is no evidence of it, I do not wish to get
involved in allegations about whether or not a transfer of funds was made immediately after
something else occurred. Quite clearly some reports indicate that people are disturbed about
the number of allegations being made. It is timne to do something to put those allegations to
rest.
I am very pleased that it has been the initiative of the Opposition - I use that tenn in the
multiple sense, as it has been both the Liberal Party and the National Party - that has
attempted to establish a corruption commission and a Standing Commnittee to inquire into the
allegations. They are the only two positive steps that have been taken to put to rest all of the
allegations and innuendo about corruption. The substance of this motion will make no
contribution to that whatsoever. All I can suggest is that the Government wanted to find a
way of diverting attention from what is causing the disquiet within the commuunity to
individual members of this House. Having noted what occurred in New South Wales, the
only ocher alternative is that the Government wants to trap someone within its own party
organisation on the wrongful listing of a donation.
As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said, this is really a red herring. The Government
has to produce a positive initiative to put to rest all of the allegations and innuendos that have
been made.
Mr Peter Dowdinig: Would you regard legislation to achieve the objectives of this motion as
a positive step?
Mr COWAN: No, I would not, because it has not succeeded in the Federal sphere.
Mr Peter Dowding: Is not the prosecution of Mr Loosley exactly what it does achieve?
Mr COWAN: No. My personal view is that an administrative mistake was made and he is
now paying the price for that. It is very easy to get around that legislation.
Mr Peter Dowding: It is not, because the fact of the donation is immaterial. It ought to have
been in the register. It is because it was not in the register that an offence was conmmitted.
The legislation will establish the register.
Mr COWAN: Yes, but it does not change anything, does it?
Mr Peter Dowding: Yes, it creates the register.
Mr COWAN: I do not see it as the Premier does. I do not see the Federal legislation having
any impact or effect at all. I have no objection whatsoever to people poking their noses into
my personal business and finding out how much I owe as long as they are prepared to accept
the burden of the debt. That is fine; they can do what they like.
The truth is chat this is not a matter of any great urgency. It is totally unnecessary. It is
purely and simply designed to try to return attention to individual members in this place. I
strongly recommend to the Governmnent that it does something about getting to the basic
problem, that is, all of the allegations being made. Something needs to be done about that.
How can a report from a former Commissioner for Corporate Affairs be leaked in New South
Wales? Why has something not been done about it?

Mr Peter Dowding: Have you got a suggestion as to how the issues raised in this motion can
be addressed? How can you ensure that party political donations are treated in a way that is
equal between the parties and give the public some confidence? You make the suggestion.
Mr COWAN: I really do not think that is at all necessary. I am trying to point out to the
Premier that the allegations made and reported do not necessarily relate to those of payments
by one body to a political individual or to a political party: the allegations relate to a much
broader spectrum. That is what the Premier and the Government have to do something about.
They should forget about the payment of so much to a political parry, which is what they are
crying to divert attention to, return to the substance of the headlines and, if they are not
prepared to do anything, at least they could support the initiatives of the two Opposition
parties.
Mr Peter Dowding: To do what?
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Mr COWAN: To allow for the establishment of a Standing Committee and a corruption
commrission.
Mr Peter Dowding: Yesterday the Opposition was saying that a political donation caused a
major payment by the R & I Bank. Now it has backed away from that allegation because it is
too serious an allegation to make against that bank1 which really is of the utmost integrity.
The Opposition will not continue with that line. What it is now saying is that one hundred-
thousandth of the money that went in from the R & I Bank went to the ALP.

Mr COWAN: I say again that I would not have approached it in this manner. It is not at all
necessary. We already have on the Notice Paper two initiatives which will deal with this
issue.

Mr Peter Dowding: We have not seen the member for Floreat's proposed legislation.

Mr COWAN: If the Government would stop comning up with mubbish motions like this and
allow this House to proceed with the debate on the Address-in-Reply the National Party
would agree, on private members' day, to give the member for Floreat the first opportunity to
present his legislation to the House. The Government will have to accept it because it is so
good.

Mr Peter Dowding: I will go one better than that. I will invite the member for Floreat to give
me a copy of his proposed legislation now and I will make a statement about it tonight.
Mr Stephens: There would have been more purpose in suspending Standing Orders to hear
the Bill the member for Floreat proposes to introduce than in wasting time on th is motion.

Mr COWAN: The offer the Premier has made should be considered and I am sure that the
member for Eloreat heard him.

Mr Peter Dowding: H-e is in the Chamber at the moment.

Mr COWAN: Yes, he is and he will decide what to do about the Premier's offer.

I point out that if the corruption commnission or a Standing Committee were in place the
allegations such as those made yesterday could be referred to either of those mechanisms and
they could substantiate or deny whether such allegations had any bearing.

Mr D.L. Smith interjected.

Mr COWAN: This motion will do absolutely nothing about it either.
I have made it very clear, but to set the record straight and to make sure that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services is not left in any further doubt, the National Party will not
support this motion.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [12.22 pm):. I join with dhe Leader of the Opposition and the
Leader of the National Party in opposing the motion before the Chair. We are dealing with a
very serious matter. One can tell it is a serious matter because Government members have
started to scatter: The Premier has just left the Chamber - he does not want to stay and listen
to me raise certain issues.

Mr Pearce: The only reason that Liberal Parry members have been in this Chamber so much
is that they are not game to go into the bar these days.

Mr CASH: The Leader of the House has made the point for me: As soon as someone rises in
this place to point out the corruption the comnmunity perceives this Government to be
involved in, we get inteijections from the Government side of the House. We have seen this
tactic for the last two-and-a-half years. However, the media throughout Australia has now
woken up to this Government and we are now reading in the Press, not only in the Eastern
States, but also in Western Australia, about the various deals which this Government has
done.

The question before the House is, in fact, one that was directed to the Premier the other night
in question time. The Premier was asked whether the Labor Party received a $5 000 donation
from the Teachers Credit Society soon after the Government had bailed it out. On the first
day that this question was asked the Premier ran for cover and he refused to answer it. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition asked a similar question yesterday afternoon during
question time and again the Premier ran for cover. This morning on commercial radio the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition again invited the Premier to make a comment in respect of
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this donation which was made to the Labor Party and the Premier, by way of his car
telephone, made some very silly statements about not being aware whether the donation was
made.
I put it to members that the Secretary of the Labor Party was at Parliament House last night
and that the Premier spoke with him. I ask the Premnier to deny that he did not discuss the
proposition that the Teachers Credit Society made a donation to the Labor Parry.

Mr Pearce: The Premier is not here, but I will deny it on his behalf. It is not true.

Mr CASH: Tfhe question that needs to be addressed is just how much knowledge the Premier
has about this donation. The Leader of the House seems to want to rake the running in this
matter and I doubt whether he will speak, but I ask him whether there are any other parties
with whom the Government has been doing deals, that have also made donations to the
Australian Labor Party?

Mr Peter Dowding: First, if you are worried about that issue, agree in principle to the
legislation. Secondly, let me say that last night I did not speak -

Mr CASK: The Prem-ier is trying to again divert the question that I am asking. He is not
interested in answering it.

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you want an answer?

Mr CASH: The Premier cannot give a simple yes or no answer because he is running for
cover.

Mr Peter Dowding: I did not speak -

Mr CASH: The Premier can make his speech in due course. We have seen that he is not
prepared to answer questions which are put to him.

Last night the Premier discussed this matter with the State Secretary of the Labor Party -

Mr Peter Dowding: I did not.

Mr CASK: - and he knows whether a donation was made by the Teachers Credit Society to
the Labor Party.

Mr Peter Dowding: I categorically deny that.

Mr Macinnon. Did you talk about the weather?

Mr CASH: In the end, this motion comes down to credibility and integrity; something that
this Premier does not command. Today his members have demonstrated that they have very
little faith in himn. They have not been prepared to support him. The only person prepared to
support the Premier's comments has been the Minister for Police and Emergency Services -
someone who quite obviously is putting himself in position to grab the leadership after the
next election. That is the sont of situation we have in this House.

One of the reasons that the Opposition could not possibly agree to the motion before the
Chair is that in recent years, around election time, members soliciting on behalf of the Labor
Party have approached various business people in the Perth community and have threatened
them along the lines that, unless they made a donation to the Labor Party, they would make
sure that the then Premier was advised of the situation.

Mr Pearce: That is not true.

Mr CASK: It is absolutely true and I raised it because I think it is inmportanit that members
are made aware of where the Labor Party stands on this issue. When we talk about credibility
and integrity and the setting up of a register, I wonder whether the Australian Labor Party is
prepared to admit that during the last election it part-funded the political campaign of the
Australian Democrats. Do Government members admit to that?

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thomas): Order!

Mr CASH: I will give the Leader of the House an opportunity to deny that the Labor Party
gave a substantial donation to the Australian Democrats at the last election.

Mr Pearce: I am certainly unaware of any such donation.
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Mr CASH: Does the Leader of the House not read the paper?

Mr Pearce: I do not believe everything I read in the paper.

Mr CASH: The fact is that the Labor Party's then secretary, Michael Beahan, denied it, but a
few days later he admitted that the Labor Party had made donations to the Australian
Democrats.

Mr Pearce: My understanding is that that is not the case.

Mr CASH: I wonder whether the new member for Balga wants to support this motion. Does
the member want a list of all the donations that he collected on behalf of the Labor Party to
be tabled in this place? I doubt it very much, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Thomas).

Mr Read: You know that he has not made his maiden speech yet.

Mr CASH: He does not even want to nod his head. We know who the bagmen for the State
Labor Party were. We know the sorts of people who were approached by the Labor Party to
make donations to its campaign under threat of suffering the consequences if the Labor Party
was returned. The Leader of the House has an obligation to tell us whether other companies
with whom the Government is presently dealing or has recently dealt have made donations to
the Labor Party. I suggested in my initial comments that this matter was a question of the
integrity of the Premnier. The current Premier is not perceived by the community as having
that integrity. Accordingly, the Opposition is not prepared to support the motion.

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [12.31 pm]: Mr Acting Speaker -

Mr Blaikie: Don't tell me you are going to close it?

Mr PEARCE: No, I am not preparing to close the debate. We are quite happy to have the
debate go as long as possible if that is what is required. Since the matter has been raised, I
point out that I made the offer to the Opposition that we would confine our number of
speakers to two and keep the debate short in order that the new member for Dale - who had
arranged to make his maiden speech earlier this morning - would have the opportunity to do
that with minimum disruption. That. I assume, is what led to the suggestion by the member
for Mt Lawley that I would not speak in the debate. I made it clear to the Opposition that if it
sought to make the debate much more protracted than we had intended, it would be likely that
other members on our side would speak.

Mr Clarko: Surely that's reasonable.

Mr PEARCE: Of course, it is; I have no problem with that. That is why I am speaking on
the matter.

The member for Mt Lawley and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition have sa-id that the
simple way to handle this matter would be for the Premier to go to the Secretary, or perhaps
more appropriately the Treasurer, of the Federal Labor Party and ask that person whether
there had been a donation from the Teachers Credit Society in the time line that is alleged.
The Premier is not aware of any such alleged donation; I have no knowledge of any such
donation; and as far as I know no member of the front bench has any knowledge of such a
donation. It is a very bad principle indeed for a Premier or a Minister to go to the secretary of
their party and ask who is making donations to the party because, as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has pointed out -

Mr Court: He doesn't have to ask him. He can askc the Teachers Credit Society.

Mr PEARCE: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition can ask the Teachers Credit Society.

Mr Court: You run it.

Mr PEARCE: No, we do not. The Government is not running the Teachers Credit Society.
That is a real furphy.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that the Premier should ask the Secretary of the
Labor Party who made a donation. The Premier has refused to do that for the reason which
any Minister on this side of the House would refuse to do it: That is, we make decisions in
this State based on the merits of the fact and not on the basis of who has made donations to a
political party.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has said that in politics in this State the reality is that
political parties have to get donations in order to maintain campaigns.
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Mr Blaikie: Ask Mr New about it.
Mr PEARCE: The member ought not to mention Mr New because it is a well known fact -
because Mr New publicises it frequently - that he is one of the major contributors to the
Liberal Party. Every time Mr New has a point of view about anything that affects his
business all these people leap up and support him.

Mr Taylor: They move Select Commnittees to support him.

Mr PEARCE: They move Select Committees to support his business enterprises. They do
that kind of thing in a very obvious way. If we were so inclined, we could call that sort of
practice corrupt. A major donor to the Liberal Party can expect his business interests to be
supported in this House by members of the Liberal Party. We have seen that happen time
and time again.

All I am saying about the general principle is this: No Premier should seek to know who is
making donations to a political party and no Minister should seek to know that. I instance
myself. As Minister for Planning I have to make a series of decisions on a daily basis in
terms of rezoning and development approvals which advantage the person to whom those
approvals axe given, sometimes to the nine of millions of dollars. An approval of that kind is
sometimes worth substantial sums of money to developers or to development companies or
whatever. As Minister for Planning I do not know and I would never want to know who is
making donations to the Labor Party because I would not have myself ever in the position of
making one of those decisions knowing that a person seeking an approval may or may not
have donated funds to a Labor Party campaign.

Mr House: We do know that the union movement contributes.

Mr PEARCE: I do not believe that a lot of them do, but I do not know because I do not seek
to have that infonnatiou It would be wrong for a Minister for Planning to know which
developers had made d 'ions to a campaign. In the same way it would be wrong for the
Premier to go to the Ai -ad find out that there had been no donations from the Teachers
Credit Society. That w( answer the allegations. That would be the easiest thing to do, but
the Premier will not do i. jecau,;? it is wrong in principle for him to do that.
Mr Court: The members of thc f'urtin Foundation are the major property developers in town.
You know what donations the: take.
Mr PEARCE: I do not know what donations they make. I do not seek to know what
donations are made to the Labor Party by any person. It would be easy for the Premier to go
to the State Secretary of the ALP and seek that advice with regard to the Teachers Credit
Society, but it would be wrong in principle for him to do so. Even though it would settle this
question, tomorrow the Deputy Leader of the Opposition would be asking whether a donation
was received from X, and tomorrow he would be asking about a donation from Y, and we
would have a fishing expedition day after day. The Premier would have to do the very thing
which Premiers ought not to do.

I demonstrate the hypocrisy of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in this mailer. When the
Premier asked him whether he got a donation for his political campaign in connection with
the Steves hotel business, he answered in exactly the same way as the Premier responded to
the same question with regard to the Teachers Credit Society: He could not say and he would
not inquire. That is a proper answer, but if the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is prepared
to give it, he ought to be prepared to accept it from the Premier.

The member for Mt Lawley gave one of his more disgraceful speeches. He has made quite a
few speeches to preselection gatherings around the metropolitan area and I congratulate him
on his preselection for the upper House. As they say, the upper House's gain will be our loss,
or the other way around. He roiled but the old furphy that the Labor Party went around
during the last election campaign heavying people for donations on the basis that if a
donation were not forthcoming the Premier would be informed. Apparently, that was a great
threat. That claim was published in The Western Mail before the last election and the quote
was ascribed to a couple of individuals. The Premier then launched a civil action against The
Western Mail and against the individuals who were named as making that allegation in The
Western Mail article. That action was settled by those people paying the Premier money
because they had made an allegation which was defamatory; that is to say, that claim was
untrue and people paid for having made it. I understand that The Western Mail paid $30 000
in order to demonstrate the untruthfulness of it.
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Mr Court: The Prime Minister built his swimming pool and tennis courts that way.
Mr PEARCE: That just shows that it does not pay to go around saying such things.

Mr Court: He does not own anything.

Mr PEARCE: I presume that he sold his house when he got another one from Canberra. He
rents his house from the Federal Government, as all Prime Ministers do; some sell their own
houses and some keep their western Victorian pastoral properties so that they can continue to
sell wool to the Russians.

With regard to the member for Mt Lawley and the claimn about people being heavied for
donations to the Labor Party under threat that was said before the last election, it was printed
in the newspaper, and it was wrong, false and defamatory. It cost the people who made those
claims a lot of money. The member for Mt Lawley knows all these things, yet he is prepared
to repeat those claims in this cowards' castle.

Mr Watt: It was notrfalse.

Mr PEARCE: I invite the member for Albany to repeat that outside the House and, if he does
so, he needs to save up. I understand that the individuals who Paid up because they were not
prepared to go to court did not pay as much as the $30 000 paid by The Western Mail but
they paid substantial sums of $5 000 each.

Mr Macinnon: How do you know this information, but you do not know whether the
Teachers Credit Society paid $5 000 to the ALP?
Mr PEARCE: I sat next to the last Premier for some time. If anyone wants to repeat those
claims outside the House, I invite him to step outside and to drop the cheque at my office on
the way through.

The answer to all the problems raised by this debate are simple: If we are to have arguments
about who is donating to whom, let us bring it into the open, let us have it on the table. If a
political donation is made it will be registered so that everyone knows.

Mr Court: Like you did with the woodchip loan?

Mr PEARCE. That overcomes the problem to which I referred because, if a Minister is
making decisions with regard to someone who has made a donation, not only will the
Minister know of that donation but also everyone will know. If something shonky has been
done to advantage some party, everyone will know that person has contributed to a political
party and can make their own judgments on that basis. In this case the Opposition has to put
up or shut up. If the Opposition wants to know about political donations, it can vote for the
motion and then for the Bi11 which will put political donations on the table. The drawback is
that the Opposition will have to put details of its political donations on the table as well and,
quite clearly, for reasons which are known only to the Opposition but which are not too hard
to guess, it is not prepared to do that.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [12.42 pm]: Public disclosure of donations to political parties
has been supported by the Australian Labor Party and the Western Australian Labor Party for
some years now. We are all aware of the Federal legislation currently in place, but there is no
evidence that it has been of any value to the community of Australia. It has led to the busting
of the famous and garrulous Mick Young and probably has not done Stephen Loosely much
good, although perhaps the other claims made about his being on yachts, etc are not helping
him either. The $10 00O donation, which was specifically to be used in the Federal campaign
and was apparently directed to funding the administration of the New South Wales Labor
Party, obviously highlights how pathetic legislation of this nature can be.

Also, comments made by the Leader of the House completely destroy the credibility of this
Government motion and the statements made by the Premier and other Goverrnent
members. The Leader of the House said thdt he did not want to know who donates to the
Labor Party, yet this motion aims to set in place a procedure whereby donations to the Labor
Party and any other political party will be listed. What a heap of nonsense! The Leader of
the House also said that it would be wrong for the Minister for Planning to know such
information when making a planning decision. He went on to say - and used a phrase rarely
heard from the Government benches - that it would be wrong in principle to know. I did not
find that funny as a joke because we have all heard it two hundred times, but I did find it
funny peculiar. That is why we should not support this legislation.
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The Premier used an example to illustrate his point - this is the man who wears silk suits. His
advisers who teUl him what to wear should speak to him about his hair problem; hie has a
haircut suitable for a 12-year-old boy, unlike the previous Premier, who had no hair.
However, 1 think the previous Premtier looked better.

The case used against the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was Steves Nedlands Park Hotel.
The question was asked whether the Deputy Leader had received a donation from Steve's for
his campaign and he replied that he did not know. There are at least four options in that
situation, which should be looked at in the general way of a constitWent approaching his local
member: First, the person did not donate to the campaign secondly, he donated and the
member did not know; thirdly, he donated and the member knew; and fourthly, he donated
and everyone knew. What is the Leader of the House trying to say? Is he saying that when a
person makes a donation to a member's campaign, the member should give him no
assistance? If the Government thinks that is the way to behave, it is no wonder that it will be
on the Opposition benches in a few years' time. It is no wonder that the Government's
support is going down the gurgler in every part of Australia. Are Government members
stupid enough to close the door on any person who has given them a donation? Do they think
that a person who has made a donation has no rights? If someone supports a party's
campaign, even the simple people who belong to the branches, who attend all functions and
help where they can, one cannot tell them to bunz off and that they have no rights because
they have made a donation. That is nonsense. The giving of money to a politician or a
political party can be right or wrong, but mostly it is probably somewhere in the middle.

We know of specific legislation but, despite that legislation, Mick Young, then Federal
President of the ALP who should have known about this legislation if anyone did, gave the
$10 000 donation to Stephen Loosely, the General Secretary of the New South Wales Labor
Party. Despite the fact that the money had been set down for campaign purposes, it was
given to Stephen Loosely to be used for administrative purposes even though that is illegal
under the Federal Act. That highlights the lunacy of the Federal legislation, which states that
if money is given for campaign purposes it must be registered and details made available to
the public. However, funds made available for administrative purposes are not registered.
The implication is that a multimillionaire can give $10 million to the New South Wales Labor
Party for administrative purposes, and that will have the approval of the Federal Labor Party.
However, if $1 001 is donated for campaign purposes, and is then illegally slid over to the
administrative area, that is wrong. Where is the sense of such legislation? The Federal
legislation demonstrates the inadequacy of such legislation when dealing with this issue.
In addition, the Labor Party is a strong supporter of public donations because it receives vast
sums of money compulsorily acquired from ordinary trade unionists who in the main have no
wish to make such political donations. Strictly speakcing - and this used to apply in most
countries - one cannot actually take money to be used for political purposes from union fees.

That is how it should be. The other thing that stinks to high heaven is that the funds of
thousands of unionists who do not want to vote for the Labor Party are compulsorily pushed
into donations of this sort, so huge donations come from the big trade unions of Australia,
and those organtisations could not give a fig if everybody knows about that.

Mr Stephens: It amounts to confiscation of workers' wages.

Mir CLARKO: Of course it does. If such workers wish to make a donation to the Labor
Party let them; that should be their right. In a country such as Australia surely, if they give
money in that way, that information should not be published. Big unions will be able to give
this money, but what about the small businessman? I gave an example by way of interjection
to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services of how a few years ago in Osborne Park a
Labor Party representative went around saying to people while seeking donations for
advertising in a Labor Party magazine, or something like that, "If you buy these ads we will
pressure people into supporting your business, and if you do not we will pressure people not
to come to your business."

Mr Read: That is absolute hearsay.

Mr CLARKO: I take that point. Every time the member speaks in this House in future I will
ask him what are the things he knows from first hand experience and what is hearsay. He
must be an absolute fool. As a teacher, I am surprised that he says that one cannot use
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infornation that is second hand, because if one did not, one would be mute - and in the case
of the member who just interjected, that would be a good thing.
An example of the bullying tactics of this Labor Party could be seen at its zenith in Broken
Hill where every business had to buy the Barrier Times, the daily newspaper run by the
union. If a shop owner did not buy it his shop was black banned. In fact, the union tried to
get every citizen or each household in Broken Hill to contribute to the Barrier Times. That is
an example of an organisation represented by members on the other side of this House.

I wonder how the millionaires of Perth, who had their photographs taken for The Western
Mail a few years ago and who gave a financial contribution, feel about being identified
publicly to everybody in this State. As my colleague said by way of interjection, without
doubt there are quite a few people in Western Australia who would say something when a
particular business was helped by someone who was part of the John Curtin Foundation and
who got a bit of building activity from this Government when no tender had been called.

I am sure that the people who belong to the John Curtin Foundation were aggrieved when an
article appeared saying that they subscribed to the socialist ideology of the Labor Parry. The
truth of the matter is, if this Labor Parry and this Premier are dinkuin, that he could arrange
for every donation made to the Labor Party from this day on to be published. Let the Labor
Party do that, if it thinks that is the right thing to do. I do not think that it is the right thing to
do. However, there is nothing stopping the Government doing that, so why is it not doing it?

It is humbug, or a pseudo form of future blackmail, because there is no doubt that the
Government would put inordinate pressure on people seen to be contributing to the Liberal
Party or the National Party. I have no doubt about that - that is the way the people opposite
behave. Many people have come to the Liberal Party over the past few years and told us that
they have been heavily pressured when donations were being sought by the previous Premier
for campaigns. At least three or four people have told me that they received a call from a
person who said they were ringing on behalf of Brian Burke seeking a donation for the Labor
Party and that if they gave such a donation they would be listed as a supporter of the Labor
Party, but if they did not contribute they would be listed as a non-contributor to the Labor
Party. I have received such calls, and I am sure that there are dozens of other such people.

Mr Pearce: Name one.

Mr CLARKO: We will not name them because the Minister arnd his bully bays would get out
there and intimidate them, as they have done for years; that is their standard practice. On
election day in the deep red seats if one tried to give out a Liberal how-to-vote card in front
of some polling booths - and I have been involved in political electioneering longer than most
members - one found that intimidation was rife. On occasions people have tried to physically
push others into the gutter, and that is typically Labor down in Osborne Park.

I do not care whether the water carrier makes a few commuents. I would never have taken
money from the Roe Foundation and embarked on an opportunistic career that would come to
a sudden end in 1986. The real reason to oppose this motion is not that the Leader of the
House sank it from the start when he said he did not believe he should know who was making
contributions to the Labor Party when he was making a planning decision. However, that
was better than his second best speech, during which he said no to something that was false.

We saw the Leader of the House sink this motion in words that wilt appear in Hansard where
we can read them at our leisure. Apart from the bullying, blackmarketing and thuggery that
would go on if people gave their names, there is the question of a person's basic right to
privacy. Members opposite do not care about a person's privacy and are great supporters of
the Australia Card. They want to rake the right to privacy away from everybody, being good
socialists - we are all to dress the same when the day comes and we are all to have exactly the
same amount of money in our pockets. Members opposite will probably all be stuck with the
Premier's haircut, although I must say it is an improvement on that of the Leader of the
House.

Privacy is at the heart of this issue. If the local greengrocer wants to give a donation of
$1 001 to a political party he should not be required to have that donation listed in the annals
of Australia because he has a basic right to privacy in relation to how he spends his money. I
asked the Minister for Police and Emergency Services when he spoke whether he would give
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details of how be spends his income, because if one is forced to reveal a donation given to a
political party and that argument is carried further why should one not do the same thing in
relation to other financial matters in which a person is involved? Members opposite cannot
accept that argument.
The truth of the matter is that privacy is the right of every person living in a democratic
country such as Australia. That privacy should not be intruded upon by this type of motion
or legislation. Everybody in Australia perhaps needs to be reminded that we have laws in this
country preventing people taking money to the Minister for Planning and saying, 'Here is a
donation of $10 000 for the Labor Party. I seek to have some land rezoned out at Gosnells."
That is against the law, so we do not need any extra things of this nature. In fact, we do not
need anything further.
The public should be reminded from time to time that such actions are illegal and that one
cannot deliberately give money in retrn for political favours. If the motion of the member
for Floreat succeeds and a corruption commission is established that will make it more
difficult for that sort of thing to happen. I have said many times in this House that if one
looks objectively at Australia or Western Australia through the eyes of people in various
countries of the world one finds that standards in Australia are high in terms of a lack of
political corruption.
New South Wales probably has the worst record in relation to corruption, particularly in local
government run by the Labor Party branches in that State. It is admitted by the Labor right in
New South Wales that the greatest examples of corrupt Government in Australia have been in
Labor Party branches in New South Wales. Of course, there has been the recent case of a
strong Labor man involved in a threat to kill. It is part of that sont of thing. However, that is
the exception because Australia as a whole has a high reputation overall in terms of lack of
political corruption. In fact, comments made in relation to the present Western Australian
Labor Government and corruption are the greatest claims about corruption ever made here.
If one goes out into the pubs and clubs of Western Australia one finds that the ordinary
people in our society hold the view that the present Government stints. That is what they
say. That is the situation in Western Australia today, that this Government is tarnished.
There are people in Perth who believe that the sale of the abattoir site to Mr Elliott for
5400 000 was quite improper.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.15 pm
Mr Pearce: We hoped that over lunch you might have thought better of continuing your
remarks.
Mr CLARKO: I am glad the Leader of the House made the firs utterance after our luncheon
suspension because I want to come back to what he said earlier today. The motion before the
House calls on the House to enforce the principle of public disclosure of donations to
political parties, yet the Leader of the House, who is arguably the most articulate speaker on
his side of Parliament, said today in debate, "I do not want to know who donates to the Labor
Party. It would be wrong for a Minister for Planning to know such matters when he was
making a planning decision. It would be wrong in principle.'
The Leader of the House is saying, quite properly, that if he supported a planning application
which came before him as Minister for Planning and which favoured a financial supporter of
the Labor Party, and where every newspaper in Western Australia indicated that particular
applicant was a financial donor of substance to the Labor Party, and every literate Western
Australian knew the applicant was such a supporter, that could be interpreted by the people of
Western Australia as being a tarnished decision. He said, "Nobody would give mec credibility
when I made such a decision and it would put me under inordinate pressure. It would make it
difficult for me to actually come out in favour of this particular person, even if he should be
favoured, by the mere fact that we had a law in this State which said that donations to
political parties had to be printed or publicly available to the people of this State."
That situation was used by the Leader of the House when he regrettably fell to pieces in the
rest of his argument, which had no merit. He really summed it up when he used the words
that this would put him or any other Minister for Planning in an intolerable position when he
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made decisions. We know that decisions regarding land rezoning and the like can bring
millions of dollars to the people involved in the application.

Earlier today the Premier at-tacked the Deputy Leader of the Opposition - in a disgracefu but
normal way for him - and talked about whether the people who owned Steves Hotel made a
donation to the Deputy Leader's campaign. The Deputy Leader said he did not know. We
have again the situation where even if the owners of Steves Hotel did give a donation to the
Nedlands Branch of the Liberal Party we could ask what effect it should have on the member
for Nedlands in terms of making decisions. The member surely should be making a decision
on what is right and what is wrong.

I can tell the House that as a local government councillor I supported a proposition that a
piece of land be rezoned, which resulted in what is now called the Odin Tavern. I wish I had
not done that because that tavern ended up with some of the most scantily clad str ippers this
State has ever seen. The owners found they could nor get by on just the sale of a glass of
beer. As a member of the town planning committee I supported the proposition to rezone that
land because [ thought it appropriate to have commercial development in that area. Since I
made that decision many other decisions have been made in the City of Stirling and, as
members will know, the Balcatta shopping centre in Erindale Road is quite significant and
was found to be acceptable. Our planning committee was given advice that traffic problems
could occur in the area proposed to be rezoned. That was nonsense, and I argued strongly in
the planning committee and in sittings of the full council that this location was a suitable site
for a tavern.

I did not know it at the time but the owners of that land, who would benefit from that
rezoning, were sitting in the back of the council chambers. I did not know them. They came
up to me after I finished and said it was a good speech. I told them that was just my view.
When the time arrived for me to contest an election, one of the brothers who owned this
particular property came to my house one Saturday morning and said, "I have read in the
paper that you have renominated for the Hamerstey Ward. I wonder if you could tell mec how
you fund such a campaign because I have noticed your ad in the paper and I hear you have
put out a pamphlet and so on?"

I said, "I fund it.' He said, "I do not think that is fair.' He thought I was a good councillor,
and no doubt that opinion was based heavily on the fact that I supported a matter that was in
his interests. He said that he would like to make a contribution to my campaign. I said, "No,
thank you. I would not want to be in a situation where anybody funded my campaign." I
said!I would pay for it myself as that is what I had done before and I intended to do that
again. I said I would not like to be beholden to anyone. He said, "I have already made out
the cheque - here it is", and put it in the top pocket of my shirt. I said, 'Excuse me, you will
offend me if you do that; here is your donation back. I did what I thought was right. It is just
a coincidence that you thinik it was right. I will pay for my local government campaign."

Members should know that I represented 30 000 people in that ward, whereas some members
here camne from councils where they had a couple of hundred people in their wards. So it was
not a matter of a cheap thing that I was talking about. I gave him back the money and later
mentioned it to my wife who, being a typically inquisitive female, asked how much the
cheque was made out for. I said I did not know as I had not opened it.

Those people owned land adjacent to the tavern and subsequently, about two years later,
applied to the council to be allowed to erect a service station on the site next door. As far as I
was concerned that was quite proper and reasonable, but the planner of the council moved
against it on the same grounds on which he had moved against the tavern. Once again I casne
out, initially almost alone, and argued that it was appropriate for a service station to be built
there. It was subsequently built, and if members go out to Erindale Road they will see that,
and a couple of hundred other shops as well.

I wonder how I might have felt had I taken that donation. I would have known that it was fair
and reasonable but other people might not have thought so when subsequently I came out
once again and supported his proposition against the recommendations of the planner and
other officers of the City of Stirling. There must be scores of people in that position. I amn
glad I did not take that money because other people might have thought there was something
wrong with that, and probably I would have felt there was something wrong with it, too.
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The situation in Western Australia is that these things are not publicised. I believe it would
be an additional source of public pressure. I spoke prior to the lunch suspension about what I
believe is the question of privacy. I believe that in Western Australia, until this Government
came along in the last couple of years, generally speaking the people felt that local
government and State Government was very honest and clean. I am not saying there are not
some odd examples here and there, but that was the general community viewpoint and I
challenge anyone to say otherwise. Yet pressure is being applied here to create a situation
which, as the Leader of the House has already indicated, would put him in a position where,
no matter which way he went, the public would think he made a wrong decision, either
because he did or did not take notice of the funding that was received.
I will now speak briefly about the proposed register of pecuniary interests of members of
Parliament. My leader today produced Bob Hawke's pecuniary interests register. Bob
Hawke has been on one of the highest salaries in this country for many years and that has
been added to, I understand, by several very favourable awards that he has received as a
result of questions of libel - awards he won against newspapers and others - which enabled
him to buy a block of land which I understand is one of the most favoured blocks in
Melbourne. His house lot was big enough to have on it both a tennis court and a swimming
pool. I believe it is a truly magnificent mansion. According to this report he is shown as
having no real estate now. That is fair enough - he may have sold it, and if he did so
presumably he has a great deal of money stashed away in a bank account if he has not lost it
at the races or the casinos to which he apparently has an attraction,

But where do we get by having him produce a report showing "nil" in answer to the
questions? If he is a great friend of certain of the big business tycoons in Australia. as it is
widely recorded he is, what does it matter if money is involved directly by way of a
donation? If Sir Peter Somebody-or-other, or any other person. regularly dines, drinks, and
meets with the Prime Minister of Australia and decisions axe made by the Labor Government
of Australia which favour that person, the public do not care whether or not a donation has
been made. They might say that that is because there is a great friendship between them. I
suspect that in the Lives of members opposite they have done more favours for their friends
than for anybody who has ever given them a couple of dollars. In my own life that has been
the case. I think that is what life is all about. I think that is what the ordinary politician
would be all about. People come to him and say, 'Can you get a pothole mended in my
street? Can you do something about supporting another school in my district?" The
politician says, "Yes, friend, I will have a look at it." And basically, if what the friend is
asking for is quite impossible and should not happen. he says to his friend, "1 am sorry, it
cannot be done." That is the way things normally go.

This register was not called for by the people of Australia and nothing has been achieved by
its implementation. A corrupt member of Parliament will never be stopped by a register of
pecuniary interests, and it is sheer hypocrisy for this Government to publicly embrace the
matter of pecuniary interests. The member for Perth came out with his very dubious claims
of corruption by the Perth City Council and then changed the word 'corruption" and gave it
his own Soviet or dictionary meaning. lHe is in "coward's castle", to quote a phrase members
of the Government used yesterday. lHe accused the councillors of the City of Perth of being
corrupt - and what did this Government do? It set up two tame inquiries - the Mart inquiry to
look at planning for central Perth. and the pecuniary interests inquiry - and here we are over
six months later and nothing has happened.

I repeatedly called on this Government to set up a Royal Commnission into the corruption that
is alleged in the Perth City Council, and what did the Premier say yesterday? He said, "I
have never met the Lord Mayor but I will have a talk with him shortly." And the Minister for
Local Government said that if the Lord Mayor had any evidence he should take it down to the
police. I call on the Lord Mayor to go to the Premier and persuade him with the evidence he
says he has to instigate a Royal Commission, or to go down to the Commnissioner of Police
and call on him to set up an inquiry. It is disgraceful that this Government is itself a party to
a claim of corruption, initiated by the member for Perth, which is left unexplained. That is
truly disgraceful.

MR HOUSE (Karanning-Roc) [2.30 pm]: The amazing thing about this motion is that we
have now been in Parliament two and a half days and we really have nor debated anything of
great substance.
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Although the National Party this morning agreed with the Government's suspension of
Standing Orders to allow this motion to be discussed, it did so on a point of principle. I
would have been much happier had the Goverrunerit had the courage to bring forward a Bill
that spelt out exactly how this particular action will work, so that we could have debated the
actual substance of that Bill and been sure of what we were talking about. We have rnot been
too sure and the debate has been pretty wide-ranging; it has strayed from the substance of this
motion. In fact, the person for whom I feel most sorry is the new member for Dale. His
relatives are in the Chamber waiting for him to make his maiden speech and they have to sit
here and listen to what has been purely a political juggernaut.
Mr Thompson: They may have a long wait. When I came in this sort of thing went on for
four days.

Mr HOUSE: This could go on for days but I hope it does not because we have to get on with
the business of trying to run the State.

A couple of things which have been said have kindled my interest. This motion really is in
two pants, I feel strongly about the disclosure of donations to political parties. I believe that
everybody in this State - individuals, corporations and companies - should be free to make
their own donations to support their own people in any way they like without that being made
public. For example, if someone wants to support an individual member of Parliament, for
whatever reason, by making a monetry donation, I do not see any reason for that donation
being made public. Unless someone can explain to me the benefit of making that sort of
donation public and can explain to me what it would do to make the political process better, I
will hold to that view. It is quite obvious that the Federal legislation has not worked in this
regard because we now have companies making equal donations to all political parties to try
to strike some sort of balance, which negates the whole idea.

I think it is well known that the unions are levied to support the Labor Party. Nobody has
levied to support other political parties in this Parliament, to the best of my knowledge, and it
seems to me that this could be a rather unfair system too.
I wish to speak briefly now about the pecuniary interest of members of Parliamnent. I do not
have any qualms or worries at all about somebody in authority having access to my personal
business and my financial affairs to enable him to make a determination as to whether 1. as an
individual member of Parliament, am corrupt or could be in a position to be corrupted.
However, I believe strongly that that sort of knowledge should not be made public
knowledge. I do not see why any person serving the State as a member of Parliament should
have to have every Tom, Dick and Harry knowing what their financial affairs are, much less
should they have to know the affairs of that person's spouse. Many people are involved in
companies and I do not see why the public should know what their children are involved in
either. That does not seem right to me.

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services raised a point which I think is worth
following up. In fact [ hope he does so. He suggested, if I understood him correctly, that we
should perhaps entrust this sort of information to the Chief Justice. I could go along with that
sort of idea. I could accept that quite readily because I think that a person in that position
would have integrity and therefore would be in a position to make that sort of judgement.
Just how that information could be filtered back to make sure the process works correctly,
and people could become aware that a member of Parliament was being put in a position
where he could become corrupt, I am not exactly sure but I presume the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services would have thought that out.

[ can support that concept and I do not see why we should make our business available to the
public at large. I think it is worthwhile remembering that there is so much information about
individuals available now to corporations and companies. I was rather surprised recently
when I went to a branch of the National Australia Bank to draw some money out using a cash
card. The bank told me that their computer was on the blink but that if I were to go down the
street to the ANZ Bank I would be able to get money from their computer from the National
Australia Bank's account without any trouble at all. I was rather surprised about that,-
although perhaps I should have known. Obviously the banks work on some sort of central
data system and they each in turn have access to information about clients who belong to
other banks. That made me wonder just how much information is compiled about us which
we do not even know about.
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I intend to vote against this particular motion but I will keep an open mind should the
Government introduce a Bill which covers the same areas because I think chat what the
Government is trying to achieve and exactly what is to be disclosed could be more clearly
spelt out in the Bill. I do not think it has been spelt out clearly enough. We have talked
about the principle in this particular instance but I do not think that is good enough when
dealing with legislation which will have such wide-ranging effects.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [2.35 pm]: I am opposed to the motion before the House.

If ever there was an opportuity to follow a classic football play, we have seen it today with
die Premier's introduction of this motion. I talk about the classic football play of the centre
half forward, who is all by himself waiting for the ball to be kicked to him, waiting for the
mark to come, and who hears a couple of footsteps behind him. A voice says, "Let me have
it', he steps to one side and, to and behold, the Leader of the Opposition has picked up the
bail and has taken die play. This motion has saved the Opposition bringing forward this very
matter of pecuniary interest relating to members of Parliament next week. We also warned to
discuss the Goverrnent's involvement, or, as the Premier has desperately tried to explain, its
lack of involvement in receiving donations from organisations.

[t is very interesting to note - and I believe history will show it to be one of the classics of the
decade - die political donation scandal that rocked New South Wales. That particular case
involved the Harris Daishowa fiasco. It is important to understand that in that particular
State the Premier, "Chainsaw" Barry Unsworth, said he was going to take a substantial area
of a woodchipping coup from a company and declare it a national park. This was in the last
weeks of a feverishly contested State Government election campaign. When the Premier's
opponent, Nick Greiner, was approached as to whether he was going to support the move, he
said he would not. At that stage an ALP parliamentarian said, "It just goes to show that
Greiner and those Liberals would not support the concept because they are in the pay of the
woodchippers." Those words will ring long and loud in the ears of members of the ALP, not
only in NSW, but across Australia because when subsequent investigations were made, the
Press went to Greiner and asked him whether he had had his fingers in the honeypot and was
getting money from woodchippers, they found that the Liberals had been given money. The
woodchippers said they had also given money to the ALP and it would show under
declarations of payments to political parties. It is now history and so is Mick Young,
"Chainsaw" Barry Unsworch and the Labor Government of New South Wales.

It followed what was believed to be a smart political trick, but was, in fact, a dumb trick. I do
not have any doubt that the advisers to the former lUnsworth Government will still be saying
to themselves that it seemed like a good idea at the time. From my side of politics, all I can
say is what a danined good idea it was because the stunt backfired. This motion is an
example of another stunt that will backfire on the Dowding Government and all of the
Premier's colleagues will have to wear it.

We still have not heard the inside story of the Teachers Credit Society fiasco. Nor have we
been told of the amount of money that was paid over. A couple of weeks ago Prem-ier
Dowding was interviewed on the Sunday program by Laurie Oakes. I can assure members
that his performance at that interview was a damn sight more convincing than his
performance in this Parliament was today. He did not convince anyone. His performance
with Laurie Oakes two weeks ago was worse than dismal.

Despite what he said about his Government's involvement in business, no-one in this House
today believes what the Premier tried to get across - that is, that his Government did not know
that there had been donations. So much for that charade!-

This motion is of the Government's own making, but the Opposition is running with it. So
much for donations to political parties!

Even though I realised that the questions were sLightly disorderly, Mr Speaker, I asked the
Premier albout the pecuniary interests of the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. The Minister
accepted taxpayers' dollars for the sale of his pastoral properties to Aboriginal interests.
Irrespective of what the Minister says outside the House, the people of Western Australia will
view that sale with a great deal of concern.

Mr Bridge: Can I ask you something?

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister will have a chance to make his own speech.
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Mr Bridge: You said the fact that I sold my family's interests to Aboriginal interests is
causing you concern. What would be the case if I sold them to non-Aborigines?
Mr BLAIXIE: The Minister has gone down the wrong dry gully. I suggest that he take a
turn and move out into the pasture where everyone can see him. I said that the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs has sold his pastoral properties to Aboriginal interests. I suggest that he
explain to the public how he used his influence for his own benefit.
Mr Read: Do you agree with that public perception?
Mr BLAIKI2: I am making my own statement. This Government, not the Opposition and
not the National Party, raised this motion relating to pecuniary interests. The Government set
the agenda today by ensuring that the pecuniary interests of members of Parliament would be
debated.
Mr Read: Right. I have no worries about that.
Mr BLAIE: As long as the member understands what the Government has done. So that
the Minister could sell his properties to Aboriginal interests, he had to secure the approval of
his ministerial colleague, the Minister for Lands, because pastoral leases cannot be sold in
Western Australia unless that approval is obtained.
Mr Bridge: Are you suggesting I didn't obtain that?
Mr BLAIKIE: -The Minister told us in this Parliament last night that he obtained it.

Mr Bridge: Are you saying that I did not obtain that approval?
Mr BLAIKIE: I said that the Minister told us in the Parliament last night that he obtained it.

Mr Bridge: You don't know what you are talking about. Are you saying that I did not obtain
the approval of the Minister to dispose of those properties?
Ms BLAIKIE: I am saying that the Minister told us in this Parliament last night that he did.
The Minister needs to understand that the public have the perception that he used his position
as a Minister to influence his ministerial colleague to give him that approval.
I assure the Government that this is only the first phase of continuing attempts by the
Opposition to seek a satisfactory explanation from the Minister not only about his own
conduct but also about the conduct of his colleague in giving him approval to sell those
properties which were paid for with taxpayers' funds. It ill-behoves the Government to move
a motion in this House relating to political donations when we know that Labor Governments
in other States and the Federal Labor Government are up to their elbows in the cookie jar.
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, by his actions, has led the public to believe that
Ministers are somehow apart from the general community. He will have to do a lot of
explaining to convince the public that he did not take advantage of his ministerial position to
sell those properties.
I reject the motion.
MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) (2.47 pm]: One wonders who moved this motion. I
understand that it was moved by the Premier, but I was not present. I also understand that it
was supported by the Leader of the House. Neither of them is here at this time which seems
to indicate that they do not have much heant for the argument. The reason they do not have
much heart is that they know that this motion is a blatant political trick which has backfird
on them.
Members should look at what happened in recent elections and ask themselves whether the
Government is dinkumn about the disclosure of political funds. During the last State election
campaign, the Labor Party outspent the Liberal Party and National Party by a ratio of about
4:1. It should be the last organisation that would want to disclose the source of its funds for
political campaigns. The Goverrnent knows what the attitude of members on this side of the
House is to the disclosure of pecuniary interests and other related matters. We have made our
position clear on a number of occasions. The Government knew that this motion would not
be supported by the Opposition as it knows that any legisladion that it intr~uteW1Il liavr
little chance of surviving both Houses of Parliament.
It was against that background of knowing that legislation had little chance of success that the
Government introduced this motion today. It is an attempt to kid the people that it is dinkum
about the publication of information relating to donations for political campaigns.
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The last thing they want is for that to occur. Indeed, I understand that there are substantial
funds already amassed in the coffers of the Australian Labor Party to contest the next election
and I am sure that it does not want the source of those funds to be made public.

Mr Stephens: If the Governrrent brings in legislation it can make it retrospective so it can
disclose that!

Mr THOMPSON: I am sure the Government will make it retrospective! If a Bill of this kind
is introduced into this Padlianment the Government knows there is little chance that it will be
passed because it knows the attitude of both the Liberal and National Parties about the
disclosure of pecuniary interests of members of Parliament and the disclosure of sums of
money for campaigns.
I have contested seven elections and I am happy to state where the funds for those elections
have come from. I can say that no significant sum of money has come from one individual,
The money has come as a result of people participating in a series of social functions and has
involved literally hundreds and thousands of people over the years. For the election that I
suspect will be held next year probably 3 000 people have participated in a series of social
functions to date and they will participate in a couple of functions that will be held before the
election. All of them have been involved in raising the money that will support my
campaign.

The perception in the community is that political campaigns are funded by a small group of
people and that great dollops of money go to individual campaigns. As a long-time
campaigner in elections I know that is simply not the case. I suspect that as far as the
members on this side of the House are concerned the money that is raised for election
campaigns comes from those people who participate in party activities. The money is raised
over a long period of time and involves a lot of people.
I am sure that nothing will be served by having a register outlining the source of campaign
funds. In my case the document would have to be very thick in order to list the names and
addresses of all the people who have been involved in raising funds for my election
campaigns. I am certainly opposed to the implementation of this type of register.

I go back to the question of the political charade that is being perpetrated by the motion
before the House. Government members do not have their hearts in it and that has been
demonstrated by the fact that many of them are not present in the Chamber.
I am certainly opposed to the suggestion made in this motion that we should support the
introduction of a Bill to require the disclosure of donations to political parties and the
pecuniary interests of members of Parliament. We should look at what has happened in the
Federal Parliament where disclosures are required. When one looks at that situation, one
would come to understand that it is an absolute farce. In some respects it would be an
unnecessary and unacceptable invasion of many people's privacy. It would not only apply to
members of Parliament, but also there would be a clamnour for it to apply to relatives of
members of Parliament, and it is not appropriate that that should occur.

It is a sham and an absolute charade. The fact that the Premier and the other Government
spokesman on this issue have not bothered to stay in this Chamber for the debate is a clear
indication that they have no sincere interest in this motion. The motion was brought to this
Parliament because the Government knows that it is on a hook; that it is going down thie
gurgier; and it will pull every trick it can think of to try to divert the commuity's attention
from the central issues that confront it.

The Government knows that the community will see something a little unusual in David
Forster's assertions yesterday that a donation was made by Teachers Credit Society to the
Labor Party. David Forster lives in my electorate and I know him personally. Although I
have a great deal of respect for him and his wife it has been my perception that they do not
support the political party of which I am a member. The article in this morning's The West
Australian relating to his disclosure in the court yesterday made good reading to me.

Another aspect of this motion which I consider to be unacceptable is that it would be an
invasion of privacy to a lot of people in the community. I am sure that the people who
support the functions conducted by the various political parties - the Labor Party included -
would not like to see their names printed on a register. Many people identify with members
of Parliament individually because they support them personally and some of them actually
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do not vote for the party to which those members belong. I know many people who support
me personally, but in their own electorate they support the Labor candidate. I would be
surprised if the same is not true of members who sit on the other side of the House.

It would be unfair for a person who supports a candidate on that basis suddenly to find his
name listed on a register and be branded as a card-carrying supporter of a particular party.
The Government is not dinkum about what it is doing and it has no heart in this fight.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)
Dr Alexander Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Kr P.J. Smith
Mrs Beggs Mr Peter Dowding Mr Marlborough Mr Troy
Mr Bertram Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Can Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Hodge Mr D.L. Smith Mr Thomas (Teller)

Noes (19)
Mr Blaikcie Mr Cowan Mr Macinnon Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bradsbaw Mr Greig Mr Stephens Mr Watt
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Me Thompson Mr Wiese
Nit Claiko Mr House Mr Trenorden Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Reg Tubby

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Evans Mr Crane
N& Parker Mr Schell
Wr Grill Mr Grayden
Mr Taylor Mr Meas ares
Mr Tom Jones Mr Lightfoot
Mrts Buchanan M~rWilliamns

Question thus passed.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - THIRD DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 18 May.

MR FRED TUBBY (Dale) [3.03 pm]: In speaking to the Address-in-Reply I wish to cover
some issues currently of concern to people in the Dale electorate and then to touch on one
issue of widespread concern in the State. Before doing so, however, I congratulate the new
members for Ascot and B alga on their recent successes in the by-elections.

I thank members on both sides of the House for the courtesies they have extended to me in
welcoming me to the Parliament. My sincere thanks and appreciation are extended to the
staff and officers of the Parliament for their guidance and assistance. I am suire that all
members appreciate the courteous and efficient manner in which these people carry out their
duties. I hope that I never reach the stage of failing to acknowledge this level of assistance.

It is a great honour for me to succeed a member who had such a long and distinguished career
in this place. Cyril Rushton is a man whom I respect most highly. He is loved and respected
throughout the electorate he served so faithfully for 23 years. I also acknowledge the
tremendous support and guidance he provided to me during the past four months. I have no
doubt that he will continue to keep a keen eye on every move I make, before the electorate
which he knew so well passes into the history books at the coming general election.

Speaking of things passing into history, I must admit to a slight feeling of pride in being able
to contribute to the history of this place by being part of the first father and son combination
to represent our party simultaneously. I have the greatest respect for my father, Reg Tubby,
and know that in his quiet, honest and down-to-earth way he has made a significant
contribution to the electorate of Greenough and to the State. I hope that I am able to emulate
N61B-6
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his integrity, even if I am unable to emulate his quiet and polite nature. I presume that the
fact that but for a few votes my mother, Marj Tubby, may also have been sitting in this place.
has also been brought to the House's attention.

It also gives me a great deal of pleasure to observe that three members can now lay claim to
representing the tiny and virtually unkcnown wheatbelt siding of Gutha. Unfortunately, one of
our number strayed somewhere along the way and I now find her sitting on the opposite side
of the House. Given her background and upbringing, however, I am certain that the member
for Subiaco, Dr Car-men Lawrence, has already made and will continue to make a major
contribution to the Parliament and our State. Having just come from a 22-year career in
education, I wish her all the very best in her elevation to what has become a very
beleaguered, embattled and demoralised Education Ministry.
Before speaking on the issues in Dale, it would be very remidss of me not to thank the electors
of Dale for their support at the recent by-election. I know that many of my constituents were
disillusioned and angry that the Goverrnent could not be bothered to field an official
candidate, preferring instead to hide behind the coat tails of a so-called Independent. I am
certain that this anger will continue to grow and will be fully manifested in the forthcoming
general election.
I could have chosen to speak today on many issues affecting the Dale electorate. I have
selected the four issues which appeared to cause most concern during the campaign leading to
the by-election.
The first issue of concern is that of drainage in the foothills. Drainage and flooding problems
on the scarp and foothills raised more concern during my campaign than all other issues
combined. People living in these axreas purchased land and built lovely homes, or purchased
existing properties, only to find that their small slice of paradise becomes a raging torrent of
water during our heavy winter storms. As further development takes place the watershed
becomes more of a problem. This winter the problem has been further exacerbated by the
bush fires which swept through large areas of Crown land along the scarp earlier in the year.
The scarp above the suburb of Clifton Hills was a prime example during the recent
downpours. The runoff from this area has been almost as effective as that achieved by a tin
roof on a farni home stead.
I submit to the House and to the Minister for Water Resources that because of the Crown land
watershed the flooding problems along the scarp are in the main Government problems which
require Government solutions. The task is beyond the resources of the Armadale City
Council and it would be a gross injustice if the residential properties in this area were rated in
order to control the runoff from Crown land.
The second issue is that of the corridor plan. This issue, especially in the hills and foothills
areas, relates to my previous point. If the Government decides to accept recommendations in
the report dealing with the infilling of the corridors, our drainage problems in these areas will
become even more significant. With every roof that goes up and every bitumen road that is
constructed we are increasing the area of watershed. In my opinion the time to solve this
problem is during development, If it is done properly, blocks will be priced so far out of the
market that nobody will be able to afford their purchase. I have to look no further from my
electorate than to areas of Gosnells and Maddington for examples of areas which have
already been zoned for residential development but which remain untouched for precisely this
reason.
Apart from possible drainage problems I am also concerned that the whale character of our
city will be detrimentally and irreversibly changed if we start infilling the green belts and
special rural areas between the corridors. Many people in these areas have established
beautiful homes and properties and a way of life that is becoming more attractive as life
becomes increasingly more hectic. It is not sufficient simply to say to these people that if
they wish to continue their lifestyle they will have to sell up and move further out. I fully
realise that under the current planning scheme land for high density residential development
near Pert's centre is becoming scarce. However, the infilling of the corridors is not the
solution.

In my opinion decentralisation is the solution, and if there is an economic cost in the
provision of transport and services to the increasingly lengthening corridors I feel it is a cost
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we should be prepared to pay. In the long term it will be an insignificant price to pay in
comparison with the social and environmental aspects associated with the huge, sprawling,
densely populated, polluted city whose character would become indistinguishable from all the
other cities in the world.
My third point is on the issue of road improvements: Four roads in my electorate are
dangerous and badly in need of attention. First and foremost is the South Western Highway
which is developing an atrocious record for fatalities. The following article was printed in an
Armadale edition of the Comment News on Tuesday, 17 May -

CRASH! SAME OLD STORY

The intersection of Watkins Road and South Western Highway at Mundijong was the
scene of another car accident last week when three cars piled up at about 11Iam on
Wednesday.

The cars involved - a Holden Gemini, Toyota Hilux four-wheel drive and a Ford
Falcon - were all travelling south along the highway and were apparently trying to
avoid a car turning right into Watkins Road.
There is no feeder lane for cars making right-hand turns into Watkins Road.

The occupants of the vehicles had minor injuries and were admitted to
Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial Hospital for observation.
The accident comes just two weeks after a front page stry in Comment News
described that section of the highway as a death stretch.
The Shire of Serpentine-Jarrahdale has asked that the Main Roads Department
upgrade what it claims to be a very hazardous stretch of road.
Four people were killed in an accident at the Watkins Road intersection earlier this
year and local residents are witnessing near misses between vehicles almost every
day.
A Main Roads Department spokesman said they would investigate the stretch of road
for the council.

This is a major highway in dire need of attention. A quick short-term solution would be the
installation of regular passing lanes and turning lanes on the major side roads, similar to those
constructed on Albany Highway.
Two dangerous and badly constructed roads regularly used by constituents in the southern
part of my electorate are the Boddington - Dwellingup road and the North Dandalup -
Mandurah road. The former is used by local residents and tourists, and the latter by local
residents and Alcoa employees who commute from Mandurah each day. I hope that the
responsible Minister will take cognisance of my remarks with regard to all three of these
major roadways.
The fourth road I wish to mention is currently outside my electorate, but services some of my
constituents; that is, Mils Road which comes down the face of the scarp to connect
Roleystone with the Tonkin Highway. This road, which is heavily utilised by Roleystone
residents, is situated within the Gosnells City Council area and the major users live within the
Arinadale City Council area. As this House can appreciate, the Gosnells ratepayers are
reluctant to upgrade a road whose main users pay rates to another council. In this situation
there is a strong case for Mills Road to be brought under the auspices of the Main Roads
Department.
The fourth electorate concern I wish to mention today is the rare earth plant at Pinjarra. I
fully realise that the Government is awaiting a report from the Environmental Protection
Authority before making a final decision on the establishment of this plant. On behalf of my
constituents, I wish to submit strongly that they are overwhelmingly opposed to both the
establishment of this plant and the transportation of products and waste through the
electorate. Whether or not the report gives an all clear, the population of my electorate has
already developed the perception that it will cause severe problems in a range of areas,
including air pollution, water pollution and transportation. The Government and the
company will be hard-pressed to convince them to the contrary and, if these people are
echoing feelings within the wider community, I submit that this Government is in a very
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dubious position. From a personal point of view I seriously question whether the number of
jobs likely to be created and the limited income to be derived for our State are sufficient
justification to proceed in the face of possible long term environmental problems and the high
level of opposition being expressed throughout my electorate.
Government members would be well advised to hear what I am saying because I have fronted
two very large and quite hostile meetings in Serpentine and Dwellingup on this issue and, due
to the absence of any Government politicians, had to carry a good deal of the flak. Perhaps,
on reflection, if I had been a member of the Government, I would have stayed away as well.
I now wish to address a general issue, which is near and dear to my heart and in which I have
been involved for the past 22 years; that is, education. However, before doing so, it is
incumbent on me to establish my background in order to give credibility to the comments I
shall make. I very much doubt whether too many people in this House can lay claim to being
brought up in a tent for the first two years of their jives as their parents battled to make a
productive farm out of a partly cleared and mun-down property. Perhaps it was this rather
elementary start in life which spurred me to later leave the family farm and take up a manual
arts course at Claremont Teachers College. Following graduation I taught all the various
trades in district high schools for three years before switching to science teaching for a
further three years and eventually to the primary service where promotional prospects looked
considerably brighter. I have been promoted right through the primary service, in the course
of which I have lived in nine different communities before coming to Perth three and a half
years ago. During my country service we lived in four different mining communities and
five wheat-belt communities ranging in size from a two-teacher school in the heart of Cowan
country, Mt Walker. to one of the larger wheat-belt towns of Merredin.
To say that I thoroughly enjoyed every minute of my former career would be an
understatement. My wife and I joined wholeheartedly every community in which we lived.
We worked hard and we came to know and respect people from all walks of life over a vast
area of our State.
I have a degree in education and am a member of many professional bodies, including the
Australian College of Education. Pior to my election to this House, for two years I was the
Junior Vice President of the Western Australian Primary Principals Association.
In 1979, while I was principal of the Koorda Primary School, our education system was
opened up to the rest of the world by the then Director-General of Education, Dr David
Mossenson, as a contribution to the WAY 1979 celebrations. During the course of that year
many conferences were undertaken and distinguished educators from a range of countries
toured schools throughout the State and literally placed our system under their professional
microscopes. In this exercise our system came through with flying colours. Our visitors
were amazed at the quality of education, the professionalism of the teachers, the quality of
our school buildings and the resources being used within classrooms. They were surprised
even more at the degree of equity to be found in all schools from the most remote of our
country schools to any school in the metropolitan area. They were also very taken with the
services provided by the Distance Education Centre and the Schools of the Air. Many of our
ideas, methods and innovations were taken on board for possible implementation in other
parts of the world. Less than 10 years ago we had a unique system of education in this State
which had been developed over many years to suit the nature of our huge land mass and
unevenly distributed, small population. It was a system which was working well and from
which other countries could learn a thing or two.
Today, after five years of the grossest political interference, our State school system is in a
state of crisis. Teachers and principals are demoralised and many are leaving the service, If
it were not for the tight employment situation they would be escaping in droves. Students are
taking unprecedented strike action and our educational standards are being slammed by wide
sections of the community. School maintenance and minor works programs are a sham and
once-great educational regions have been parochialised into small, insular and less cost
effective districts. I could speak at length in many areas, but on this occasion I will restrict
myself to four.
The first is the change which has been made to tertiary entrance. Instead of having to achieve
a high aggregate mark spread over five subjects, the minimum has now become
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three. Unfortunately, many students axe opting for the minimum and, in order to gain their
certificate of secondary education, are selecting three less onerous, non-TEE subjects to make
up their Year 12 countes. Students who spread their time over five or six TEE level subjects
are being severely penalised against those students concentrating on the bare minimumn of
three. A few nights ago on one of the television channels two Year 12 boys were discussing
this point. One had decided to drop maths 1I and m so that he could concentrate on the easier
general maths 1. The other boy intended to persist with maths fl and Ml to gain a broader
background, even though he knew he would be at a serious disadvantage. At a time when
Australia is trying to expand into new high-tech industries it seems appalling to demean the
requirement for tertiary entrance to this degree. Where is the pursuit of excellence? Where is
the incentive to make sure our tertiary students have a broad, solid base on which to build?
As a former educator and father of a son currently involved in year 12 study I find this
situation utterly appalling. When the TEE results are published at the end of this year and
tertiary selections are made, the general public will fully realise the magnitude of this major
change.

The second topic I wish to cover is just as disastrous, but it will have an even more
significant impact as it involves all children proceeding on to secondary education and not
just those hopefuil of entering a tertiary institution. This is, of course, the new unit
curriculum. I will not go into any great detail on this system as I am sure that most members
have a basic understanding of it, either from first hand experience with their children or from
the widespread media coverage it has attracted. For my purposes today, it will suffice to say
that all secondary schools have broken up traditional subject areas into term or semester
length units. These units are of varying intensity and students are able to select, with some
school initiated restrictions and guidance from counsellors, units to suit their interests and
abilities.

In principle, this system has much to offer. It is the conversion of this principle into practice
that has placed our secondary schools in a state of crisis. For the past 12 months our
secondary teachers and administrators have been placed under the most appalling stress in
trying to implement such a major change within such a short time span. Imagine the work
load as every secondary school attempted to develop courses for the up to 200 units to be
offered. That they were able to achieve that speaks volumes for their dedication and
professionalism. However, this is only the first year and, if this House considers the furore
that took place at the beginning of this year is over, members are in for a surprise.

As children progress through the system their courses become more diverse and the level of
resources required increases significantly. In my opinion, this year has been a pipedream
compared to what will come in 1989 and 1990. Once again, I have both a professional and a
personal interest in this major initiative as I have a daughter suffering the unit curriculum in
year 9. Like many people out in the community I hold this Government responsible for the
disruption and disorganisation of my daughter's secondary education and, once again, I
would not like to be in the responsible Minister's shoes when all the chickens come home to
roost on this little lot.

My third topic is intended to give the new Minister for Education a little professional advice
on an area currently under consideration; that is, the Report on Languages Other Than
English. or LOTE. In simple terms, we need LOTE, especially in the primary schools, as
badly as we need another hole in the head. The proposal is to introduce a wide range of
languages into schools which, in the case of years one to seven, would constitute 60 minutes
of study each week.

Teachers do not have the time to do everything that is expected of them now, without taking
another hour out of every week. Continuity for transferring pupils would be impossible due
to the number of languages under consideration, and the cost of providing teachers would be
astronomical. If the Government is so flush with funds that it is even considering this
proposal, can I suggest an alternative in the language field? Surely these funds could be
better expended on the English As a Second Language program to ensure that our new
immigrants gain a quicker and better understanding of our language. Perhaps more resources
could be poured into improving the English literacy and grammuar skills that our tertiary
institutions are currently finding to be so abysmal. Any of these suggestions would be of far
greater benefit to our children than would the adoption of the recommendations made in the
report under consideration.
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Finally, I come to the issue which, in the long term, will be more detrimental to our system of
education in this State than all other issues combined. 'This, of course, is the destruction and
politicisation of what was previously known as the Education Department. Along with many
of my colleagues, I fully realised that some minor changes to the departmient were in order.
However, to dismantle completely a system which has been gradually developed over 70-odd
years to cope with our State's unique situation was, at the very least, irresponsible.
At the end of last year some 1 000 years of accumulated educational experience were lost to
our State's education system. Specialist educators have been thrust into areas of
responsibility about which they have absolutely no knowledge or experience. People from
other walks of life have taken over key posiiions in the professional side of the Education
Ministry and very junior, inexperienced people within the system have been promoted way
beyond their level of understanding and competence, Senior, experienced personnel have
been sidestepped or demoted because their knowledge or experience may have been an
embarrassment to the new senior staff.
The various subject areas within the curriculum no longer have senior staff responsible for
their oversight. I could not express their loss as succinctly as a group of concerned parents
and teachers did in an insert in The West Australian of 3 March 1987, as follows -

THANKS to secondary subject Superintendents of Education for your selfless
dedication to our children and teachers over many years. Your clandestine removal
was without honour. Education in this State has been dealt a body blow. Like a ship
without a pilot, we will miss your wisdom, concern and guidance.

A year or so ago the Churchiands Senior High School concert band came second in an
international competition in Europe. Many other high schools have offered similar
opportunities to their students and the primary schools' music program was really starting to
become effective. All this will now run down as the Music Branch, which financed, directed,
and hired instruments and coordinated these programs is no longer.

Similar treatment was meted out to the Education Support Branch, the Guidance Branch, and
the Early Childhood Branch. Without the drive and specialised expertise necessary for their
coordination these excellent programs will simply wither away. No doubt under the new
structure some schools will continue to excel in certain areas where parents and the
community have the drive and finances to propel them. However, the equity of our system
has gone. The poorer, rural, and remote schools will all be the losers.

Our State education system has come a long, long way since those heady days of 1979 but,
unfortunately, during the past five years it has all been downhill.

If the Government cannot accept what I have said today, I challenge its members to open
their eyes and take a good, hard look at what they have created. I also challenge them to
open their ears so that they can hear what principals, teachers, the Teachers Union and the
community are saying about our State education System.

Finally, after 22 years in education, it saddens me to the quick to realise that it is the
destruction of our State school system that will play such a significant role in the fall of this
Government at the forthcoming election.

[Applause.]

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

GERALDTON MID-WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY BILL

Second Reading

MR. CARR (Geraldton - Minister for Regional Development) [3:28 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to establish a Geraldton Mid-West Development Authority to plan,
coordinate and promote the econom-ic and social development of the Geraldton mid-west
region of WA.

In [986 the State Government accepted a recommendation of the Geraldton Mid-West
Regional Development Advisory Committee and the regional grouping of municipal councils
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to undertake the Geraldton Mid-West Regional Study. A management committee with
representatives from both groups was formed to supervise the study, which prepared a
development strategy focused on enhancing the economic and social development of the
region.

One of the key recommendations of the study was the establishment of the Geraldton Mid-
West Development Authority. An interim authority was established on I January 1988 and
this eml proposes the establishment of the authority on a statutory basis.

The functions of the authority will be to plan, promote, coordinate and facilitate the economic
and social development of the Geralilton mid-west region. This will be achieved by close
cooperation between the authority, other Government agencies, local government, private
developers, and community groups.

The Government recognises the need for encouraging regional development and perceives as
essential the need for local community input into decision making. It is only through
cooperation between Governments at all levels, private enterprise and local communities that
development compatible with community expectations can be maximised.

The proposed authority has three main components: A board, an advisory committee and
support staff. The Bill provides the authority with powers and functions In the Geraldton
mid-west region similar to the powers and functions provided by the Great Southern
Development Authority Act to the Great Southern Development Authority. The only
significant difference is the provision of penalties for failing to disclose direct or in~direct
pecuniary interest in matters under consideration by the board.
The seven person board will consist of a chairman, deputy chairman, the director ex officio
and four other members. The board is the governing body and provides policy direction for
the authority.

The advisory committee will consist of a chairman and 12 to 14 members. The membership
of the advisory committee will be representative of the interests of the people of the
(leraldton mid-west. There is special emphasis on the important role of local government,
and at least six members of the advisory committee will come from nominees from local
government, It is intended also that the membership will reflect a substantial representation
of people from all areas of the Geraldton mid-west. Their expertise and interest will provide
a significant contribution to the development of effective policies and initiatives.

It will be noted that this legislation will enable the authority to establish conunittees for the
purpose of assisting it to carry out its functions. Such committees will be able to examine
specific areas of economic and social development and provide additional expertise and
community input. I am confident that through the proposed structure the authority will
integrate local community expectations into its decision-making processes.

The staff of the authority is the third and most essential component of the proposed structure.
Staff under the direction of the director and board will implement authority functions. A
small, efficient and effective unit of eight to nine staff is proposed in the first instance, with
the capacity to engage consultants where specific expertise is required. Staff would be
employed under the Public Service Act 1978. Funding for the proposed authority in the main
would be provided from the Consolidated Revenue Fund as approved by Parliament.
In line with modem management practices in the public sector this Bill emphasises delegated
authority and accountability. The authority will be based in Geraldton and through its board
and advisory committee will ensure that the decisions which are made reflect the priorities of
the Geraldton mid-west. The authority will be accountable to and subject to ministerial
direction, and to the Financial Administration and Audit Act 1985, including the preparation
of audited annual reports.

A review of the operations and effectiveness of the Act is proposed after five years. The
review report will be made available to each House of Parliament. 1 an sure the Geraldton
Mfid-West Development Authority will provide the impetus for increased economic and
social development in the region. The authority has already initiated a number of projects of
potential benefit to the region. These include: A strategy to improve post-secondary
education in the region; improving commercial links between the Murchison and Geraldton;
encouraging mining companies to operate from Cieraldton and the mid-west rather than from
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Perth; and ongoing planning for the redevelopment of the Geraldion foreshore. Further
projects are proposed in the authority's program for 1988-89 that will benefit the region as a
whole.

I commend the Bill to the House.

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

TREASURER'S ADVANCE AUTHORIZATION BILL
Second Reading

MR PEARCE (Arnaclale - Leader of the House) [3.33 pm]: I move, on behalf of the
Treasurer -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Treasurer's Advance Authorisation Bill authorises the Treasurer to make withdrawals
from the public bank account to provide advances for authorised purposes chargeable to the
Treasurer's Advance Account within the monetary Limit available for the financial year
commencing 1 July 1988. In addition the Bill seeks supplementation of the monetary limit
available for the 1987-.88 financial year. The monetary lim-it specified within clause 4 of the
Bill represents an authorisation for the Treasurer to withdraw up to $200 million for the
financing of advances in the 1.988-89 financial year.

The purposes for which advances may be made are set out within clause 5 of the Bill and
remain unchanged from those authorised in previous years. Where payments are made in
respect of a new item or for supplementation of an existing item of expenditure of the
Cons8olidated Revenue Fund or General Loan and Capital Works Fund, those payments will
be chargeable against the appropriate fund pending parliamentary appropriation i the next
financial year. Advances proposed for other purposes are repayable by the recipient.
The monetary limit of $200 million for the 1988-89 financial year represents an increase of
$25 million over the 1987-88 authorisation specified in section 4 of the Treasurer's Advance
Authorisation Act 1987. The increase is necessary to accommodate the need of a number of
operating accounts operated through Treasurer's Advance arrangements. Members would be
aware that a number of activities, such as the Building Management Authority's works and
sales account and suspense stores for printing and supply services, are initially financed by
way of Treasurer's Advance, which is subsequently recouped from the department or
statutory authority on whose behalf the work or service was performed.

Clause 6 of the Bill seeks a $35 million increase in the monetary limit available in the
financial year ending 30 June 1988. The need to supplement the limait is a result of a
$35 milion interest bearing advance to the Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia to
enable it to continue to meet the capital adequacy requirements established by the Reserve
Bank, and other unavoidable commitments chargeable against the Consolidated Revenue
Fund or General Loan and Capital Works Fund. These payments of course have been
authorised in accordance with the Financial Administration and Audit Act and they will be
submitted to Parliament in the usual way via the appropriation BiWs.

I commuend the Bill to the House.

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

GOLD BANKING CORPORATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [3.36 pm]: I move, on behalf of the
Treasurer -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Gold Banking Corporation Bill 1987 was passed by Parliament in 1.987 and received the
assent of the Governor in December last year. The principal purpose of the Act is to establish
a new State bank, namely Cold Banking Corporation, and to consolidate the activities of
Western Australian Mint and GoldCorp Australia as subsidiaries within a single legislative
framework and group corporate structure. The major function of Gold Banking
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Corporation is to canry on banking business. It will specialise in the provision of
international banking and other financial services initially in the gold industry and
subsequently in other areas of the Australian economy.

When introducing the Gold Banking Corporation Bil last year, the former Treasurer
informed members that it was proposed to adopt and conform to the prudential requirements
of the Reserve Bank of Australia applying to trading banks. The amendments proposed in
this Bill are designed to assist Gold Bank in so doing. Bank status is conferred upon an
applicant financial institution by the issue of an authority to carry on the business of banking
as a bank pursuant to the Conmonwealth Banking Act 1959. A banking authority is granted
by the Governor-General on the recommtendation of the Commnonwealth Treasurer following
a rigorous administrative process during which the applicant financial institution must satisfy
the Reserve Bank that it is capable of carrying on the business of banking in a prudent and
competent manner. The length of time taken by this process can vary. The 16 new foreign
banks recently established in Australia were authorised through this process over a period of
seven to 18 months. They were of course already established banks in their home countries.

The prudential supervision of a bank by the Reserve Bank of Australia is a matter of
Commonwealth Government policy and a major prerequisite for formal recognition of bank
status. Members will be aware that State banks do not require a banking authority to be
issued under the Banking Act 1959 because they are not subject to that Act by force of
section 51 of the Constitution. The authority to carry on banking business is normally
conferred on a State bank under the State legislation establishing it. However, all State banks
comply with Reserve Bank prudential supervision on a voluntary basis through regular
consultation and discussion.

The State Government believes that a prudent and cautious approach must be adopted in the
development of a new banking institution to ensure that potential clients have complete
confidence in it. The Government has decided therefore that the establishment of Gold
Banking Corporation as a bank should be subject to the same administrative process and
prudential standards that are applied by the Reserve Bank to other financial institutions
proposing to establish as a bank in Australia.

Mr Court: You gave that undertaking when the original Bill was brought before the House.

Mr PEARCE: That is right.

Mr Court: So why is it in this B ill? You gave us the assurances under the original Bill.

Mr PEARCE: We are amending the Act to make doubly sure that which is currently sure.

Mr Court: So dare I say it: We were right again.

Mr PEAR.CE: The member may say it, and he will doubtless mention it once or twice when
we come to debate this Bill, but whether there will be greater accuracy in his pronouncements
than there has been on previous occasions remains to be seen.
To continue with the second reading speech, the Bill now before the House gives effect to
this decision and will commence this process. It proposes three amendments to advance the
bank status and prudential supervision of Gold Banking Corporation with the Reserve Bank.
Clause 4 of the Bil proposes to amend section 4 of the Act to provide for the use of a
transitional corporate name during the period in which the banking business of Gold Bank is
being fully developed to the point where it could be accorded bank status and come within
the supervision of the Reserve Bank. The timing of this outcome will be a matter for
negotiation with the Reserve Bank. Developing the business to that point could involve a
period of 12 to 18 months.

At establishment Gold Banking Corporation will undertake and develop the banking business
currently conducted by GoldCorp Australia and the Western Australian Mint. At this stage
the banking services and products of Gold Banking Corporation would be limited to its
activities in the international gold industry.

It is therefore important to ensure that, during the establishment period in which its banking
business is being fully developed, there is no misunderstanding or expectation on the part of
the general public that Gold Banking Corporation is capable of providing the full range of
banking services that is available from major banks or that its operations are being supervised
by the Reserve Bank.
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During this period the body corporate constituted uinder section 4 as "Gold Banking
Corporation" will be known as, and trade under, the transitional corporate namne of "Gold
Corporation" by deleting the word "Banking" so that -

(1) the transitional corporate name shall apply during the transitional period in
which bank scamus and prudential supervision is being established and the
banking business of Gold Banking Corporation is being fully developed;

(2) the transitional period will end on a day specified by the Governor by notice
published in the Government Gazette upon the recommendation of the board
and thereafter the name of the body corporate shall be Gold Banking
Corporation.

Mr Court: It sounds awfully as though some Federal Treasury people have had a go at this
operation.
Mr PEARCE: The member will understand that I am making this speech on someone else's
behalf.

Mr Court: I thought you were in charge.

Mr PEARCE: No, it is the Treasurer's Bill, so the member can discuss these things with him
when the time comes.

The timing of the end of the transitional period will be discussed with the Reserve Bank.

Clause 5 of the Bill proposes to amend section 5 of the Act to provide for the appointment of
an additional three directors. The Reserve Bank has advised that banks must have a majority
of non-executive directors in attendance and voting at board meetings. The Act currently
provides for the appointment of four executive directors and five other directors including the
chairman, all of whom must be non-executive appointments to meet this requirement. The
proposed amendment will increase the maximum number of non-executive directors who
may be appointed to the board from five to eight and ensure chat the required majority is
maintained in the event that a non-executive director is absent.
Clause 6 of the Bill proposes to amend section 16 of the Act to increase the paid-up capital of
Gold Bank from $ 10 million to the minimum amount now required by the Reserve Bank for
the establishment of a new bank, that amount being $25 million.

Since the Act was passed the Reserve Bank has issued a discussion paper on the capital
adequacy of banks. The paper adopts in principle the general framework for capital
measurement and standards proposed by the bank for international settlements, the object of
which is to achieve a comnmon approach internationally for measuring the capital adequacy of
banks and to establish a miinimumn capital adequacy standard in relation to their "risk
adjusted" assets. In this paper, the capital of banks is proposed to be defined in terms of two
tiers. Tier 1, or 'core capital", comprises fully paid ordinary shares, share premidum account,
general reserves, retained earnings, and minority interests in the equity of subsidiaries that are
not wholly owned. Tier 2, or "supplementary capital", includes general provisions for
doubtful debts, asset revaluation reserves, and hybrid debt capital instruments such as
perpetual subordinated debt and mandatory convertible notes.

The proposed increase in the capital will form the tier 1 or core capital of Gold Bank. This is
needed at establishment to enable the growth of cte banking assets, profits, and banking
business of Gold Bank at commercially competitive rates and so that the banking business
can be fully developed within internationally acceptable prudential standards.

The approach proposed for working towards the establishment of the bank status and
pmudential supervision of Gold Banking Corporation has been discussed with and accepted by
the Reserve Bank, The process will commence with a major submission proposing the
establishmnent of Gold Banking Corporation as a bank as is required of other financial
institutions applying for banking authority.

The Gold Banking Corporation Act 1987 represents a major Government initiative that aims
at securing a long-term future for our State and Australia in the international gold industry.
An important objective of Gold Bank is to create wealth and generate export income by
providing international banking and other financial services for the development and growth
of the Australian gold industry.
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Since the crash on world stock markets on 19 October last year, equity capital for small to
medium gold companies has virtually evaporated. Project finance and term debt have
become the major source of capital for the development of new gold projects and the
expansion of existing goldmines. A constant stream of applications for financing new gold
projects has been received by GoldCorp since the passing of the Act.

The establishment of Gold Banking Corporation occurs at a critical period in the growth of
the Australian gold industry. Gold exports are playing a significant role in the export
performance and international rating of the Australian economy. In 1988 gold is estimated to
earn $3.4 billion in export income for Australia and ranks only behind coal and wool in
importance. Western Australia remains Australia's leading gold producer and is estimated to
produce 116 tonnes in 1988 with an export value of roundly $2.2 billion.

I commend the Bill to the House.

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

ARTIFICIAL BREEDING OF STOCK AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (A-rmadale - Leader of the House) (3.45 pm]: On behalf of the Minister for
Agriculture, I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Artificial Breeding of Stock Act provides for controls over the various methods of
artificially breeding livestock and this includes the collection and transfer of ova from one
female animal to another. The present Act makes it an offence for a person other than a
veterinary surgeon or the owner of the stock to carry out ovum transplants. This legislation,
which has been in place for more than 20 years. was made at a time when the only technique
for transplanting ova was by surgical means. With advances in technology it is now
possible - in fact it is common practice - to collect ova in cattle and to transfer these as
embryos to recipient cows without any surgery. This is done by flushing the ova out of the
donor animals.

Mr Blaikie: You are quite well informed.

Mr PEARCE: Indeed I am; I am a full bottle on this. I will play an important part in the
debate when it comes about.

The cattle industry requested a change in the legislation so as to permit these non-surgical
ovum transplant procedures to be carried out by persons who are not veterinary surgeons,
provided they are suitably qualified and licensed under the Act. The amendments allow for
this. The issue has been widely canvassed with industry and I believe the changes will have
widespread support.

In the interests of the welfare of the animals, and in line with longstanding principles, where
the surgical technique is used - including injection of local anaesthetic into the spine in some
donor animals - this will continue to be carried out by veterinary surgeons who are fully
trained in surgery.

The Bill also includes a new section 5A which provides for the carrying out of ovum
transplants not only on licensed premises but also on the property where the stock are, when
both the stock and the property are in the one ownership. This allows the licensed operators
to carry out ovum transplants on farms.
Artificial breeding of livestock is now widespread, and for industry to reap the benefits of
this the procedure should be made as readily available as possible to livestock owners.
I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mlr Blaikie.

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [3.48 pm]: On behalf of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. I move -
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That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill seeks to amend the Road Traffic Act in a number of areas which may broadly be
described as the licensing of vehicles and drivens, and the enforcement and administration of
the Act.

As far as the licensing of vehicles is concerned, the Act as amended by this Bill will clearly
provide that a vehicle licence will not be required for a vehicle that is being drawn by an
animal. Further, it will provide that a vehicle licence is not required for some motnrised
wheelchairs; that is, those that are not designed to exceed a speed of seven kilometres per
hour. This low speed has been selected as, when regulations have been amended, these
vehicles will be permnitted to use footpaths.

Additionally, motorised, sit-on type lawn-mowers will be required to be licensed when they
are used on roads. This measure is considered necessary so as to ensure that these vehicles
are subject to the applicable third-party insurance contract for personal injury.

In relation to the licensing of drivers the amendments proposed in the Bill will provide for the
reclassification of the classes of drivers' licences. In part this reclassification involves the
introduction of a passenger vehicle licence. A person will be required to hold this type of
licence where he is driving a vehicle that is either licensed to carry passengers for reward or
designed to seat 13 or more persons and is in fact carrying that number of persons.
In addition to the Bill providing that some motorised wheelchairs will not have to be licensed,
it provides that a physically disabled person who drives such an unlicensed wheelchair will
not have to hold a driver's licence. The Bill further provides that where a person is the holder
of both a driver's Licence and a learner's permit, and that licence is suspended or cancelled,
the learner's permit is similarly affected.
The enforcement changes are relevant to several matters. The first of these is that where a
person obtains a court order directing the Traffic Board to issue to him an extraordinary
driver's licence, he will remain subject to the provided for driving while disqualified until he
is actually issued with that licence. The effect of section 51 of the Act, which relates to the
automatic cancellation of probationary drivers' licences, is to be clarified by providing that it
relates to persons who are under the age of 18 years and who have not held a driver's licence
for at least one year.
To close a loophole in the Act which permits persons to avoid having to provide urine
samples and thereby evade the detection of drugs in their bodies, the Bill will empower police
to demand the provision of urine samples. In addition to increasing penalties so as to provide
that they remain effective, both as a deterrent and as a punishment, it is proposed to remove
the mandatory imprisonment penalties from the Act. In place of such penalties, substantial
fines are to be inserted and the discretion to imprison is to be left with the court.
To assist in both the administration and enforcement of the Act, it is proposed that the
manufacture of number plates that may be confused with those issued by the Traffic Board be
prohibited. Similarly, the sale or supply of such items will not be permitted. These controls
are to be achieved by way of regulations authorised by the Act.
Further amendments in the administrative area relate to the reporting of traffic accidents.
There will be no requirement to report these where there is no injury and the damage caused
does not exceed $tL 000; and there will be a repeal of subsection (5) of section 70 which
prohibits the results of analysis of samples being admitted in civil proceedings.
Section 84 of the Act is to be amended to allow the Commnissioner of Main Roads and local
authorities to claim compensation for damage caused to roads or their equipment on roads
maintained by them. Certificates as to the ownership of vehicles will be available for use int
such proceedings. Further, the Act is to be amended to provide that when a person's driver's
licence is suspended, demerit points shall not be recorded for that offence.
The Bill will also ratify several regulations that may be outside the power of the Act at this
time. In addition to these matters several other amendments have been made to correct
drafting errors that have been identified and to remove spent provisions from the Act.

I comnmend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cash.

[Quorum formed.]
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STANDING ORDERS
Suspension - Order of the Day No 1

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved with an absolute majority -

That Standing Orders be suspended to the extent necessary to enable debate to be
resumed on Order of the Day No 1.

ADDRESS- IN-REPLY - THIRD DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [3.55 pm]: In this debate the topic 1 want to address is transport
policy. This area was singled out in the Governor's Speech the other day as one of those
areas to which the Government has paid special attention and intends to continue to do so.
Particularly is this so in relation to public transport.

My interest in public transport stems from two sources. First, I have a strong belief, shared
by other members on this side, that the residents of the metropolitan area deserve a far better
public transport system than they have had in the past. As this system is the only one which
is accessible to all people - whether young, old, poor, or rich - public transport is therefore
the most equitable way of providing mobility to our community. Secondly, despite the
benefits which the car has brought and will continue to bring to residents of metropolitan
Perth, it is quite clear that, as the city grows, the adverse impact that continued, almost total,
reliance on private transport can have, will grow. In particular, this is evidenced in the
central and inner city areas, part of which are the heart of my electorate of Perth. Even within
its new boundaries they encompass suburbs which are clearly adversely affected by through
traffic seeking access to central and inner city areas. These impacts are felt in terms of
increased congestion on the approach roads to the city, resulting in increased atmospheric
pollution and disruption of residential amenities in suburbs in and around the city.

The starting point in this debate has to be a recognition that at present Perth is one of the
world's most car orientated cities. Studies by people such as Newman and Kenworthy of
Murdoch University clearly establish these points. First, Perth has the highest rate of private
car ownership of any Australian city and one of the highest rates of private car ownership in
the western world, indeed in the world overall. Secondly, Perth has one of the lowest rates of
public transport use of any of these cities. On a daily basis in the Perth metropolitan area 70
per cent of all journeys, including walking journeys, between destinations are undertaken by
car and only eight per cent by public transport. More than twice that number of journeys -
that is, 16 per cent - of the total metropolitan transportation task is in fact journeys on foot.
This really puts public transport, as it was - these figures relate to the early 1980s - in its
place. As I will seek to show, this situation is gradually changing under the initiatives which
have already been taken and which will continue to be taken by this Government.

The basic reasons for the high rate of car ownership in metropolitan Perth are several. First,
Perth is one of the most spread out cities in the western world. It has a very low density of
residential population, as we are all aware. The previous speaker referred to the fact that
Perth could become like any other city in the future in terms of its urban sprawl. That urban
sprawl has already weUl and truly arrived when one looks at these figures. The overall
density of population in metropolitan Perth is a mere 12 per hectare compared with, say,
Sydney, which has 19, and even Los Angeles, a well known low density city in North
America, has a higher density of population than metropolitan Perth at 21 per hectare. This,
of course, encourages a high rate of car ownership and car use. Seven in eight households in
Western Australia own at least one car and many have two or more cars. This in turn is
engendered by the relatively high degree of affluence our community enjoys and an ingrained
habit which says that it is much more sensible and easier to take the car than it is to think of
alternative means of transport.

All of those things in some senses are irreversible. However, one factor which is not
irreversible is that of permissive planning, which up until the early 1980s meant that we
embraced the philosophy that we had to accommodate for the use of the car and the demand
for moad space at all costs.
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The general belief, particularly in the transportation planning comimunity, was that the only
way to salve a congestion problem was to widen an existing road or provide a new one. No
thought was given to alternative means of relieving the congestion such as providing more
efficient public transport. Over the years we stuck to the idea of establishing a very
comprehensive major road and freeway system. This freeway system first appeared in the
1950s in the Stephenson metropolitan region plan for Perth. It was expanded in the 1960s
and laid down in the metropolitan region scheme under the guidance of American consultants
who travelled around the world with their traffic models advocating a comprehensive freeway
system wherever they happened to land. Perth was no exception. At the time the community
applauded that concept. Members may remember that newspapers in the 1950s and 1960s
forecast a community in which everybody would be highly mobile and would enjoy a much
higher standard of mobility than exists at present.

At the same time, decisions were made which led to a run down of the public transport
system in the metropolitan area. First of all, plans for two new rail passenger lines to the
northern suburbs, which were recommended in the 1955 Stephenson plan, were abandoned in
the L.960s. The reserves for those lines were sold with general community support which
agreed with the philosophy of providing for the car at all costs to the detriment of public
transport.

Mr Court: Were the two northern reserves separate from the freeway?

Dr ALEXANDER: Yes, one went through Tua Kill and the other went to Yanchep through
Subiaco and the northern beach suburbs.
The Court Liberal Government closed the Fremantle-Perth railway which was reopened by
this Labor Governent. Only now, under this Government, have we seen a reversal of the
trend and an invigoration of the suburban railway system.

In the meantime, under this planning philosophy and given the circumstances which I
previously described, it was not surprising to see car usage continue to increase and public
transport usage continue to fall. Another factor to be considered in this matter was the earlier
dismantling of the tram and trolley bus system. In 1960 there were 110 public transport trips
per head in Perth. However, the figure had fallen to 70 by 1980.
The public transport deficit over the same period rose. in 1970 it was $10 million a year. and
by 1980 it had reached $37 million a year. We are now faced with a chokce. We can
continue to run down public transport as previous Governments did and regard it purely as a
minimum welfare service to be used by a small but significant number of households which
do not have access to a car - that is, about 10 or 12 per cent of the population - because of
insufficient income or because physical disabilities prevent them from driving. We must
remember also that many people are too young or too old to drive and are therefore
dependent on other people to drive them if there is no adequate public transport. The first
chokce, therefore, is to continue to run down the system and disadvantage those people. The
price of that is the disadvantaging of a minority and increased problems of congestion and
pollution to which I referred to earlier.

The second choice, which has been taken by this Government, is to upgrade the publkc
transport system in order to attract passengers back to the system and to reverse the
downward spiral of fewer passengers, therefore fewer services, and therefore even fewer
passengers.

The strategy of improving public transport services makes sense for the central city area
which is the hub of the metropolitan transport system and the area of most concentrated
development. Even with the decentralisation of activity from the city over the last 20 years,
the central area still accounts for nearly 20 per cent of total metropolitan jobs and a very high
proportion of its daily journeys. It is only in that area that we can talk about providing a
totally viable public transport system. Even at the present time, under the conditions that I
have described, more than 40 per cent of commuter journeys to the central city area are
undertaken by public transport, largely by bus. The remainting 60 per cent generally travel by
car resulting in the problems that I referred to earlier and on which I will now elaborate.

First of all, we have increasing peak hour road congestion, particularly on the main approach
roads. One has only to observe the Mitchell and Kwinana Freeways between 7.30 am and
9.00 am to observe that. The Main Roads Department has made it clear that, even with
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ambitious plans to upgrade the freeway system, the population of Perth will have to put up
with a considerable degree of peak hour congestion or seek alternative means of transport.
Funds are not available to continue expanding the road system as it has been expanded in the
past.
Secondly, an increasing amount of space in and around the city is being used for car parks.
The Perth foreshore has been decimated by car usage over the years. Pans of the river were
filled in to allow for construction of the Mitchell Freeway interchange and public car parks
for all day commuter parking spread along the river foreshore gradually destroying the
pleasant, green nature of that area and occupying extremely valuable land which should have
been used for activities including recreation. Thirdly, there has been an increased demand for
road space even if the supply of funds is limited, and there has been a clamouring for a
duplication of the Narrows Bridge which is beyond our resources. Fourthly, an increasing
number of cars are passing through inner suburban areas adjacent to the city which makes life
very unpleasant for the people living in those suburbs.

There have been demands to widen roads north and south of the city. That would result in
disruption to the people living in those areas. They will be subjected to increasing noise,
pollution, and nuisance levels by passing traffic, particularly in peak hour. A good example
of that in my area has been the widening of Charles Street. Perth City Council has acquired
land to cater for forecast increases in traffic and has caused hardship to the people living on
that road.

There was little prospect of this situation changing until 1983. Indeed, development ensured
that the situation got worse. Apart from replacing a few buses, Governments of the late
1970s and early 1980s made little effort to improve public transport. The central city work
force continued to grow and spread into inner suburban areas, compounding all of these
problems. In turn, people were discouraged from visiting the city. The Perth City Council is
worried that it is losing retail trade from the central business area and is experiencing
difficulty in attracting people at weekends and nights to the city. They refuse to shop there
because of the congestion and pollution caused by commuter traffic and a shortage of short
term shopper car parks. Much of the car parking space is occupied by commuters who drive
in in the mornings, leave their cars in the sun and rain all day, and drive them home at night.
They occupy large areas of car parks unproductively and preclude others from making short
term car trips to the city.

This Government has not accepted this situation as inevitable. Over the last five years it has
worked hard to improve the situation. First, as I have already mentioned, the Perth-Fremantle
railway line was reopened. At that time some people were sceptical about the value of the
reopening of that line. Patronage figures have fully justified the reopening of the Line, and
although it still runs at a deficit it is providing a much higher level of mobility for the people
who live along that line than that which they previously had.

Secondly, the Government has devised and started to implement a plan to electrify the
suburban railway system by the early 1990s. As announced by the previous Minister for
Transport, Mr Gavan Troy, just a few months ago, the Government is, over the next five
years, to commit $145 million to that project. An amount of $66 million will be spent on the
purchase of 21 two-car electric multiple car sets and the balance will be spent on providing
the infrastructure necessary for that system. All those members who have seen the prototype
of those cars would agree that it is an ultra modem system and will provide a cost effective
and efficient method of service.

The Australian Railways Union and other unions with which I have close contact are to be
congratulated on their negotiations with the Government which have led to a successful
agreement for the implementation of this system. While they have had to live with the fact
that certain job losses will be involved, in the long term it is quite clear that the system will
not only protect the jobs of railway workers, but also will provide the population of Perth
with a much more efficient system than it previously had. Therefore, the entire metropolitan
area will benefit.
Thirdly, the Government has undertaken a study of public transport needs and this study is
still continuing in the northern corridor of Perth. The study will shortly be completed and it
will lead to recommendations for a new rapid transport system in this area. It is my hope that
it will lead to a recommendation for an extension of the railway system. Of course, that is a
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decision which is yet to be taken, but my suggestion has certain advantages that would tie in
with the existing rail system and would lead to an expansion of the benefits to which I have
just referred. However, either way, the northern corridor can look forward to a more
extensive rapid transport system connecting it to the city and to other parts of the
metropolitan area than it would otherwise have had.

Fourthly, a bus-only lane has been provided on the Kwinana Freeway and it will1 be extended
to Canning Bridge this year. It will provide patrons of the freeway system with a visual
demonstrat ion of the problems they face on their journey to work. As buses whiz past them I
am sure they will be enticed to use the bus system as they will see it will not only lead to a
safer journey, but also to a faster journey.

Fifthly, the Government has continued to upgrade and modem-ise the bus fleet aided by an
injection of bicentennial funds from the Commonwealth Government.

All these measures mean not only an increase in commitment to public transport, but also it is
beginning to pay off in terms of increased patronage. Over the last couple of years the return
to Transperth - under its very efficient new management - clearly shows that patronage is
starting to pick up and that for the first time in decades the number of passengers using public
transport is increasing rather than decreasing each year.

As far as the central city is concerned, the document "Transport 2000" which was published
six years ago wider the previous Government indicated that by the year 2000 it may be
possible to have 50 per cent of city centre commuters using public transport. I think that is a
fairly conservative estimate and when all these provisions are put into place and other
measures coupled with that are taken, I am sure it will be possible that the majority, if not up
to two-thirds, of central city commuters will use public transport. At the same time, there is a
need to not simply cater for expanding demands for road space, but to actually restrain road
traffic entry into the city area - not by physical or financial means, but by other means.

For example, the Government has taken the widely acknowledged step of removing the
reservation called "Swan River Drive" which would have been a very destructive road if it
had been constructed along the Swan River foreshore and would have encouraged many
people to drive their vehicles into the city. T'he Government has also taken the sensible
decision to realign the Burswood Bridge on the northern bypass so that it will1 have a less
disruptive impact on the city. The only difficulty remaining in this strategy is a conflict
between State Government and local government policies.

In my opinion the Perth City Council has yet to fully accept that the measures put in place by
the Governiment should also be accompanied by attempts to restrict car commuting into the
central city. The absurd slogan which the City of Perth adopted - your car is as welcome as
you are - is a testimony to this attitude.

Mr Court: You were a councillor when it came up.

Dr ALEXANDER: I certainly did not approve the policy and I can assure members that I
had nothing to do with the slogan. It was adopted after I left the council.
Overnight, buildings are demolished and Perth City Council car parks constructed. While
some of these may cater to legitimate short-term demands many of them appear to encourage
more and more commuters to drive their cars into the city. The recent increase in parking
fees has not been a sufficient deterrent to stop people from driving their vehicles into the city
and parking all day willy-nilly. There is little disincentive for commuters because even with
the increased parking fees plenty of car parking space remains available. Perth has one of the
highest ratios of car parking spaces to city workers in the world and it is, therefore, not
surprising that this trend continues.

Unfortunately, the council has breached its own planning guidelines by allowing vast
numnbers of car parks in new office buildings - either approved buildings or those under
construction. This must encourage car use and makes conditions increasingly difficult for
pedestrians in central Perth.

The recent change of leadership in the Perth City Council offers some hope that this clash of
policies between the State Government and local government can be resolved. I believe that
the new PCC leadership is anxious to cooperate with the Government on such policy matters
and that development is to be welcomed.
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Mr Court: Do you think it will cooperate with the corruption inquiry, or is there not going to
be one?
Dr ALEXANDER: The Lard Mayor has already expressed his views on that mailer and the
Premier has given his reply. In the end, such differences can be resolved only by a joint
approach to city planning and that is something to which 1 have previously referred in this
House. The possible establishment of a joint central city planning comnmission would be one
way to resolve these differences.

i this way the Government has come to termrs with the growing problems of providing
increased mobility to the Perth community. It has taken a definite decision to allocate
increased resources to public transport, while at the same time paying due attention to the
legitimate demands for private transport, particularly in the middle and outer suburban areas
where the road transportation system is being improved at a great pace. Together, I believe
these initiatives will provide a transportation system of which Perth will be proud in the 21st
century.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.19 pm]: I appreciate the
opportunity during the Address-in-Reply debate to cover a number of issues affecting the
mining industry. However, I will commence by commenting on a number of local issues and
I was interested to hear the member for Perth's address. I thought that we were going to be
presented with some heavy material on the corruption allegations, but he seems to have gone
quiet in that area.
Dr Alexander: I touched on other topics.

Mr COURT: I thought that following the recent election results the member for Perth would
have made a few comments on that matter.

Dr Alexander: All you have to do is to wait.
Mr COURT: What is the Opposition waiting for?
Dr Alexander: The results of the two inquiries are currently under way.
Mr COURT: I compliment the member for Perth on the way in which he gave a very
considered speech on public transport mailers. That is not to say that I agree entirely with
everything he said, but he raised a number of very pertinent issues.
I begin my address by discussing the new bus station which it is proposed to build adjacent to
Mounts Bay Road. I want my objection put on the record. Construction of that bus station
would be a major blunder for a number of reasons.
Mr Troy: Where would you locate it?
Mr COURT: The Minister should let me fiish. It is not a good enough reason for the
Government to suggest that there is pressure because of the necessity to get the bicentennial
funding spent. The Minister asked where I would put the bus station. I support improving
the bus facilities in Perth, but I do not support putting them adjacent to Mounts Bay Road.
Mr Troy: But where would you put them?
Mr COURT: I would prefer to see an upgrading of the existing bus facilities area. I raise this
point because I believe it is a very important planning decision, not just a transport decision.
The area in question might be a car park now, it might be a part of a freeway complex, but it
is also a part of the foreshore.
The member for Perth in his speech spoke about the freeway planning people from the United
States and other places. I know what he is saying because I lived in Detroit for a year.
Detroit has to be the ultimate example of a city in which the freeway dominates planning. I
suppose that Los Angeles is another example. I would not want to live in a city where the
freeway rules and the freeway is king. I support having a proper freeway system, but I
believe we must achieve a balance. I feel very strongly about the siting of the bus station
adjacent to Mounts Bay Road. I see the solution very much as a 1960s sort of approach to
the problem, although I agree that we should by all means upgrade the bus facilities.
The member for Perth also spoke about the major problems on the north and south freeways
and the congestion in peak hours. He referred to the need to consider a proper public
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transport system. I agree with him about that constituting the major problem. Instead of
spending the money on a bus station which will be put in the wrong place and which will
affect the longer term planning and outlook of our city, we should concentrate on putting our
resources towards a proper transit system to solve congestion problems on the north and
south freeways. No matter how hard we might try to think otherwise, bus stations are ugly. I
urge the Government to think twice about that bus station and to use a bit of imagination. It
should consider the sorts of proposals that have been discussed today, particularly a rapid
transit system for the north and south. That would revitalise Perth.

Some imagination should be used with respect to the bottom of Mounts Bay Road with plans
such as bringing the river back in. We are about to see the development of many new
buildings between Mill Street and William Street. In the last couple of days we have spoken
of the developers, who owns the land, and who will do what, but the fact is that the land will
be redeveloped shortly.

Mr Troy: You would bring the water under the freeway ramps, would you?

Mr COURT: Yes. I am suggesting the use of some imagination by bringing the water back
in so that all the new developments will front onto a far more attractive outlook.

Mr Troy: I thought you were an economic rationalist. Be realistic.

Mr COURT: The Minister should use his imagination. At the foot of Perth we could have
the river instead of an ugly bus station.

Mr Troy: It is not a bus station. It is a central city park. That is how far behind you are.
Mr COURT: The Minister may call it what he likes. It is a bus station. Does the member for
Perth agree that we should think twice about the planning of the bus station on the foreshore
area?

Dr Alexander: That decision has already been made and I support the decision.

Mr COURT: From the way the member replied, I know that I am getting somewhere.
I ask the Government to reconsider its decision. It should use some imagination. If it goes
ahead with the bus station on that site we will end up like Detroit.

Mr Troy: Which Government put the car park there?

Mr COURT: I am not worried about what happened in the past. I have taken an interest in
this mailer and I believe that Perth has a problem. Before siting that bus station adjacent to
Mounts Bay Road, the Government should listen to the member for Perth. He mtight have
some good ideas about plannmng problems and things that we should not do.
The second area I wish to cover is the Swan Brewery site. I am very keen to know what is
taking place with it. As members opposite know, there has been tremendous opposition to
the proposal for a large scale comnmercial development involving licensed premises on that
site. We have not heard much lately from the Government or the Western Australian
Development Corporation about what is taking place. I would appreciate it if the Minister
responsible - I believe it is the Minister for Planning - would be good enough to tell us just
what is happening to that brewery site. Again, I urge the Government to took at why those
people are so concerned about it. There are many problems associated with putting a
commercial development on that site.

We have today debated an issue to do with one of the dealings of the Teachers Credit Society.
The whole story will gradually be disclosed. The Government was keen to get the story off
the front page but the facts will eventually come out because the collapse was so great and
many people were involved. Of course, the Government was directly involved as the
administrator of the building societies and credit unions legislation. I ask the Premier again
to stop carrying on with this nonsense. The Premier should respond with a yes or no answer
wit respect tothe alleged financial donation. Many people are extremely concerned about it.
Everything will eventually come out, particularly in view of the examinations that are
currently taking place at the Supreme Court and the legal actions that are flying around the
place in connection with the Teachers Credit Society. We may as well know the ful story
now.
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1 turn to the mining industry and the Further processing of our minerals. The first issue I raise
concerns the silicon project which is being put together by the Barrack House group. Since
we last sat about six months ago we have experienced one of the major bungles of the
Government. The Government has acted in a bungling, incompetent, and opportuistic way
as it has tried to put together this project. We have heard the Government say that it wants to
encourage the further processing of our minerals, but when it tried in this instance it
interfered to the point where the project could have been put at severe risk. Unfortunately for
the taxpayers of the State the Government now has to fork out literally millions of dollars.

Initially the plant was to be built at Wundowie. When the Barrack House group became
involved it was decided to build at Pinjarra,. and everything was geared to that end.
Subsequently political pressure was applied and a decision made to accept Picton as a site.
Of course, that was just before a by-election in that area and pressure was applied to the
company which was told that the South West Development Authority had a site at Picton and
the Government wanted the company to build there. The Government told the company that
it wanted an immediate decision and the Minister for Minerals and Energy at the time said
that there would be no problems with the Picton site, the approvals would be handled and the
Government would deliver the site. What happened? At the end of the day local residents
became so concerned and put forward such good arguments against the siting of the project
that the Minister could not deliver and had to agree to relocate the plant.

It was interesting to note how different members of the Government handled the issue while
this was going on. The Cabinet made a decision and legislation was introduced in Parliament
to enable the project to be built at Picton. One of the local members, the member for
Mitchell, became aware of the vibes and the strong reaction against the siting of the project at
Picton, thought twice about the exercise, and began speaking against his Ministers,
suggesting that the plant should not be built at Picton. The momentum built up and the
Minister for Education, Dr Lawrence, visited the area and publicly disowned the Cabinet's
decision. This Minister was a member of the Cabinet which made the decision but she
decided to break rank. The Premier was in town on the night of a major public meeting but
he did not attend that meeting. It was left to the Minister for The South West, Mr Julian
Grill, to face the wrath of the people. In fact only the Minister for The South West has
properly understood the concerns expressed in the Picton area. The Deputy Premier, then
Minister for Minerals and Energy, made a Press statement saying that he would take personal
control; of course it was his responsibility to take control - he was the man in charge of the
project. Members of the Government were running in different directions and when the
decision was announced to relocate the plant at Kemerton the Premier said that was the place
to be.
It is interesting to recall the Deputy Premier's comments in this House during the debate on
the Picton site. He said that the company indicated it was looking at four sites; it nominated
Pinjarra, the Worsley siding plant near Collie, Kemerton, and Picton. The Minister stated -

Those were the only sites it was prepared to contemplate for building the plant. I told
Barrack House that it was more than my life was worth to agree to the plant being
built at the Kemerton sire, given some of the statements about Kemerton over the
aluminium smelter and SCM plant.

He said it was more than his life was worth to agree to the plant being built at the Kemerton
site, but a few months later a decision was made to relocate the plant at Kernerton.

Mr MacKinnon: How many millions of dollars later?

Mr COURT: The company was given $5 million to relocate from Bunbury to Kernerton.
When the Kemenon site was announced the Government agreed to pay the company an
additional $3 million, making a total of $8 million. In addition, it has been agreed to pay
$1.1 million a month for a maximum of six months if any delays occur. In total taxpayers
could be up for $14.6 million for the plant to be shifted from Pinjarra. where it would have
cost nothing, to Kemerton. The taxpayers have been treated like bunnies. There is no
railway line at the Kernerton site yet the Minister clearly stated that the project must be built
close to a railway line. The product will have to be off-loaded at a near siding and
transported by road. The Opposition wants to know the additional cost of setting up proper
rail and power infrastructures.
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The Opposition asked why the project could not be sited at Collie; it has all the ingredients,
the rail infrastructure, the power, suitable land, the residents want it, and the work force
appreciates and wants to attract this type of industry.

The Minister for The South West is quoted as having said that it will pave the way for a new
world standard in industrial planning. Is that the way industrial planning will be carried out
with taxpayers having to fork out huge amounts of money? It was a question of opportunism
and the Government's wanting to make cheap political gain before a south west by-election.
The Government was annihilated in that by-election and the taxpayers will pay the cost.

Mr P.1. Smith: How about making some suggestions?

Mr COURT: Perhaps the member has just come into the Chamber or did not hear my earlier
comments; I said the project should be sited at Collie. It could have been sited at Pinjarra at
no expense to taxpayers, but we shall now be up for $14.6 million plus the infrastructure
costs which, for some reason, the Government will not tell us about.

I will briefly summarise the events in ths debacle: The Government interfered for political
reasons and it has backfired. Western Australia's reputation as a place to invest and do
business has been damaged by Government intervention and its subsequent failure to deliver
on promises and undertakings. Western Australian taxpayers will fund the cost of relocation.
The Deputy Premier's reputation in particular has been severely damaged. Nothing has been
gained by this disgraceful debacle but a great deal has been lost. I want to place on record
how this Government has carried on. The member for Mitchell knows how disgracefully this
whole issue has been handled.

I wish to cover briefly the subject of uranium m-ining. The trade figures announced yesterday
indicate that gold and uranium are playing an extremely important role in the export
performance of this nation. I amn concerned at the crazy situation in which members of the
Government, including the Deputy Premier and some of his colleagues, support the mining
and exporting of uranium for peaceful purposes, yet the Federal Labor Party will not allow
the mining and export of uranium in Western Australia although it is allowed in some other
States.

The demand for uranium is growing quite rapidly. Some countiries are becoming more
dependent on nuclear power generation. People from all sorts of countries such as
Communist, socialist, and Western countries are visiting and wanting to buy our uranium, yet
we are not allowed to mine it or sell it to them.

I realise the importance of the Labor Party Federal Conference and would like to think that
members opposite who attend it realise that it is hypocritical to allow uranium mining in one
State and not in another. There are large deposits in Western Australia. The Yeelirrie deposit
has been on ice for some time and CRA has issued an extremely good presentation on its
deposits at Rudall River. I would like to believe that our mining industry can become
involved in the mining and export of uranium for peaceful purposes, provided all the
necessary safeguards are in place.

Mr Thomas: The Deputy Leader ought to seek accreditation for our national conference.

Mr COURT: I know chat the member for Welshpool supports the mining and export of
urantiumn on the terms that I have just outlined. It is all very well for people to sit back and
say that there is conflict in the Labor Party on this issue, but they must realise that some
conservation groups in some parts of the world are now supporting nuclear power generation
for conservation reasons as there are major environmental problems associated with other
forms of power generation, particularly coal burning. Also, the countries that have oil fired
power stations do not like being dependent on Middle East oil supplies. Therefore, the
ridiculous situation exists where members opposite have been in Government for five years
and nothing has been done about this matter. It is time that we were in power so that we can
do something about it.

My next point relates to waste disposal problems. This started with a proposal to build a PCB
incinerator at Koolyanobbing. It created an intense reaction in agricultural districts nearby
because people did not want such a plant operating. We tried to debate this matter in the
House last year, and came up with a number of proposals. The Minister for Health should
not talk too loudly about this matter because at that time he insisted dogmatically that the
plant was to proceed at Koolyanobbing.
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Mr Taylor: The member said Wall aroo.

Mr COURT: I said we should consider other sites. What has happened since then? The
Government has tried to get the Rhone Poulenc rare earth plant off the ground. That plant
has a waste disposal problem. This project was announced a year ago, but it is only in the
past couple of months that people have started doing something about waste disposal. What
did they do? They chose a site, but did not tell the local shire council.

When the Deputy Premier announced the establishment of a waste disposal site in the
Coolgardie shire he had not discussed that matter with the local shire council. I attended a
meeting at Kambalda a couple of weeks ago -

Mr Taylor: Everyone turned up on the wrong night - they were a night early. Talk about a
disorganised meeting!

Mr COURT: That remark is typical of the member for Kalgoorlie, We had a meeting at.
Kanribalda where we discussed this issue and met a number of people interested in the waste
disposal plant. At that meeting there were people who support the politics of the member for
Kalgoorlie as well as representatives from local government. The general conclusion was
that people do not want that site in a location which happens to be adjacent to the railway line
in the Coolgardie shire.

Mr Taylor: A location the member thought was a good one last year.

Point of Order
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Acting Speaker, it is traditional, and a rule in this House, that
members are not allowed to interject from anywhere but in their seat. The Minister is not in
his seat, so [ ask you to tell him to cease interjecting or to move back to his seat.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Gallop): I had not looked at the House seating plan and
thought that the Minister was in his seat. Ilapozogise to the member for Nedlands.

Debate Resumed
Mr COURT: When the Government is considering a site for the waste disposal plant it
should not be restricted by the fact that some people are saying that it must be next to a
railway line. We are not talking here about large quantities of waste, so a site could be found
that is not next to the railway line. The member for Kalgoorlie would agree with me that
people are saying that that site must be near the railway line. However, the tonnages
involved are such that they could easily be taken to a siding from which they could be
trucked to a more advantageous site.

I turn to another subject which touches the member for Kalgoorlie - the matter of a gold tax.
It is about time the Premier got his troops together because they are divided on this question
of a gold tax. The Deputy Premier and the Minister for Agriculture are in Canberra saying to
the Federal Government that we do not want a gold tax. How can they have any credibility
when Ministers of thLis Government are still advocating the introduction of a State gold tax?
They have been saying, "if you do not cop a voluntary levy, we will legislate for one." I say
again to the Premier that he should get the troops together and stop the division in his ranks
in relation to a gold tax.

I listened to a Mr Gutrnan on radio last night. He is the man who carried out the inquiry into
a gold tax a couple of years ago. He said that his initial report stated that there should be a
gold tax. He also said that the industry is even more profitable now so theme is even more
reason for a gold tax. He went on to say that when he came down with his first decision gold
was $450 an ounce and is now around $600 an ounce and that since his inquiry the industry
has been quite prosperous. The reason it has been so prosperous is that Mr Gutman's
recommendation that there be a gold tax was not accepted.

We oppose what he was advocating - that the Government impose a gold tax. I repeat: This
tremendous taxation incentive related to the gold industry is a very good reason why it has
prospered. That incentive has given not only the gold industry but also the related service
industries a tremendous boost. This involves not only Kalgoorlie because the gold industry is
wider than the area served by the member for Kalgoorlie.

We would like to see membets opposite, and in particular the member for Kalgoorlie, stop
harping about the fact that there will be this voluntary levy and that if pediple do not like a
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voluntary tax, there will be legislation for a compulsory one. This makes the Premier and the
Deputy Premier look silly. The Deputy Premier and the Minister for Agriculture have to
argue a case against a gold tax when faced by a large pile of Press releases relating to
members opposite and including the member for Kalgoorlie, who actually got the Deputy
Premier to support his proposals, in relation to a gold tax. Therefore, they were not on strong
ground when they went to Canberra to oppose that tax. I urge the Premier to pull his troops
together so that they speak with one voice on this subject.

MR CREIC, (Darling Range) [4.49 pm]: I was interested to note the following on the first
page of the Governor's Speech -

The Government has released its detailed economic strategy and is determined that
Western Australia will continue to lead Australia in economic achievements. The
economic strategy is the most comprehensive ever presented by any Australian State
Government and identifies key priorities for economic policy.

He then went on to list four priorities, the fourth one being to improve productivity. Not one
word in that document dealt with the issue of industrial relations. Quite clearly, this
Government fails to understand the basic elements occurring in relation to changes in the
industrial environment in this country.
Mr Tray: The Government's track record on industrial relations is not bad when compared
with five years ago.

Mr GREIG: 1 wish to give examples of where this Government and the Minister for Labour
have failed to understand the enormous shift chat has occurred in this country in the last 18
months. I refer to a dispute which occurred last month -

Mr Tray: What was the outcome of that?

Mr GREICI: I will tell the Minister in good time, and members will see the failure the
Minister has been in contributing to the debate on this issue.
Mr Tray: The dispute has been resolved on every issue through the appropriate industrial
foruim.

Mr Blaikie: I think the Minister should have a fair go because it will be the last speech he
will make in this place for a long time.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Gallop): Order! I am waiting to hear what the dispute is.

Mr GREIG: What I an saying relates to the most recent dispute in the Pilbara, which led to
the hijacking of a couple of tugboats. The background to this dispute is that in September last
year initial discussions were undertaken by Robe River Mining Associates and the union
representatives and their workers at Cape Lamnbert and Pannawonica. The original
discussions concerned what were called the seven per cent matters, which were made up of a
four per cent productivity claim and a three per cent superannuation claim.

Offers were made at the time before the Australian Conciliation and Arbitration Commission,
and they were rejected. Proceedings continued before the corrmission in respect of the
productivity improvements that were to be traded off for the four per cent claim. Those
discussions continued through September, October, November and December 1987. In
December, Commnissioner Turbet instructed the parties to exchange documents and to, in
essence, clarify their position. The company supplied documents but the unions refused. In
February this year the company's offer was sent to the unions and conveyed to the
commission. It related to improvements in sick leave -

Mr Tray: When did the company send that to the unions?

Mr GREIG: On 5 February.

Mr Troy: Did the company actually make a submission to the unions?

Mr GREIG: Yes; it wrote to the unions, at the direction of the commission.

Mr& Troy: Are you not a bit confused?

Mr GREIG: The company wrote to Commissioner Turbet, with copies to the union officials.
That offer - and I will come to the detail of it later - dealt with improvements in sick leave.
The company did not want to pay out unused sick leave on term-ination. Members on the
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opposite side of the House ought to know that the principle under which the labour
movement brought in the sick leave provisions was that sick leave was for people who were
sick, and not for having "sickies". So anyone who had the good fortune to be well during
their period at work would not have to use sick leave, which was the reason behind the sick
leave provisions.

The second item of the offer related to long service leave, and there was a complicated
process of regularising the method of taking long service leave to ensure that manning levels
were not disrupted. The next item put by the company related to manning levels, and a
reduction in manning levels was sought in relation to shifts. The fourth item relaxed to a
rationalisation of transportation for those people who worked by and large on a five weeks
on, five weeks off basis, and amounted to each of those persons having a Falcon sedan in
three cases, and a Toyota cab utility, and to the putting on of a bus.

That offer was put by the employers to the unions, and they repeated that offer twice more, to
a deafening silence from the trade union movement. In the end it came back to the company,
via the grapevine, that the union had told the men they did not have to give up any of their
lurks and perks or make any concessions, and they would get the four per cent increase
retrospectively. That went against the clear guidelines of the commission. Further
conferences occurred before the commission, and finally in March this year Commissioner
Turbet adjourned the matter sine die. I see the Minister is leaving the floor of the House
because he does not want to hear this. Commissioner Turbet adjourned the hearing because
there was not goodwill towards the proceedings on the part of the trade union movement; it
behaved in a recalcitrant manner.

The company complied with every direction of the commission for some six months and was
finally rewarded by having its tugboats hijacked. On 11 April this year the company was
advised by its tugboat operators that at 12.30 pm on that day there would be a stopwork
meeting. The company advised its employees, in the usual instruction, to immobilise the
tugs; and I assume that is a term to pull them alongside and make them safe. There was no
response from the employees; there was absolute radio silence. The tugs were on the water,
with crews on them. The crews went below and battened down the hatches and refused to
answer any comrmunications. Company staff approached the tugs, and climbed on board, but
could not get access to the employees, the engine room or to any controls. The company left
messages, and on 12 April advised the employees of the consequences of their actions. On
12 April the employees made an emergency transmission - the only communication they had
made - that they would relinquish possession of the tugs if they could be assured that what in
industrial parlance is called "meaningful discussions" would occur.
On 14 April the commission ordered a resumption of work; and work did finally resume.
However, it should be remembered that in the period between I1I April and 15 April certain
communications had occurred with the employees. What has happened since that resumption
of work is that there has been a continuation of the four per cent productivity conferences
before the commission, and they are virtually finalised in terms of the offer made by the
company on 5 February.

Mr Troy: That is not quite so.

Mr GREIG: One item has been dropped off, but one must remember that offer was just
roundly ignored at that time, so the Minister cannot claim any comfort from that. Agreement
has generally been reached on the five weeks on, Five weeks off basis and on the
accommodation being rationalised, which is an additional item not mentioned in February.
So there will be a "hot bed" exchange there, and the amount of accommodation can be
effectively utilised. Long service leave and transportation have been rationalised.

The point of my raising these matters is that on 12 April, ax the time of this dispute, the
employees were advised in writing that they were in breach of contract. 1 will read part of
that communication.

That breach entitles RRIA to recover from you all damages that it suffers as a result
of the breach.
RRIA will suffer damages in the form of demurrage costs and charges incurred, and
other damages including loss of profits as a result of the inability of the vessel to dock
without the assistance of tug boats.

You will be held personally liable for those costs and charges.
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That was on 12 April. Clearly at that point the employees knew precisely where they were.
They continued on until 15 April. At that rime they were in breach of section 81 of the Police
Act, arid [ will read that in case the Minister is not aware of it. His colleague, the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, has left the Chamber, otherwise he could have informed him.
That section reads -

A person who takes, uses, or assumes control of any boat, flat, or barge or any fitting
or equipment, including any motor, thereon without previously obtaininig the consent
of the owner or person in charge thereof is liable to a fine of two thousand dollars or
inprisonment for two years ...-

Mr Trenorden: Unless you are a unionist.

Mr CREiG: I thank the member for Avon for that assistance. Then, on 13 April, a solicitor's
letter was sent to the employees in similar terms advising them that they were in fact
damaging the company and acting unlawfully, and that proceedings would be taken against
them. All that happened in mid April. At that time there was some indication in the local
Press of the dispute itself but there was no general reaction to the civil actions that would be
undertaken, although on 13 April in The Australian Financial Review there was a report
headed "Police called as Robe River dispute flares". But generally the issue of civil action
being undertaken did not reach the public arena.

But then we witnessed a vile attack by this Government, which in the Governor's Speech said
it wished to lif productivity. An attack was made by Ministers of this Government,
including the Premier, on the actions of this company. It started on 21 April in The West
Australian when a headline read "Troy attacks court moves". The article read in part -

The State Government has called on Robe River Iron Associates to end its
"1provocative" civil court action against tugboat operators.
Labour Minister Gavan Troy took the company to task yesterday, saying its action
couild jeopardise WA's good industrial record.

Good industrial record, my foot!

Mr Thomas interjected.

Mr GREIG: The member for Welshpool would well know firomn his experience in the
building industry that when Labor Governments come to power employers find they do not
have a friend on the Government benches who will assist them. In fact they get the opposite,
and the headlines that came about over this dispute clearly indicate that. Any employer
which is prepared to stand up for its rights will find that this Government will vilify it. The
headlines go on and on. What we have here is a claim that it is provocative.

Mr Troy: How has the dispute been resolved, then?

Mr GREJG: What could be more provocative than having one's tugboats hijacked? The
Minister was not only provocative but was also uninformed about all that had gone before -
and not only was he uninformed, but he did not understand.

Mr Troy. That is the ordinary industrial process, and you know it.

Mir Thomas: Who has the best record on dispute statistics?

Mr GREIG: "Dispute statistics" is a beautiful euphemism.

Mr Thomas interjected.

Mr GREIG: I will leave the member for Welshpool to make his own speech and I will make
mine. Quite simply, the member knows well from the industry in which both he and 1 were
involved prior to our entering this place that the industrial record in the building industry is
probably the worst in this country and yet it does not even find its way onto the dispute
statistics because of a mechanism called the "homer". Those unions - one of the unions
which he represented and one which our esteemed Deputy Premider used to represent -

enacted a little mechanism of industrial blackmail which said, "if you do not pay up, we will
continue the strike until you do." As a consequence the building industry employers never
got onto the statistics of industrial disputes because they said that to continue to hang out for
their principles would only cost them more, because the Government would not protect them
and the commission could not.
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Mr Thomas: 'The confederation was not much use to them, was it?
Mr GREIG: We have had our successes. Then, also on 21 April, the member for Pilbara was
mentioned in The West Australian as saying -

The company's action is an attack on the whole industrial relations system and likely
to evoke a stong response from the nation's work-force," she said.

Then the Premier weighed in, and the sort of headlines and the language used were
ultimatums and threats. I will quote from an article by Tony Robertson which appeared in
The Australian on 22 April -

Robe River Iron Associates should back down in its latest dispute with unionists or
face the possibility of punitive action, the West Australian Premider, Mr Dowding, said
yesterday.

He said Robe River had to come to the negotiating table within 48 hours to discuss
civil and criminal actions issued against 29 maritime unionists.

HeI went on to say that he would not let the State's iron ore industry be "hijacked" - it was the
tugs that were hijacked - and would put the industrial relations of this State ahead of those of
Robe River.

The company had been going through the industrial system - the process which the Minister
was avidly defending a moment ago. It went through that process for six months and got
nowhere. It reached the point where the commissioner had adjourned the matter as a
stalemate.

Mr Troy: If that is so, why did they write to the individual employees to negotiate the second
tier rather than doing it through the unions? Answer that.
Mr GREIG: Because in fact that is where they have to do it.

Mr Troy: What? Through the individual employees?

Mr GREIG: With due deference to the Minister, I was involved in this process last year and,
quite clearly, to get any productivity changes they have to be able to be delivered on the shop
floor. One cannot get them delivered on the shop floor if one is dealing with union officials.
One must deal with the employees themselves. If one deals with the union officials, I will
tell the Minister what one gets for one's productivity -electronic funds transfer, a pious
agreement about a dispute settling procedure, and some sort of undertaking to vary the award
to improve how sick leave is taken. One does not get any productivity on the floor of the
shop.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr GREIG: Yes, led by Robe River.

Mr Thomas: Long before the Robe River dispute productivity was already instrumental
according to our industrial relations policy.
Mr GREIG: I will press on because there is another matter I wish to raise. The essence is
simply that this Government, notwithstanding its protestations about productivity, has
continued to abuse companies which seek to protect their rights, I refer to an editorial that
was mentioned in a paper not known for its Liberal views. The Australian of 28 April said
these things about the attempts by this Government to force that company away from its due
rights and protection under the law -

The attempts being made to get Robe River Iron Associates to back down from plans
to take court action against 29 members of its workforce have implications beyond the
confines of the industrial dispute chat has given rise to them.

The Premier of Western Australia, Mr Dowding, has been in the forefront of those
demanding that the company drop its action, indicating that if it does not do so it will
face the possibility of some son of punitive response.

The Premier was in Jack Marks' company in this editorial, which continued as follows -

Both Mr Dowding and Mr Marks are wrong -

Mr Donovan: That is the newspaper's view.
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Mr GREIG: Yes, a newspaper known to support the member for Welshpool's side of
politics. The editorial continues -

Their attempt to pressure Robe River constitutes an attack on the fundamental right of
recourse to our courts of all who feel they have a legitimate grievance.

When we come to this situation in the future - and when this case comes to court - I trust we
will not have a continuation of this unwarranted attack by the Government on a company
which not only has those legitimate rights but which warned its employees, and has achieved
in the last 18 months significant improvements in both productivity and employee relations,
because it has dealt directly with its employees. Its employees know precisely where they
stand; there is discipline and respect in that workplace. That company has done more to
change the face - for the good - of industrial relations in this country in the last 18 months
than any other company.

I tri now to another matter. It relates to a very clear issue. Last night I attended a meeting
of particular importance to the Minister for Employment and Training, who is currently the
temporary custodian of the seat of Helena, of which I will1 happily relieve him~ at the next
Stare election. The meeting was called by the Fortestfield Residents' Association on the
issue of law and order. I was invited, as were other political representatives; unfortunately
the Minister for Employment and Training was unable to attend, although his apology was
recorded. He was ably represented by two of his colleagues from the Legislative Council,
Hon Fred McKenzie and Hon T.G. Butler. Two hundred people attended this meeting
because they are concerned at what is happening in one of the suburbs of the foothills of
Perth, where people have been molested on the front lawns of their own homes, attacked by
gangs of youths and attacked in shopping centres.

These people have had enough. A series of articles appeared in the Midland -Kalatnunda
Reporter. One on 10 May was headed, "Action promised to curb crime" and read as
follows -

Helena MLA Gordon Hill has promised a full investigation of lawlessness in the
Porrestfield-High Wycombe area.

Remember, this is the electorate he currently temporarily holds. The article continued -

He said he could not attend a public meeting scheduled for May 18 but would send a
parliamentary officer as well as contacting new Police Minister Ian Taylor to urge that
violence was eradicated from the Foothills.

His apology was recorded in the minutes of the meeting. In the same issue an article headed,
"Forrestfield hit by gang attacks" read as follows -

In one gang attack a young single parent received severe facial injuries in a bmutal
assault when, it is believed, a broken bottle was smashed across his nose.
Leaving the victim unconscious, the gang then vandalised his home.

The man, fearing reprisals because he had reported the incident to the police, has
since moved from a home and area he loved.

The article continued -

"The police say that this suburb has now got a worse reputation than Lockridge.

That is attributed to the Forrestfield Residents' Association. On 3 May an article in the same
newspaper was headed, "Gang terrorises shoppers" and read as follows -

There had been a reluctance to act earlier for fear of reprisals, but enough is enough,
they said.

Further on the article continued -

Association secretary Doreen Southarn

Whom I had the pleasure of meeting last night for the first time -

doubted that Helena MLA Gordon Hill could, or would, do anything about the clear
need for a local police presence.
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"When he was Police Minister he told us we would not get a police station because it
just made more police officers with bottomns on chairs, instead of out on the beat. .. "

That was his contribution to assisting them with their problem. The issue clearly went lie
this; Two hundred people attended the meeting, the Press reports were dealt with, it was well
represented by responsible officers of the Police Force, and an excellent debate occurred. I
was called upon twice, as were the other two parliamentary representatives, to state my
views, On the first occasion, in the tenor of the meeting, I indicated to both my pariamnentary
colleagues that it would be appropriate for the meeting to be non-political, and they agreed.
Consequently we gave fairly bland statements, which encouraged the people in their
cooperation with the Police Force and that sort of community action.

Later in the meeting - and all members opposite should hear this - a gentleman rose and said,
"We have heard from the politicians and we have received a political answer. They said
nothing; they are not going to do anything." He then said, "They have plenty of money for
their mates but they cannot find money for the police. I want to know what the politicians
stand for." Representing the interests of the Minister for Employment and Training - the
temporary member for Helena - one of the Labor Party politicians said, "Well, we do not
have any money and there are these competing things, It is a matter of you people fixing
your problems." Fortunately I was able to speak next and conveyed the Liberal Party's clear
commnitment on the issue of 'law and order, which I took from the policy direction speech of
the Leader of the Opposition, Mr Barry Macinnon, given on I I May.

Liberal Party undertakings about an increase in the Police Force, about permanent
professionals working with volunteers as parole officers and finite penalties received the
support of the meeting. Hon Tom Butler continued to advise the people that not much could
be done. I am sure he certainly assisted my electoral prospects in doing so, and I anm sure that
the Minister for Employment and Training will be happy to know that. The problems in this
area that were coming from the floor of the meeting were concerned with staffing shortages,
problems with sentencing in the Children's Court and the lack of police power. They also
cited family breakdown as a major cause, problems of lack of parental care, and insufficient
involvement and activity in the Neighbourhood Watch program as well as boredom. As a
result of an initiative undertaken by the Inspector, they are prepared to form a local
community group to deal with a gang operating in the area at the moment. I was pleased to
second the Inspector's resolution, and to support the formulation of that self-help group.
That will assist and examine things like the extension of a very good police officer based at
the Forrestfield High School - a school-based policeman - the issue of community policing
and its promotion, and tmuancy patrols and their effect, which the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services dealt with on Tuesday.

Clearly these people are concerned and fed up with waiting for this Goverrnent to act. They
are concerned because at an earlier meeting on another issue - which I had hoped to get onto
later and which dealt with urbanisation of the foothills in the Government's attempt to deal
with the shortage of land - the member for the area reportedly said to people, "Do not worry
about the urban plan. The wheels of Government tur slowly." They are being assured -

Mr Pearce: That is mubbish.

Mr GR.EIG: That was all the assurance they were to get. I thardk the House for its indulgence
and for the opportunity to speak on this Address-in-Reply debate.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Thomas.

BILLS (2) - MESSAGES

Appropriations
Messages from the Governor received and read recommending appropriat ions for the
purposes of the following Bills -

1. Geraldton Mid-West Development Authority Bil.

2. Gold Banking Corporation Amendment Bill.

[Quest ions taken.]
House adjourned at 5.50 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

THIRD PARTY INSURANCE
16. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Has departmental consideration been given to the imposition of a requirement for all

motorists to be covered by third parry insurance for property damages?
(2) If so, what was the result of that consideration?
(3) Has the Government considered the matter, and what is its policy in relation to the

introduction of such a requirement?
(4) Is it known whether this insurance is a compulsory requirement

(a) in other States of Australia;
(b) in the United States of America:
(c) in Canada;

(d) in the United Kingdom; and,
(e) if it is known, what is the position?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Third party property damage is covered by private sector insurers on a voluntary

basis. To impose insurance of this type will significantly increase compulsory third
party insurance premiums.

(3) As above but under constant review.
(4) (a) Yes, it is known;

(b) known in part;
(c) known in part;
(d) yes, it is known;
(e)(a) not compulsory;,
(e)(b) varies from State to State;
(e)(c) varies from State to State;
(e)(d) not compulsory.

RELIGIOUS BUILDINGS
Buddhist Temple

17. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Is it correct that the Government made a $ 100 000 grant towards the construction of a

Buddhist temple in Money Street, Northbridge?
(2) If so, from which item in the State Budget was the grant made?
(3) Have any other similar grants been made for the construction of churches, or worship

facilities, during the current financial year?
(4) If so, to which organisations have these grants been made, and what was the amnount

of these grants?
Mr PETER DOWDINJG replied:
(I) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.
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GOVERNMENT PERSONNEL
Contracts for Service - "Phantom Staffing"

23. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) In each of the following departments, how many staff are employed on the type of
contract referred to in the article entitled "Phantom sraffing row looms" in The West
Australian of Saturday April 23, 1988 -

(a) Western Australian Water Authority;

(b) Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare;

(c) Health Department; and

(d) Department of Employment and Training?

(2) On what basis have those contractors or employees been hired?

(3) Are these staff members included as fuill-tinme equivalent employees when accounting
for total Public Service numbers?

(4) Why has this practice been implemented?

Mr PETER DQWDING replied:

(1) The West Australian article is understood to refer to departments acting on recent
delegations from the Public Service Commissioner which allow the appointment of
employees under the Public Service Act within defined budget and salary levels for
short term tasks of up to six months. The numbers of staff employed within these
circumstances are -

(a) Water Authority of WA 1

(b)- Department of Occupational
Health, Safety and Welfare 3

(c) Health Department 4

(d) Department of Employment and
Training 10

(2) These personnel are employees of a department or agency under a contract of service
for which a group certificate is ultimately issued.

The use of contractors or consultants by departments or agencies is by way of a
contract for service. This is a longstanding practice in Government and determined
by annual Budget allocations. Individuals employed as or by a consultant or
contractor should not be confused with employees of a department or agency.

(3) Yes. These staff are employed within the staffing budget at the departments'
discretion and may be either full or part time. As they are included as part of
departments' staffing budgets, they are included in total full time equivalent figures.

(4) To improve the operating flexibility and speed of employment in the short tenn. This
employment practice increases efficiency by allowing smaller projects to commence
at the most convenient time.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS
"New Challenges and Opportunities"

27. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) What was the cost of publishing the document entitled "New Challenges arid
Opportunities"?

(2) To whom was the document distributed?

(3) What was the cost of the distribution?

(4) How many of the documents were distributed?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

01) Total cost estimated at $55 600.
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(2) Industry and community leaders.

(3 )-(4)
8 073 documents were posted at a total cost - including labour - of $7 700. A further
4 400 copies have been provided on request, to the media and public. This has
almost exhausted supplies of the initial primt run of 13 000, and a second printing of
5 000 has been ordered.

This compares with a cost of more than $20 each - current dollars - and a total cost of
nearly $25 000 for the last publication of the previous Government in December
1982.
Only 1 200 copies of this publication were produced and demand was such that no
second print rnt was required.

FORMER MEMBERS
Employment

28. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) What position wit State Governent agencies are currently held by -

(a) Hon Arthur Tonkin - former member for Morley;

(b) Terry Burke - former member for Perth;

(c) Colin Jamnieson - former member for Welshpool;

(d) Brian Butte - former Premier; and

(e) Malcolm Bryce - former Deputy Premier?

(2) In each case, what payment is made to each person for their appointment?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1)-(2)

(a) Mr Tonkin is Chairman of the fire Brigade Implementation Committee. Mr
Tonkin receives standard remuneration applying to members of Government
boards and commnintees.

(b) Mr Terry Burke is Chairman of the East Perth Landscape and Land Use
Committee; and Chairman of the Overseas Relations Committee - formerly
the Sister State Commnittee. He receives no remuneration for holding these
positions.

(c) Mr Jamieson is Chairnan of the Karrakatta Cemetery Board; Chairman of the
Pinaroo Valley Memorial Park Board; member of the Betting Control Board;
and member of the Kings Park Board. Mr Jamie son receives standard
remuneration applying to members of Government boards and committees.

(d) Mr Brian Burke holds no official positions.
(e) Mr Bryce is a director of the R & I Bank; and chairman of the Western

Australian Technology and Industry Advisory Council. It is not the practice
of the Government to give details of private contractual arrangements
applying to individuals. However, the member is free to request details from
Mr Btyce direct if he so wishes.

PUBLIC SERVICE
Conditions of Service - Private Interests

32. Mr MacK(hJNON, to the Premier:

(1) Do applicants for Western Australian Public Service jobs have to reveal their private
interests on employment?

(2) What regulations apply to the declaration by public servants of their private interests?

Mr PETER DOWDWJG replied:

(1) No.
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(2) None. However, section 54 of the Public Service Act 1978 reads -

54(1)
Except with the written permission of the Commissioner, which permission
may at any time be withdrawn, an officer shall not -

(b) accept or continue to hold or discharge the duties of or be employed
in a paid office in connection with any banking, insurance, mining,
mercantile, or other commercial business, whether the same be
carried on by any corporation, company, formn or individual;

(c) engage in or undertake any such business, whether as principal or
agent.

Therefore, in order to retain private interests, officers are required to seek the
commissioner's approval. Failure to do so could result in disciplinary action being
taken.
Administrative Instruction 726 is also relevant. Paragraph one of the instruction
reads -

Pursuant to the provisions of sub-section (2) of Section 54 of the Act, the
Commuissioner has detenmined that the provisions of sub-section (1) of that
section do not apply to prevent an officer from becoming a member or
shareholder only of any incorporated company or society of persons
registered under any stature.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS
"New Challenges and Opportunities"

39. Mr COWAN, to the Premier:
(1) What was the total cost of preparing, printing and distributing "New Challenges and

Opportunities"?
(2) Approximately how many man-hours of Public Service time were spent in

researching and preparing it?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:.
(1) Publication costs - $55 600; distribution costs - $7 700.
(2) The preparation of the document which relates to current and future activities of the

Government was done as a normal Public Service undertaking.
STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION

Liabilities

41. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Premier:
(1) What is the State Government Insurance Commnission's contingent liability for-

(a) workers' compensation;
(b) third party motor vehicle insurance;
(c) public liability insurance?

(2) Are they being funded to the level required by the Commonwealth Insurance Act?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) These figures are reported annually based on actuarial calculations.

(a) There are no contingent liabilities for workers' compensation insurance
although some funds are run on an income and expenditure cash basis.
The following classes of insurance are not accounted for on an accrual
bas is -

Compensation (Industrial Diseases) Fund;
Government Insurance Fund - Employers' Indemnity (Unfunded)

Partial provisions have been made in the accounts for outstanding claims.
Consequently liabilities applicable to the operations of these classes of
insurance are not included in the financial statements.
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(b) There are no contingent liabilities. However, as at 30 June a deficit of $17.4
million was in the Third Party Insurance Fund of the Insurance Commission.

(c) Public liability for Government instrumentalities is covered under the
[nsurance Comm-ission's Government Insurance Fund. There are no
contingent liabilities on this fund.

(2) The Commonwealth Insurance Act has no jurisdiction over the Insurance
Commission but for the classes of business covered by the Commonwealth Insurance
Act, that is the classes of insurance carried out by the State Government Insurance
Corporation, trading as S010, the requirements are adhered to.

STATE GOVERNMENT INS URANCE COMM(ISSION
Annual Report

42. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Premier:

Can he assure the House that he will not be seeking to delay the presentation of the
1987-88 annual report of the State Government Insurance Commission to
Parliament?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

Yes, I can assure the House the Insurance Commission's annual report will be tabled
in accordance with the Finance Administration and Audit Act.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION
Annual Report

43. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Premier:

Can he assure the House that the 1987-88 annual report of the State Government
Insurance Commission will provide details of the commission's contingent liabilities
and whether they are partially funded or unfunded?

Mr PETER DOWIDING replied:

Yes, I can assure the House that the State Government Insurance Commission will
provide details in respect of these matters when the annual report is tabled in
accordance with the Financial Administration and Audit Act and Australian
Accounting Standards.

BICENTENNIAL MEDALLIONS
46. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Premier:
(1) Whose decision was it to exclude pre-primtary children from the presentation of

bicentennial medallions?

(2) Is he aware of the problems that decision has caused - in particular the disappointment
of many pre-primary children at their exclusion?

(3) What action, if any, will he take to rectify the situation?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

As already stated publicly on 3 May 1988. due to the enormous success and
popularity of the bicentennial medallions, it has been decided to present medallions
to all pre-primary and pre-school children.

TELEVISION ADVERTISING
"Dowding 's Working"

48. Mr COWAN, to the Premier:

(1) Was there any Government involvement in the devising, making and screening of the
"Dowdinig's Working" television commercials by way of -

(a) direct expenditure;

(b) provision of Public Service time;
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(c) use of Government facilities or equipment?
(2) If "yes", what was the estimated cost of that involvement?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) (a) No;
(b) no;
(c) portion was filmed in the Premier's office.

(2) None.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES
Annual Report - Insurance Costs

55. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
Will the Government be making Government agencies itemnise insurance premium
and claim costs in their annual financial statements this financial year?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

No.

TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY
Mergers

56. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Did any companies, banks or financial institutions besides the R & I Bank express an
interest in taking over all or pan of the Teachers Credit Society?

(2) If yes, were these offers properly investigated and by whom?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

As has been stated publicly an approach was received from one organisation. Ink the
opinion of the administrator the proposal would not have addressed the fundamental
problemnsfacing the society, a view confirmed by independent expert advice.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES
Workers' Compensation

60. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
When will the Government be making Government agencies which operate in the
unfunded workers' compensation scheme comply with the same statutory
requirements as do self-insuirers in the private sector, or alternatively pay premiums
through a funded scheme?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

The whole arrangements relating to workers' compensation in the public sector are
currently uinder review, having regard to the recent report by the parliamentary
accounts comnmittee. The outcome of this review process will not be known for some
time.

BURKE, MR TERRY
Employment

62. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) In what role is Mr Terry Burke employed by the Government?

(2) Is he employed in an honorary capacity?
(3) What offices and secretarial facilities are made available to Mr Burke?

(4) What expenses have been incurred up until 30 December 1987?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) As has been stated publicly Mr Terry Burke currently holds the positions of
chairman, East Perth Landscape and Land Use Commuittee, and chairman, Overseas
Relations Committee.
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(2) Yes.

(3) An office and shared secretarial support are provided by the East Perth Landscape
and Land Use Committee.

(4) This information is not readily available. However, if the member has any specific
concerns I will have them investigated upon receipt of appropriate details.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE
Canberra - Opening Ceremony

65. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

(1) Has he participated at the opening ceremony of the permanent Parliament building of
the Commonwealth of Australia in Canberra on 9 May 1988?

(2) If not, who has represented the Premier of Western Australia at the opening?

Mrf PETER DOWDING replied:

(I) No.

(2) Hon Mike Barnett, MLA.

BUNBURY TOWER
Social Security, Department of - Office Space

66. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Premier:

(1) Was a tender submitted to the Department of Social Security to sublease office space
in the Bunbury Tower?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) No.

(2) The Department of Social Security stipulated that a minimum of 65 per cent of the
office space in the new premises must be located on the ground floor. All ground
floor-podium level accommodation in the Bunbury Tower had previously been
leased.

WATER AUTHORITY
Debts

72. Mr MIENSAROS, to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) What was the Australian dollar value of the aggregate outstanding debt of the Water

Authority of Western Australia at 30 June,

(a) 1983;

(b) 1984;

(c) 1985;

(d) 1986;
(e) 1987?

(2) Will he please show the composition of these amounts in various currencies with the
respective overseas creditors?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) The total outstanding debt for the financial years inclusive of General Loan Funds,
Commonwealth loam, local authority borrowings, and public and private loans is as
follows -

(a) 1983 $788 155 000

(b) 1984 $821 302 000

(c) 1985 $846581000
(d) 1986 $893 380 000

(e) 1987 $937 145 000
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(2) The authority's public and private borrowings have in the past been from domestic
sources. However, from 1 July 1986 the Western Australian Treasury Corporation
(WATC) was vested with the responsibility for loan raising on behalf of the State.
The source of borrowings provided to the authority from WATC funds is not
available to the authority.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY
Housing - Port Hedland

81. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many Government Employees Housing Authority houses are in Port Hedland?

(2) How many of these houses are currently vacant?

(3) What is the maximum period of vacancy of any of the existing vacant houses?

(4) If there have been protracted vacancies, are these homes intended to be let, and if so
when?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) 285.

(2) Four.

(3)-(4)
Three of the above units have been vacant for longer than three months, with the
remaining unit vacant for two months. All four units are expected to be occupied
within a month subject to the appointment of officers to the town.

CHARTER FLIGHTS
Lawrence, Dr

86. Mr MacINNON, to the Minister for Education:
(1) For what purpose did she charter a plane for use in the Pilbara on Saturday. 27

February 1988?

(2) At which airports did the charter land?

(3) Who accompanied her on the charter?

(4) What was the total cost of the charter?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(4)
Senator Michael Beahan chartered a flight from Port Hedland to Newman via Marble
Bar for himself, members of his staff and others. A member of my staff and myself
accepted Senator Beahan's invitation to join this flight to enable me to visit the
Newman Campus of Hediand College and to attend the opening, by Archbishop
Runcie, of the new Anglican Church in Newman. The costs of this charter were
shared, my proportion being $1 498.

PRIMARY EDUCATION
Leeming Primary School

88. Mr MacKIN4NON, to the Minister for Education:

(1) What is the current enrolment at Leeming Primary School?

(2) What is its anticipated enrolment at the commencement of the 1989 school year?

(3) How many transportable or demountable class rooms are currently located on site at
the school?

(4) How many classrooms of this type is it anticipated will be located on the site at the
beginning of 1989?

(5) When will the East Leeming Primary School be constructed?

(6) When is construction expected to commence?
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Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) 716 primary and 103 pre-primary students.

(2) 564 primary and 74 pre-primary students.

( 3) Six for primary students and one pre-primary transportable classroom.
(4) Three for primary students and one pre-prirmary transportable classroom.
(5) The school will be constructed to open in 1989.

(6) June 1988.

POLLUTION
Middleton Beach, Albany

91. Mr WATT', to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Is he aware that Middleton Beach, Albany, was so ser iously polluted in mid January
that it was closed to swimmers by dhe Town of Albany Health Department for an
extended period?

(2) Is he also aware there have been several further occasions when the beach was badly
polluted, as recently as last week?

(3) Can he advise what the source of the pollutants is?

(4) What action is being taken to prevent the problem continuing?

(5) If the source of the problem is found to be the Point King sewerage treatment plant,
will plans be put in hand to relocate the sewerage treatment plant as soon as possible?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The only other situation occurred approximately two weeks ago and it is considered
that this was totally unrelated to the first occasion.

(3) The source of the pollutants has not yet been confirmed.

(4)-(5)
A complete review of the Albany sewerage scheme is currently underway and will be
finalised as soon as possible. Any problems found that may relate to the Point King
sewerage treatment plant will be given immediate attention.

.HOSPITALS
Albany Regional Hospital

93. Mr WATT, to the Mintister for Health:

(1) When is it anticipated that stages 1 and 2 of the refurbishing of the Albany Regional
Hospital will be completed?

(2) What is the cost estimate for stage 3?
(3) When is it intended that stage 3 will be commnenced?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Mid June 1988.

(2) $3.3 million.

(3) 1989-90 financial year, funding permitting.

STATE PRINTING DIVISION
Functional Review

94. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Public Sector Management:

(1) Has a functional review of the State Printing Division been completed?

(2) Are its findings to be made public?

(3) What were the principal findings of the functional review?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Yes.

(2)-(3)
The Functional Review Committee is part of the internal process of advice to
Government and information concerning specific reviews is confidential.

ALCOHOLIC DRINKS
Young Offenders

96. Mr WAlT, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) In each of the past five years. how many hotel licencees in Western Australia have
been charged with supplying alcohol to a person under the age of 18 years?.

(2) In the same time, how many people under the age of 18 years have been charged with
purchasing alcohol from licenced premises?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Separate statistics are not kept for licencees. However, the total figures for licencees
and the servant or the agent of the licencee in the years requested are -

1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87
27 26 40 53 43

(2) Separate statistics are not kept according to the class of premises. However, in the
years requested charges against people under the age of 18 years purchasing alcohol
from specified premises were -

1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87
42 39 69 33 70
REGIONAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

"Albany Tomorrow"
97. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Regional Development:

As the "Albany Tomorrow" program published in January 1986 stated that one of the
benefits for Albany and the great southern would include "hundreds of new jobs in
the first three years", can he please advise how many new jobs have been provided,
and in which areas?

Mr CARR replied:

Regional labour force figures - non-seasonally adjusted data - for June 1987 over June
1986, indicate employment growth in the south west and great southern division of
8 500 or 10.1I per cent. Separate figures for the great southern axe not available.
In Albany and the great southern, the creation of new jobs has been in areas including
the processing of primary produce, the building industry, the retail and service sectors
and, more recently, the agricultural sector.

REGIONAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
"Albany Tomorrow"

98. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Regional Development:

As the "Albany Tomorrow" program published in January 1986 promised the
establishment of a "boat harbour and associated commercial development" in
Princess Royal Harbour, could he please advise -

(1) what planning has been carried out;

(2) what funds have been allocated; and

(3) when it is envisaged that the work might be commenced?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Planning has been carried out on the relocation of Westrail facilities, boat harbour
configurations, road realignments and port-CBH access.
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Consultants to examine final boat harbour and commercial development options for
the Albany foreshore will be appointed in June 1988.

(2) To date, over $6 million has been allocated for the redevelopment of the Albany
foreshore.

(3) Work on the foreshore redevelopment commenced in October 1986. The timing of
the establishment of a born harbour and commercial development is dependent upon
the results of the consultants' report outlined in (1); it is envisaged that the work
might commence in 1989.

REGIONAL PLANNING AND-DEVELOPMENT
'Albany Tomorrow"

99. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Regional Development:
As the "Albany Tomorroa?' program published in January 1986 promised "A new
Government office building to enhance the availability and efficiency of Government
services to the people of Albany", could he advise -

(1) has land been purchased for a building, and if so where;
(2) is it intended to build a Government-owned building, or invite private

enterprise to build; and
(3) when is it anticipated that the undertaking given will be honoured?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) No.
(2) Such a decision has yet to be made.
(3) The Great Southern Development Authority has recently completed a detailed report

on the building's requirements for consideration shortly by the Government
Accommodation Board.

REGIONAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
'Albanyv Tomorrow"

101. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Health:
As the "Albanny Tomorrow" program published in January 1986 committed the
Government to "major improvements to Health Care Services", apart from the
refurbishing of the Albany Regional Hospital which was already under way at the
time, could he please provide derails of the "major improvements"?

Mr WILSON replied:
Home maintenance community group sponsored by town council but funded by
HACC.
Day-care centre sponsored by Lions part funded by HACC.
Meals on Wheels part funded by HACC.
Silver Chain home nursing funded by HACC.

REGIONAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
"Albany Tomorrow"

103. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Regional Development:
As the "Albany Tomorrow" program published in January 1986 contained a
commitment to "the purchase of industrial land and a special industry assistance.
package to enable new industries to be established in Albany", now that the land has
been purchased, could he advise details of the "special industry assistance package"?

Mr CARR replied:
The Government's industry assistance measures are administered by the Technology
and Industry Development Authority and the recently purchased industrial land by the
Industrial Land Development Authority.
The Great Southern Development Authority works with both these agencies to
provide additional incentives on a case-by-case basis where appropriate.
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BOUNCERS
Legislation

109. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

In view of recent media statements which indicate the Government is considering
legislation to license bouncers, will he ensure that there is consultation on this mailer
with both the Taxi Control Board and the Western Australian Taxi Operators
Association (Inc.)?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

Should the board and the association consider such discussions necessary I will be
more than happy to meet with them.

ROAD TRANSPORT
Vocational Education - National Road Freight Industry Inquiry Report

111. Mr CASH, to the Minister assisting the Minister for Education with TAPE;
(1) Is he aware of the National Road Freight Industry Inquiry 1984 Report and

recommendations contained therein?

(2) If yes, is it intended that transport education programs be improved and implemented
with appropriate text books and other teaching aids and, if so, when?

(3) Is it intended that transport management personnel be taught their legal duties and
responsibility as laid down in company, mercantile, constitutional. Statute, industrial,
and other appropriate areas of law?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

I am not aware of the specifics of that report, however the member should be aware
that the provision, planning, and administration of vocational education is constantly
under review and adjusted accordingly.

The Triparte Interim Council on Productivity and Training has issued a discussion
paper and invited submissions on the future structures for industry advice and input
into vocational education. I would commend the council's discussion paper to the
member.

A TAPE short course was conducted in conjunction with the Institute of Materials
Handling on the handling of storage of hazardous chemicals for the road transport
industry.

TAFE provides a Diploma in Transport Management and contained within the course
are two subjects of transport law.

HOSPITALS
Bentley Hospital

113. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Are any parts of Bentley Hospital closed down as a res ult of lack of funding?

(2) 1f so, will he advise which parts, sections, wards, are currently closed down at Bentley
Hospital?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

POLICE
Promotion of Officers

115. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is merit based promotion to be implemented in the Police Force and, if so, when will
it take effect?*

(2) What is the estimated cost in a full year of this program?
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(3) What is the estimated cost of the implemnentauion of merit based promotion for the
following years -
(a) 1989-90;
(b) 1990-91;
(c) 1991-92;
(d) 1992-93?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(l)-(3)

This matter is still wider consideration by both police and Government.
FIRE SERVICES

WA Fire Brigades Board - Fire Extinguishers
120. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Is it intended that the Fire Brigades Board transfer responsibility for the maintenance

of commercial extinguishers and hose reels to private contractors?
(2) (a) If yes, is it intended that this service will continue -to be offered by the Fire

Brigades Board; and
(b) if so, is there likely to be a reduction in the current cost for such service?

(3) Can he advise the likely annual savings to the Fire Brigades Board that will occur as a
result of transferring this responsibility to private suppliers and contractors?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The Fire Brigades Board is progressively reducing its involvement in extinguisher,

hose, and hose reel maintenance as similar private industry services increase.
(2) (a) Yes;

(b) a reduction in operating costs is anticipated.
(3) $100 000 per annum when fuly implemented.

FIRE SERVICES
Financial Aspects

121. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
Is he able to tell me the respective proportions of contributions made by local
authorities and insurance companies in respect of urban fire brigades in Western
Australia?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
The Fire Brigades Act, section 37, provides for the following contributions towards
expenditure -

(1) Treasurer 12.5 per cent
(2) Local Authorities 12.5 per Cent
(3) Insurance Companies 75.0 per cent
except in volunteer fire brigade districts, where the Treasurer contributes the whole of
the expenditure out of Consolidated Revenue.

FIRE SERVICES
WA Fire Brigades Board - Exchequer Consultants

122. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Senrvices:
(1) Will he summarise the broad recommendations of the recently completed review into

the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board conducted by Exchequer Consultants?
(2) Does the Government support the recommendations of the consultants?
(3) Will, the recommendations require manpower to achieve the objectives of the review

and, if so, how many additional personnel will be required in each of the next five
years?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) A copy of the broad recomumenidations will be made available to thne member.
(2) The Government received reports by both the consultant arid the Public Service

Comuission with recommendations for the future direction of the brigade.
Appropriate proposals have now been referred to various working groups for further
evaluation and development. These groups have broad brigade representation.

(3) Final manpower requirements have yet to be determined, but the Government will be
seeking to improve efficiency in the most cost effective way.

FIRE SERVICES
WA Fire Brigades Board - Exchaequer Consultants

123. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police arnd Emergency Services:

Following the recent review of the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board and the
various recommendations made by the consultants, what is the estimated financial
cost of providing a fire service through the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board
for each of the next five financial years?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

Final cost implications of proposals now under consideration have not be~n
identified. The Government intends to upgrade and improve fire services in this
State.

FIRE SERVICES
Fire and Emergency Services Commission

124. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Does the Government support the -establishment of a fire and emergency services
commission, and if so, can he indicate the number of proposed commissioners?

(2) Is it intended that the Insurance Council of Australia be represented on such a
commission?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1)-(3)
The proposal is being given consideration by the Government and no decision as to
the likely membership has been made.

FIRE SERVICES
Financial Aspects

125. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is it intended to change the current tripartite funding system for fire brigade services
in Western Australia?

(2) If yes, will he advise of the proposed changes and when they are likely to be
implemented?

(3) (a) Is he aware of the submission by the Insurance Council of Australia Limited
titled 'Fire Services Funding Reform'; and

(b) if yes, is the Insurance Council of Australia Limited's view that the current
system of fire brigade funding in Western Australia is in urgent need of reform
supported by his departmnent?

(4) Is die view that urban based fire brigade services should be entirely funded from
Consolidated Revenue, or funded from a mix of Consolidated Revenue and local
government1 supported by his department?

(5) If not, why not?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

No, not at this time. However, the Government is aware of certain sectional interest
in changing the current funding system and would consider any composite and
equitable proposals on this master.

FIRE SERVICES
WA Fire Brigades Board - Exchequer Consultants

133. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Will he provide a copy of the report compiled by Exchequer Consultants into its

review of the Western Australian Fire Brigade service to both the Leader of the
Opposition and myself?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(04-2)

The report is a Cabinet document. However, a copy of the broad recommendations
will be made available.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Aboriginal Mvancernent Council - Dianella Residence

134. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Has his department advanced funds to the Aboriginal Advancement Council to be

expended on the property situated at 336 Grand Promenade, Dianella?
(2) Is he aware of complaints from residents in the near vicinity of 336 Grand

Promenade, Dianella expressing concern at the alleged antisocial behaviour of the
occupants of this residence?

(3) Will he investigate the claims and advise the action he intends to take to alleviate this
problem?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Yes.
(3) Further questions on this matter should be referred to the Minister for Police and

Emergency Services.
POLICE

Housing - Kalgoorlie
137. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Did he recendly meet with police officers' spouses from the Kalgoorlie police district
and discuss upgrading housing facilities for police families in the Kalgoorlie police
district?

(2) Did he state that all police houses within the Kalgoorlie police district will be air-
conditioned prior to the onset of the forthcoming summer?

(3) Did he state there will be 20 new houses provided for police officers within the
Kalgoorlie police district, and if not, how many houses will be made available to
police officers in the Kalgoorlie police district in the next 12 months?

(4) Did he suggest that single police officers within the Kalgoorlie police district will be
provided with motel style accommodation, and if so, when is this likely to occur?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No - I agreed that I would put to Government a proposal to provide an evaporative

air-conditioner in the main bedroom of homes. If this is agreed it will enable officers
on shift work to obtain a better and more comfortable period of sleep during daylight
hours.
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(3) No - I stated that we had put in a submission for an additional 20 houses. A decision
will be made by the Government Employees Housing Authority as to the number of
housing units that will be built.

(4) Yes - I believe this is a good idea. It was a method used to good effect by the Health
Department for nurses' accommodation in Kalgoorlie and it will occur in train with
GEHA.

CRIME
Parents and Citizens Youth Club - Port Mediand

138. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(I) Is it believed the establishment of a Parents and Citizens Youth Club in Port Hedland
and South Hedland could reduce the incidence of juvenile crime?

(2) If yes, what action is he prepared to take to initiate such a club?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1)-(2)

Consideration is not being given at this time and no approach has been made for the
establishment of a Police and Citizens' Youth Club at Port and South Hedland. A
Blue Light Disco is operative. Initiatives of this type are designed to reduce
incidence of juvenile crime.
A community policing officer will be posted to South Hedland in the near future.
Advice from this officer will help determine the needs of the community so far as
pro-active community policing is concemned including the matter of a Police and
Citizens' Youth Club.

PASTORAL LANDS
Ware wagine Station - Remand Centre

139. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Has the Government recently purchased Warawagine Station via Marble Bar?

(2) For what purpose was it purchased?
(3) Will he consider discussing with the Minister representing, the Minister for

Community Services and Minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services a
proposal to provide facilities using pant of this or another suitable pastoral property as
a juvenile detention/training centre for Aboriginal and/or other juvenile offenders
from the east Pilbara and Pilbara region?

(4) If not, why not?
Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The Commidssioner of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority attended a meeting

in Port Hedland on 16 May where Aborigial groups themselves suggested the
setting up of a juvenile centre, possibly on an Aboriginal controlled pastoral station.
I am awaiting a report from my department on this matter and will consult with the
Minister for Community Services accordingly.

(4) Not applicable.
ABORIGINES
Port Medland

140. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Has there been a splintering of local Aboriginal welfare and community groups at
Port Hedland?

(2) Are the majority of these groups considered to be self interest groups, often under the
effective control of one family?
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(3) Have there been any claims made by Aboriginal groups of interference by officers
employed by the Alcohol and Drug Authority in Port Hedland, in the management
and control of individual Aboriginal groups?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(I) No.

(2) No.

(3) 1. am not aware of any such claims. Questions relating to Alcohol and Drug
Authority officers should be referred to the Minister for Health.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Bloodwood Tree Association

141. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

Was the Bloodwood Tree Association investigated in 1987 by a Government
appointed auditor, and if so what were the auditor's recommendations?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

No auditor was appointed by the State Government. Questions on this subject should
be referred to the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Gurhoona Yanda Group - Pore Hedland

142. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Is he aware of the Gurhoona Yunda group which has been established in Port Hediland
for the purpose of establishing an alcohol and drug rehabilitation centre which would
offer youth, sport and recreation opportunities and outreach programs culmninating in
employment opportunities and training programs for persons with alcohol and drug
related problems?

(2) Is he aware of the success to date of the group's programs which have achieved
remarkable results considering the almost negligible Governiment assistance which
has been offered to date?

(3) Will he consider the possibility of assisting this group with funds and consider the
possibility of diverting funding from existing groups with similar objectives which
may not be successful in achieving their objectives?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) I will consider assisting the Gurhoona Yunda group on the receipt of a submission.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Aquiculture Programs - Port Hedland

144. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Has his department considered aquiculture programs and schemes in the Hedland area
to assist in the employment opportunities for young Aboriginal persons currently
facing the prospect of long term unemployment?

(2) Would he be prepared to discuss such a proposal with the Gurhoona Yunda group?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(L) No.
(2) Yes.
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MENTALLY HANDICAPPED
Crornane Hostel - Authority for the Intellectually Handicapped

145. Mr CASH, tothe Minister for Health:

Is he aware of the concern expressed by the parents and friends of Cromane Hostel
for the intellectually handicapped over the lack of adequate day facilities in the
eastern region of the Authority forthe Intellectually Handicapped?

Mr WILSON replied:

Yes. The Authority for Intellectually Handicapped People has taken steps to provide
interim day activities for children of Cromane. The authority is also addressing the
broader issue of provision of day placement for adults generally.

HARDY HOUSE
Country High Schools Hostels Association - Gurhoona Yunda Group

147. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Does the Country High Schools Hostels Association use Hardy House, Roberts Street,
South Hedland?

(2) If not, will she consider making Hardy House available to the Gurhoona Yunda group
at a nominal rental for use as an alcohol and drug rehabilitation centre to enable it to
provide accommodation, detoxification facilities, rehabilitation opportunities
including initial nursing, education and outreach programs to persons suffering from
alcohol and drug related illness?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) At present, a portion of the building houses the Hedland District Education Office. A
number of alternative uses have been proposed for the premises. These are now
being reviewed. The proposal for use by the Gurhoona Yunda group will be
considered in this review.

SECONDARY EDUCATION
Mt Lawley Senior High School

152. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has her department received a letter from the Honorary Secretary of the Mt Lawley
Senior High School Parent and Citizen Association Inc expressing concern that the
Building Management Authority had not completed the periodic repairs and
renovations to the school initially commenced in early 1987?

(2) If yes, what was the reason that only half of the school received the necessary
refurbishment?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) No. A thorough search of the Ministry's files has failed to locate such a letter.

(2) Not applicable.

SECONDARY EDUCATION
Girrawheen High School

153. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Are the staffing levels at Girrawheen High School in relative terms the same as
Applecross High School?

(2) Does she concede that the catchment area of the Ginrawbeen High School has a
greater juvenile crime problem than that of the catchment area of the Applecross High
School?

(3) If yes to (2), why does Girrawheen High School not have additional staff members to
cope with the social problems which beset both the students and the local community?
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Dr LAWIRENCE replied:

(I) All high schools of reasonable size are staffed according to the same basic staffing
formula. Staff additional to this formula are also appointed. The student teacher
ratio at Girrawbeen is almost one student per teacher lower than at Applecross. In
addition, Girrawbeen has a full-time social worker and a pant-time Aboriginal liaison
officer. It is intended that a full-time Aboriginal liaison officer or Aboriginal
education worker will be appointed after the school community meeting tonight. A
community policing officer is also located at Girrawbeen.

(2) The question lies outside the Education portfolio.

(3) Not applicable in view of (l) and (2) above.

POLICE
Community Policing

1157. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is the Government prepared to accept commercial sponsorship of community policing
by enabling private enterprise to sponsor Neighbourhood Watch programs, property
identification programs and ocher community policing initiatives?

(2) Is he aware of offers of sponsorship from the Commercial Union Assurance Co of
Australia Ltd and other members of the Insurance Council of Australia who are keen
to participate in the sponsorship of community policing in Western Australia?

(3) (a) Is the Government prepared to implement a package scheme for community
policing similar to the successful pilot scheme at Gosnells, in each police
region; and

(b) if so, will he provide details of the likely cost and when these schemes will be
implemented?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes. Commercial Union Assurance Co and State Government Insurance Office.

(3) (a) The successful pilot scheme at Gosnells has only been recently completed
and evaluated and further introduction of this scheme throughout the Stare is
under consideration;

(b) as in 3(a).

FIRE SERVICES
WA Fire Brigades Board - Arthur Young Services

158. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Did Arthur Young Services, an Australian-owned and controlled firm of management
consultants and chartered accountants, carry out a review into the administration and
operations of the WA Fire Brigades Board?

(2) If not, were discussions held with the firm on the possibility of carrying out such a
review?

(3) Was it considered that Arthur Young Services were a firm which had previously
demonstrated expertise in conducting reviews into the administration and operation of
both private and public sector organisations, and were they considered to have the
necessary expertise and competence to carty out such reviews?

(4) if yes, why were they not appointed to this consuiltancy to review the administration
and operations of the WA Fire Brigades Board?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1 )-(4)
Thbe contract for the recent consultancy review was initially let to Arthur Young
Services and was subsequently transferred to Exchequer with the agreement of
Arthur Young Services.
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PRIMARY EDUCATION
Mt Lawley Primary School

159. Mr CASH, to te Minister for Education:

(1) Is she aware of the requests from the Mt Lawley Primary School P & C Association
for a new library-resource centre to replace the current temporary buildings which
were originally erected more than 60 years ago?

(2) If yes, when may the P & C Association expect the buildings to be replaced?

(3) Will she consider visiting the school to meet with members of the P & C committee to
discuss the facilities currently available at the school?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The project is listed for consideration in the proposed 1988-89 school building
program. Until such time as the full extent of the available funds is known, however,
it is not possible to indiicate when the work will commuence.

(3) Yes.
HOSPITALS

Princess Margaret I-Iospisalfor Children - Parking Facilities
162. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is he aware of concern that has been expressed on the inadequate car parking
available for parents and visitors in the grounds of Princess Margaret Hospital and in
the surrounding areas?

(2) If yes, what action has he taken to alleviate this problem?

Mr WILSON replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) The Western Australian Development Corporation is involved in the provision of a

car park facility to service the hospital. Feasibility studies are currently being
undertaken to determine the best available option.

DOCTORS
Kamien Report

168. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Health:

(1) What has the Government done to implement the recommendations of the Report of
the Ministerial Inquiry into the Recruitment and Retention of Country Doctors in
WA.?

(2) Does he intend to implement any of the recommendations in the report?

(3) If so, which recommendations and when?

(4) What is the estimated cost to implement the recommendations in a financial year?

Mr WILSON replied:

(0)-(4)
See question 1 by Mr House - notice of question for Wednesday, 18 May 1988.

SPECIAL SCHOOLS
Malibu Special School - Physiotherapists

169. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Are physiotherapists provided at the Malibu Special School?

(2) If so, how many?

(3) If no, is there a plan to provide physiotherapists at the school?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.
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(2) .5 ETE.

(3) See (I).
CASINOS
Kalgoorlie

170. Mr UIGHTFOOT, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Does his department condone the casino at the corner of Marizana and Collin Streets,
Kalgoorlie?

(2) When did he first become aware that the casino was operating?

(3) Is he aware that the casino detracts fron the revenue of the legal two-up game on
Broad Arrow Road?

(4) (a) Has he instructed the police at any time to take action; and

(b) if so, when?

(5) Has he himself been inside the casino?

(6) To his knowledge, is the Kalgoorlie Town Council aware of dhe operations of the
casino?

(7) Why are not the police aware, or if they were aware, why was not the casino closed
when they first became aware?

(8) What has been his reaction to letters that he has received, pointing out the existence of
the casino?

(9) Is not his position as Minister for Police and Emergency Services in direct conflict
with the existence, apparently with impunity, of the casino aforementioned?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(I) There is no known casino operating at that address or elsewhere in Kalgoorlie. The
Ethnic Coffee Lounge operates at that address and is constantly monitored by
members of the Police Liquor and Gaining Branch. The police do not condone
illegal casinos.

(2)-(3)
1am not aware of a casino operation.

(4) As the member should be aware I am not able to instruct police on operational
matters. However, unlike himself I have faith in the ability and competence of
Kalgoorlie police officers to do their duty and I am aware that police have
continually investigated this matter.

(5) I am not aware of any casino but if he is referring to the Ethnic Coffee Lounge I have
not visited the establishment.

(6) This question should be referred to the town of Kalgoorlie.

(7) The police are aware of the position and situation of the Ethnic Coffee Lounge and
regularly monitor the situation. I am advised that no evidence of unlawful gaming
has been found.

(8) Letters received by me on any police matters are referred to die police.

(9) No. However, I do note with great interest that the member has been in receipt for
some time now of an invitation from the Commnissioner of Police himself to visit him
and discuss any concerns he has in respect of the matters raised. The member
continues to refuse to take up that invitation - I can only wonder how concerned and
serious he is and why he refuses to meet with the Commissioner of Police.

POLLUTION
Middleton Beach. Albany

171- Mr WATT, to the Minister for Mines:

(1L) Were water samples taken by the Town of Albany from the Middleton Beach - Point
King area, of pollutants in mid January 1988, received by the Government Chemical
Laboratories?
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(2) Were the samples tested?
(3) If. so, with what results?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) Has any acknowledgement or report been forwarded to the Town of Albany?
(6) If not, why not and when will it be done?
Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes, from the Environmental Protection Authority.
(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) On the same day as the samples were taken by the Albany Town Council, parallel

samples were taken by the Water Authority of Western Australia, which were
submitted to the Chemistry Centre.
A report on these samples was sent to the Water Authority of Western Australia and
a copy to the Environmental Protection Authority, which had submitted the samnples
collected by council.

(5) A report has not been sent to the Town of Albany, but it has been advised that a
report on the parallel samples had been sent to the Water Authority of Western
Australia. The Town of Albany has been advised why the Chemistry Centre did not.
analyse the samples which it submitted.

(6) Not applicable.
EDUCATION

Ministry of Education -Employment
182. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Education:

How many head office jobs have been -

(a) abolished;
(b) transferred to regional offices;
(c) transferred to schools,

since the formation of the Ministry of Education?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(a) 143 non-teaching head office positions will be abolished when staffing of the

Ministry of Education is finalised. One hundred and sixty eight Education Act
positions in head office have been abolished;

(b) number of positions in 1988 as for 1987 - district- regions;
(c) many teachers previously employed in head office have resumed their positions in

the schools following the expiration of their secondrnenxs. However, the staffing
formulax has not been changed and no new positions in schools have resulted from
tis restructuring.

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
Office of Local Government

185. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Local Government:
(1) I s he aware that the Commonwealth Government has established a Department of

Local Government, even though it has no constitutional responsibility whatsoever for
local government?

(2) Has he expressed any objection to this intrusion into State affairs and/or the waste of
public money by this duplication of Government departments?

(3) W hat does he understand to be -

(a) the function; and
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(b) the jurisdiction

of the Comnmonwealth Department of Local Government?
Mr CARR replied:

(1) The Commonwealth Government established an Office of Local Government in
1979. It is administered by the Minister for Immnigration, Local Government and
Ethnic Affairs, having been first under the control of the Minister for National
Development in the Fraser Government.

(2) The Office of Local Government has not intnuded into our State affairs but has
worked cooperatively to fund projects such as the country centres project which
involved Merredin. It is also funding other projects including one on the
employment problems in rural areas which the Country Shire Councils Association
initiated.

(3)(a)
The principal function is the expression of local government's needs to the
Commonwealth bureaucracy;

(b) the office administers legislation affecting certain of the Commonwealth's territories.
A major responsibility is that for the Local Government (Financial Assistance) Act
1986.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETIY
Australian Labor Parry

20. Mr MacKEINNON, to the Treasurer:

(1) Will the Treasurer give an unequivocal assurance that the reported $5 000 Teachers
Credit Society donation to the Australian Labor Parry last year - some nine weeks
before the Federal election - did not constitute a breach of Federal election laws?

(2) Will he institute an investigation to reassure himself and this Parliament that the
donation is not a breach along the lines of that reportedly commnitted by M~r Loosley
in New South Wales?

The SPEAKER: I ask the Leader of the Opposition to pass that to me. While I[look at it we
will carry on with questions.

REFERENDUMS
Constitutional Alterations

21. Mr MARLBOROUGH, to the Premier:

Will he outline the Government's plans for the referenda which will be put to the
Australian public later this year?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

The State Government has watched with great interest the confusion that reigns in the
Liberal Party over these referenda. These referenda offer an opportunity to us to
recognise the role of local government and the need for a variety of controls and
protections within Australia for a fairer voting system.
I was fascinated to read that a Liberal Party member from South Australia, two
Liberal Pasty members from Tasmania, and one Liberal Party member from
Queensland abstained from voting on the local government referendum proposal, and
that two significant and important members of the Liberal Party did not participate in
the vote at all. Steele Hall, a Federal Liberal Party member who has campaigned for
equal votes all his life, said that he will support the referenda proposals, and John
Spender has said that he opposes the first two referenda but supports the last two.
Mr& hInes from Queensland indicated his very strong support for the referendum on
equality in the voting system. It is our intention to invite Mr hInes, a prominent
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Liberal Party member, to came from Queensland to campaign in favour of that
referendum proposal.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMISSION
National Companies and Securities Commission

22. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:

I refer to his answers yesterday in relation to the apparent reluctance of the State
Government Insurance Commission to answer certain questions posted by the
National Companies and Securities Commission and ask

(2) Have the "fturther questions" mentioned by the Treasurer been answered by
the SGIC?

(2) If not, does he still stand by his answer that compliance by the board in
answering the questions "is a matter both for the board and 1egal advice'?

(3) If there is noncompliance, will the Treasurer, in his capacity as Premier and
Minister in charge of the State Government Insurance Commission Act,
exercise the powers conferred on him by section 10 of the Act which gives
him the right to direct the commission to carry out his instructions?

(4) If he will not exercise that statutory power to direct the commission to answer
the questions, will he say why?

(5) Has the SGIC or the Government made any claim of Crown privilege in
respect of information sought by the NCSC?

(6) Will the Treasurer give the House an undertaking that no such claim of
privilege has been or will be made?

(7) If not, how does that position stand with the repeated undertakings given to
this House by the Governmnent that the SCIC would, in all its dealings,
operate as a truly competitive body with absolutely no commercial advantage
by reason of its being a Government instrumentality?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1047)
1 am surprised by the member for Cotte sloe's last question. He has beaten the States'
rights drum as long as I have known him and this question is extraordinary. He
asked me whether I will waive the SGIC's privileged position, if it has a privileged
position, because it is a State instrumentality, in relation to a Federal body.
T'he member for Cottesloe indicated yesterday that he had such scant regard for the
NCSC by criticising its ability to question the SQIC, and that he had personally got
hold of the chairman to try to stiffen his backbone somewhat. He has created a most
extraordinary spectacle because now he suggests that, having stiffened the backbone
of the chairman of the NCSC, he now wants the SGIC to abandon any position it
might have in relation to the NCSC.
The NCSC made inquiries of the SCIC and I was informed by the board that it had
supplied the answers. I have not received a subsequent report from the board. I have
no cause to intervene in this matter because I have no information which would
justify that intervention.

IMMIGRATION
Liberal Parry Policy

23. Dr ALEXANDER, to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

(1) Is the Minister aware of growing disquiet in local ethnic communities concerning
recent statements by the Federal Liberal Party that it will give a lower priority to
family reunions in immigration policy?

(2) What is the State Government's response to that Opposition policy?
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Mr GORDON H1ILL replied:

Many ethnic people and leaders. of 'ethnic comm unities of nan-English speaking,
background have contacted me indicating their concern about the views expressed by
the Federal Liberal Party on the Liberal Pasty immigration policy.
The Federal Liberal leader said that more family reunion immigrants are coming into
this country than immigrants with skills. That is untrue. He has neglected to
recognise that many people who enter this country under the family reunion scheme
have skills which are needed in this country.
The people coming into this country uinder the concessional and independent
programs need a certain number of points before they can gain entry. They gain
entry on the basis of skills they have, that there are vacancies in those areas of
employment, and that there are skill shortages in our country.
In addition to that, we simply cannot talk about -bringing skilled workers into this
country without having some regard for training oar own young people to meet those
skill shortages.
The Government rejects the Opposition's policy on iznntgration in relation to family
reunion. We ask the Opposition to give recognition to the fact that many people who
migrate under the family reunion program come into this country with skills and they
offer other support not only to the economy generally, but also to migrants who are
already in this country.
The Government recognises, that there are skill shortages in the community and that it
is appropriate that our own young people be trained to reduce the skill shortages.
However, at the same time it recognises the importance of the family reunion
program, which the Liberal Party policy, as espoused by the Leader of the Federal
Opposition, does not.

DOWD[NG, HON PETER
Australian Labor Parry - Treasurer

24. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Has the Premier ever held the position of Treasurer of the Australian Labor Party?
(2) Ifso, when?
(3) As such, did he have knowledge of the donations made to the ALP?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(04-3)

Yes, I was the Treasurer of the Australian Labor Parry, but I cannot give the Leader
of the O0osition the exact dates. I am happy to undertake -

Mr MacKinnon; Roughly when?
Mr PETER DOWDING: I really cannot give the Leader of-the Opposition the answer he is

seeking.
Mir Macinnon: While you were a member of Parliament?
Mr PETER DOWDING. I would not want to mislead the House.
Mr Macinnon: Were you elected in 1980?
Mr PETER DOWDING: I was elected in 1980. I think I would have been a member of

Parliament, but I cannot be specific. However, I will check the dates and advise the
Leader of the Opposition accordingly.

Mr Macinnon: Did you have any knowledge of the donations made to the party?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Does the Opposition want an honest answer? As treasurer of the

party I do not believe that I was aware of individual donations made to the party. I
think the accounts I dealt with were only of global amounts.
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LIBERAL PARTY
Anti-corruption Bill

25. Mr RIPPER, to the Premier:

Has he had any response to his request to the Opposition earlier today for a copy of
its proposed Bill on anti-corruption?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

I was just listening to members of the Opposition who ask questions seeking dates
and accurate answers and when someone equivocates because he cannot supply the
answer in full they fall apart in a cacophony of laughs. It is an extraordinary
spectacle.
I have not had a response from the member for Floreat and I have been in the House
most of the day, I am surprised, given the Opposition's concern about this issue and
my indication this morning that if I were given a copy of the Bill I would not only be
prepared to make a statement about it tonight, but also that I would consider the
timing of dealing with it, that the member for Floreac has not even spoken to me
about it.

Mr Macinnon: And he won't.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Why? Will the Leader of the Opposition not let him?

Mr Macinnon: Why don't you give us copies of your Bills?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Why will the Leader of the Opposition not let him?

Mr Court: You have spent the afternoon issuing writs against him.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I will not issue a writ over a Bill. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is sensitive about writs today after his performance.

Mr Court: What do you mean?

Mr PETER DOWDING: We are sensitive about writs! Little Richard has a raw nerve. Me
thinks he protesteth a bit much!

Mr Clarkoi The people of Western Australia know what a tainted Government they have.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Does the member for Karrinyup choose to say that on the front
steps of this House?

The Opposition has spent two days in this House talking about the need to clean up
things and when I offer the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Floreat an
opportunity to perhaps expedite this issue the Leader of the Opposition is not
prepared to let the member for Floreat exercise his own judgment and give me a copy
of the B ill. That is a comment on the Leader of the Opposition.

BICENTENNIL MEDALLIONS
26. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Premier:

Is the Premier prepared to reverse the decision not to present bicentennial medals to
pre-primary school children?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

Yes. The decision was made originally that the medallion - it is not a myed 'al - should
be available to aid children attending primary and secondary schools. The success of
the medallion is obvious because there was an enormous interest in it and the
children received a great deal of pleasure from receiving them.

Mr Cash: I presented one to your young son at Mt Lawley.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He told mec about it, and he was very grateful; but he said that,
although it would be about 10 years before the event, he knew he would not have to
vote for the member for Mt Lawley because the member is not willing to stand for a
lower House seat.
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We understand that we have made some pre-primary school children unhappy by not
making the medallion available to them. There are sonic difficulties about it because
we have to draw a line somewhere. We drew the line at primrnay and secondary
school children. However, given that some pre-prinmary school classes are located in
primary schools, some three or four weeks ago Cabinet discussed the matter and
approved the distribution of medallions to pre-primary school children, and that
decision was announced in the Press. The striking of this medallion actually takes
some time and I think it will be ready in about two or three weeks.

TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY
R & (Bank

27. Dr WATSON, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware of statements by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition on radio today

dealing with funds provided by the R & I Bank to the Teachers Credit Society?
(2) Can he say anything about the accuracy of those remarks?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(04-2)

1 am a little appalled at the member for Nedlands because accuracy in these issues is
terribly important. I was returning from delivering a short but excellent speech on
rehabilitation when I heard him say the following on the radio -

Now yesterday was the first time that we have started getting a bit of
information as to just when and how the Government first started pumping
some funds into the TCS. He's -

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was referring to me. He continued -

- saying it was back in April, last year, a large injection. I think he
mentioned $25 million in loan funds had to go into the Teachers Credit
Society to prop it up.

One of the problems in this debate has been the continued inaccuracy of the
Opposition:

Mr Pearce: I would call it dishonesty.
Mr PETER DOWDING: We could call it dishonesty. On matters of critical importance we

have seen a repeat of the sorts of things that we have come to expect from the short
term member for Mt Lawley and the erstwhile member for Gascoyne. Both of them
had this propensity simply not to be accurate. As a result of that they would make
assertions which gave an absolutely false impression, as did the member for
Nedlands on the radio this morning.
I remind the member for Nedlands and the House that on 9 September 1987 the
previous Premier, Hon Brian Burke, said that in December 1986 there were heavy
demands on the society's liquidity. He stated -

'The strain on liquidity was overcome by access to the usual lines of credit
that most non-bank institutions have in place with their bankers to overcome
this type of situation. There was no request to the Government to take any
action, nor advice that action should be taken.
In April there were heavy liquidity demands due to cash withdrawals for
taxation payments and share purchases associated with share issues, for
example, the Challenge Bank. At the same time the problems associated
with the cash withdrawals were exacerbated by the rumours about the
society. Again, access to the usual lines of credit allowed the society to
meet its contments.

He further stated -

On 3 August the auditor told the registrar he was having difficulty
completing his audit. .. The Government reacted promptly, and by 6
August the registrar had received the formal report of the auditor. The next
day the society's two senior officers were sent on indefinite leave and the
board called in an R & I Bank officer to assess the position.
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Mr Burke made that statement publicly in the House on Wednesday, 9 September
1987. It is an absolute disgrace that in a matter as serious as this the member for
Nedlands should this morning assert publicly that somehow or other this information
had been denied the public.
A comm-issioner of the R & I Bank said last night that the R & I Bank had made the
decision on a commercial basis and that Kevin Edwards was not involved. Kevin
Edwards has also reported to me that he was not involved. What about a bit of truth?

TEACHERS FINANCIAL SOCIETY
Share holdiers

28. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

For the sake of accuracy, I have provided the Premnier with some notice of the
question.

(1) Who are the shareholders of Teachers Financial Services?

(2) What date were these shares issued?

(3) Are they holding these shares in trust for the ft & I Bank?

(4) If they are held in trust for the R & I Bank, will the accounts of Teachers
Financial Services be consolidated in the audited accounts of the R & I Bank
for the year ended 31 March 1988?

Mr PETER DOWVDING replied:

I thank the member for some notice of the question. However, once again he is
dealing in smear and innuendo and he does not apologise to the commissioners of the
ft & I Bank or to Mr Edwards for his inaccuracies.

In a question to me which the member even took the time to reduce to writing he still
could not get it right. The question ought to refer to the shareholders of the WA
Teachers Financial Society, not Teachers Financial Services. I assume that he wants
to know about shareholders of that society.

Mr Court: That is right.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The member has not done his homework; he is just careless.

Mr Court: You are being pedantic.

The SPEAKER: Order! This sort of behaviour is not acceptable. It may well be that some
people do not Eike the answers they get, but if that is the case they should also
consider that it may weUl be that others do not like the questions they are asked. That
does not give anybody the right to interject during those questions or those answers.
Let us be a bit more tolerant during question time.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The lesson here is that people in Opposition do not have to be
accurate because there is no ultimate recourse to them. They can say whatever they
like and do whatever they like in a shoddy way without regard for the people they
hurt. I will now provide the member with the answers to his questions, but before
doing so I express the hope that the fact that these gentlemen are shareholders of the
Teachers Financial Society will not mean they will get a blast from the Opposition,
because they are all people of the highest integrity. It appears that the Opposition
wants to besmirch the reputation of anybody who works for the Government or who
has dealings with the Government. I give that rider so that members opposite will
treat the people concerned nicely, because they are very respectable people.

Mr Clarko: They must be unknown to you then.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Sometimes I think that the member is not a nice person. He has
been all right on some occasions when I have had dinner with himn, but he is
sometimes not very mice.
(1) The shareholders of the WA Teachers Financial Society are: William John

Phillips, a commuissioner of the R & I Bank; Patrick John Doody, an officer
of the R & I Bank charged with the administration of the Teachers Financial
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Society; Andrew Ernest Lynn, who is the in-house solicitor of the
R & I Bank; and Mr Peter Macbin, who has legal responsibilities outside the
R & I Bank. I hope the member has noted that I am providing him with
more than he asked for.

(2) The shares were issued on 19 February 1988.

(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.

TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY
Australian Labior Party

29. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

Will the Premider institute an investigation to reassure himself and the Parliament that
the donation made by the Teachers Credit Society to the Australian Labor Party is
not in breach of Federal electoral laws?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

Among my roles of Premrier, Treasurer, and so on, is not that of some sort of lackey
of the Opposition. [ certainly do not intend to do the bidding of the Leader of the
Opposition. I am absolutely certain that there is no way in which any donation that
might have been made or received by the Labor Party influenced the decision that
was taken in April 1987 to provide an additional line of credit from the R & I Bank
to the Teachers Credit Society. To suggest that is to impugn the honesty and
reputation of the commissioners of the R & I Bank.

Mr Hassell; That money came out of the taxpayers' purse and you know it.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Oh, William, control yourself' Last night you were suggesting
something completely different.

Mr Pearce: Tomorrow it will be something else.
Mr PETER DOWDING: That is right. Last night it was suggested that the money was a

donation and it was because of the donation that a line of credit was extended. Today
members opposite have gone full circle and now say that the line of credit was
extended and some of that money dribbled back to the ALP. They should make up
their minds about what they are asserting.
If there were a donation - I do not know and do niot want to know or to confirm or
deny that - there was certainly no impropriety on the part of the Labor Party or the
Government

Mr Hassell: What about the taxpayers' money which has gone to the ALP?

The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the member for Cottesloe to cease interjecting.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Finally, if any payments were made out by anybody with TCS or
on behalf of TCS, it is up to the payers to ensure that they comply with whatever are
the proprieties of that organtisation. No impropriety has been alleged and I assure
you, Mr Speaker, that the Opposition has not given me one iota of evidence to
suggest any impropriety at all. I wish that it would at least get its story right before it
starts besmirching the characters of a whole range of people.
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