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TH E SPE AKE R (Mr Michael B amett) took the Chair at 10.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - FOOD ADDITIVES
Supermarkets and Food Outlets Display Chart

MR KIERATH (Riverton) 110.04 amJ. I have a petition couched in the following terms -

To the H-onourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned hereby petition that the Government require all supermarkets and
food outlets to display clearly a chart detailing the coding used in food additives,
thereby allowing the consumer to know which chemicals are used in the product.
The consumer can then exercise freedom of choice in deciding whether or not to use
the product. The chart should also warn of the possible harmnful effects of food
colourings, especially red E123. and yellow E102, (carrnoisine and tartrazine), until it
has been proven that these additives are not injurious to health.

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 59 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 96.1

PETITION - WASTE SEPARATION/RECYCLI.NG '5-SE-CTION SYSTEiM

New Legislation
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [10.05 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, request that the Parliament legislate for a 5-section waste
separation/recycling system by WA town/city/shire councils.
Your petitioners thereby humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 111 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 97.1

PETITION - LAW AND ORDER. SCARBOROUGH
West Coast Highway- Veninor Street-Deanmore and Scarborough Beach Roads -

Police Presence Increase

MIR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [ 10.06 am]: I present a petition which states -

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

We, the undersigned, call upon the Government to increase the police presence in the
Scarborough area bounded by West Coast Highway, Ventnor Street, Deanmore Road
and Scarborough Beach Road, particularly between 10.00 pm and 2.00 am, in order
to maintain law and order and restore the basic rights of residents to have peaceful
enjoyment of their property.
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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 280 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 98.]

PETITION - MT LESEUER

Coal Mining or Power Stations - Opposition

MR DONOVAN (Morley) [10.07 anm]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -

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

We, the undersigned, request that the Parliament, in recognition of the immense
biological diversity and importance of the Mt Lesueur area:

(1) Create a National Park with boundaries as recommended by the
Environmental Protection Authority; and,

(2) no coal mining or power stations be permitted within the boundaries or
adjacent to the Mt Lesueur National Park.

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 135 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 99.]

INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Beggs (Minister for Transport). and read a first time,

HERITAGE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA BILL

Committee
Resumed from 28 August. The Chairman of Committees (Dr Alexander) in the Chair;
Mrs Beggs (Minister for Transport) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 7 1: Compensation in respect of Orders
Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered.

Mrs BEGGS: This clause identifies the basic difference berween the Opposition pantics and
Government in this legislation. The amendment proposed by the member for Applecross
should be seen as an ambit claim rather than a realistic and practical attempt to address some
of the perceived problems. It goes well beyond any provisions contained under current
planning legislation. Last night the member for Applecross said that I did not understand the
provisions in the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act. I suggest to him that his
attempt to represent one section of the community - the development industry - will modify
all the plannmng processes in this State. New compensation provisions in the heritage
legislation would establish a precedent which would be a basis for lobbying in other areas. I
have had the opportunity overnight and this morning to discuss the workings of heritage
legislation in other parts of Australia. I have been able to determine, to the best of my
knowledge, that nowhere else where there is successful heritage legislation is there any
avenue for compensation.
The member for Applecross suggested that the compensation provisions in the Metropolitan
Region Town Planning Scheme Act should be duplicated in the proposed Heritage of
Western Australia Act. The member clearly does not understand the provisions of the Town
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Planning and Development Act and I will go through them for his benefit. That Act allows
the Government to prepare an overall planning scheme for the metropolitan region well in
advance and to determine what land it will require in the future for such things as roads or
public open space.

The fundamental difference between land which is entered on a register of heritage places
and land affected by the town planning scheme is that that land will be resumed for public
purposes at some future date. In most cases the Government does not want to acquire the
land immediately as the road or the public parkland is not always required immediately. The
Government, through the planning authority, pays a portion of the value of the land now, and
pays the balance at the time the land is needed to be used.

Mr Lewis: That is not right.

Mrs BEGGS: It is right. The first payment is like a deposit and is related to the lost
development potential.

Mr Lewis: When is it paid?

Mrs B EGGS: At the time of resumption.

Mr Lewis: No, Minister, you are wrong.

Mrs BEGGS: What is the member's view?

Mr Lewis: Compensation can only be paid when development rights are refused.

Mrs BEGGS: Perhaps when I go through this the member for Applecross will see that what I
am saying it ight.

Mr Lewis: I was a member of the MRPA board for four or five years and I know how it
works.
Mrs BEGGS: An amount of money is paid at the time.

Mr Lewis: The Minister had better get her little man to advise her, because she is wrong.

Mrs BEGGS: No, I am not wrong. The first payment is related to the lost development
potential and is referred to as compensation for injurious effect. The essential point is that
first payment is an instalment in the process of acquisition for public purposes. The
registration of a property as a place of heritage is quite different from reserving land for
public purposes through the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act. Ir is merely
an identification, a documentation of a cultural heritage place. Entry does not, as the
member for Applecross claims, sequester property rights.

Mr Lewis: We are talking about compensation on a conservation order.

Mrs BEGGS: Last night there was a lot of discussion that hypothetical small property
owners living in places that may be on the register would be denied property rights. The
owner of a property on the register of heritage places can continue to live in his or her place
and enjoy it. The property is not precluded from redevelopment.

Mir Lewis: It is so.

Mrs BEGGS; It is not. The owner has access to a whole range of incentives and technical
assistance.

Mr Lewis: It is not necessarily precluded, but it can be.
Mrs BEGGS: In the most unusual circumstances.

Mr Lewis: We must protect that unfortunate person.

Mrs BEGGS: They are protected because all of these things come into place long before any
suggestion of compulsory acquisition. The member for Applecross is suggesting that
because a place goes onto the register the owner would have to face immediate acquisition.

Mr Lewis: No, I do not say that.

Mrs BEGGS: That is what you are trying to suggest. If the member would look at the
provisions of the Bill he would see that the owner of a registered place has access to a range
of incentives, technical assistance and planning bonuses.

Mr Lewis: Limited!
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Mrs BEGGS: They are not limited; they are more generous than those granted by any other
State in Australia.

Mr Lewis: The council is holding the cards; a property owner has no right of appeal.
Mrs BEGGS: The Heritage Council does not have that right under the legislation. Section
I I of the Town Planning and Development Act allows a person to claim compensation for
injurious effect as a result of the making of a town planning scheme decision. It also
provides for a betterment tax. However, the capacity of any owner to claim compensation is
constrained by the provisions of section 12 and compensation will be paid only when the
land is required for public purposes.
Mr Lewis: Absolutely.

Mrs BEGGS: Right. Any decision that relates to the making of a town planning scheme
which is listed in clause 10 of schedule 1 of the Act, is not able to be debated on a
compensation claim.

Mr Lewis: Agreed.

Mrs BEGGS: Okay. Clause 10 refers to zoning and rezoning. There is no compensation or
betternent for changes to zoning. Therefore, I cannot understand why the member argues
that there should be compensation or betterment for entry of a place in the register of heritage
places. That astounds me, except for the fact that he is being guided by the development
industry in the comments he is making.

Mr Lewis: I am not.

Mrs BEGGS: He is, because he said the same things that those groups said to me when I was
dealing with the heritage legislation.

Mr Lewis: Five different groups were advising you and you could not accept the advice.
They are all wrong!
Mrs BEGGS: I am not saying that they are wrong, but they misunderstand why the heritage
Bill should be any different from what takes place under the normal planning process. I
cannot understand why the member thinks that should be the case, either. Some people
actually suggested to me that registration is something like spot rezoning; I think that
registration is much less onerous than that. Registration certainly does not constrain
development. If there is no compensation for rezoning, members of the Opposition should
not expect us to accept a proposition that compensation should be payable for entry into the
register of heritage places.

Mr Lewis: We are talking about compensation on a conservation order. We are not talking
about compensation when it goes on the register.

Mrs BEGGS: The member did. That is the point he made in his speech in the second
reading debate.
Mr Lewis: You have not been listening.

Mrs BEGGS: I have been here for two days listening to the member.

The amendments put up by the member for Applecross are based on a misunderstanding or
he is misinterpreting the compensation provisions contained in the present planning
legislation. They ate based also on a misunderstanding of what heritage listing implies. It is
important that we get this fact right because it has been pointed out to me that if some of
those amendments are moved in the other place where the Opposition has the numbers and
they are passed, the heritage legislation will be totally unworkable.

Mr Lewis: It will not.

Mrs BEGGS: I put to the member this proposition: If the Govemtment paid compensation to
an owner for entry of a place in the register of heritage places, that would constitute a tacit
acknowledgement that the place should never be altered. The Government, in effect, would
be buying the development rights of that place in perpetuity. To follow that argument to its
logical conclusion, the compensation provisions in the Opposition's amendments would
sterilise future development, possibly including simple things like refurbishment, and this
could lead to a budding becoming completely unusable. I am sure that that is not the
member's intention. However, I think he should have another look at his amendments before
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the Bill goes to another place to ensure he will not make this legislation unworkable. He has
said over and over again that the Opposition supports heritage, but then he has put forward
suggestions that would make the legislation absolutely impossible.

Mr Lewis: Why are they impossible? Because money is involved. Who is paying the
money? The State is paying, and the State does not have the money. That is the reason.

Mrs B EGGS: No, that is not true. There should be incentives and plot ratio bonuses and
things to encourage people -

Mr Lewis: With no rights of appeal.

Mrs BEGGS: There are rights of appeal.

Mr Lewis: There are no rights of' appeal about what they offer you.

Mrs BEGGS: There are rights of appeal in regard to the Treasurer and in regard to an
agreement that would be reached between the Treasurer and the party affected. That is the
fundamental difference. The member for Applecross is being hypocritical in saying that he
will support heritage legislation because what he is making sure -

Mr Lewis: That is your opinion. Our runs are on the board. We put forward separate
heritage legislation and embarrassed you. You did not have your act together. You had been
talldng about it for four years. You were embarrassed.

Mrs B EGGS: The Opposition's heritage legislation was a joke.

Mr Lewis: That is why industry accepts yours in its current form!

Mrs BEGGS: Of course it does not. It accepted the Opposition's legislation because only
property that was already in public ownership would be affected.

Mr Lewis: The other place will amend your legislation and make it workable for society.

Mrs B EGGS: The member is threatening me now. If it is amended in anc'her place as he is
suggesting, the legislation could never be proclaimed.
Mr Lewis: Is that a threat? You are saying that you are not prepared to acct -amendments
from the Opposition in the other place because you don't agree with them ar. herefore the
legislation will not be proclaimed. You are not dinkum with heritage.

Mrs BEGGS: The member is not. We have accepted the member's amendments which are
sensible and reasonable because we accept that they will allow the legislation to work
properly. However, if the Opposition intends pursuing the amendments, particularly those to
clause 71, it will be impossible for the legislation to be effective in protecting heritage
properties throughout Western Australia. The Governm-ent is not trying to diminish the
rights of property owners in bringing forward this legislation in its current form. The
Government has done a great deal of soul-searching in an attempt to achieve a balanced
approach. The member for Applecross is trying to destroy that balanced approach and come
down in favour of the big developers who have no interest in heritage and who are interested
only in looking after their own needs and not worrying about the comnmunity's heritage.

Mr AINSWORTH: It was most unfortunate that last night we ran out of time because I
would have lied to have spoken hard on the heels of the member for Fremantle because
some of his points caused me some concern. The attitude displayed in his remarks was that
if a person was the owner of a property which subsequently became heritage listed, any
change to the value of that property that was to the detriment of the owner should be
accepted on the basis that the owner should take a philanthropic attitude and say that the
property is being listed for the good of the commnunity and therefore that he does not require
compensation. That is hard to accept because I do not believe that the member for Fremantle
or any member of the Goverrnent would accept that same proposition if that property was
being resumed for a roadway which was deemed to be in the interests of the community and
that, therefore, the person who owned the property should lose money. Under the current
law, that person would be fully compensated, as is his right, and the Government would
accept that as being correct also.

I do not see the difference between a person being disfranchised for the benefit of the broad
community by the resumption of land for use as a roadway or for resumption for heritage
purposes. The owner of that property is being constrained from development or from doing
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whatever he wants to do with it. If something is done in the interests of the community but it
impinges on an individual's rights, he or she should be compensated and the compensation
should be the same in all cases, regardless of the use to which the property is being put.

Mr McGINTY:, I refer to the comments made late last night by the member for Applecross
who suggested I did not recognise or respect property rights and, in so doing, I will touch on
the points made by the member for Roe. If someone's property is resumed for the purposes
of a road he is compensated;, if someone's property is resumed for heritage purposes he is
equally compensated. There is no question that where there is a resumption of a property full
compensation is paid.

Mr Lewis: The resumption of property for heritage purposes is subject to restricted
compensation.

Mr McGfNTY: Where a property is resumed for the purposes of heritage, compensation is
paid according to the provisions of the Public Works Act.
Mr Lewis: It is restricted to this legislation. If a property is mun-down that can be discounted
from the compensation.
Mr McGINTY Certain factors impinge on the quantum of the compensation. Nonetheless
compensation is payable in the ordinary way to properties resumed under this legislation.
The crucial point to this debate is that we need to go beneath the superficial approach of
talking broadly about property rights and to analyse what is at stake in this debate.

It has been said that I do not recognise property rights and that is nonsense. I recognise that
legal rights to property exist and anyone who says that they do not exist would be a fool.
Mr Lewis: Philosophically.

Mr McGINTY: I accept that the member for Applecross owns property, or I presume he
does, and that other people own property and they have a legal right, enshrined in the laws of
this State, to that property. We need to understand what is the nature of the right affected by
heritage legislation and we must also recognise legal rights. I accept that there are equitable
rights in property and they come in a varietyof forms. However, they are rights which
should be recognised and they are something less than full legal rights of having one's name
on the certificate of title at the Office of Tidles. I go further than that and recognise that
possession of property in the absence of legal ownership gives rise to certain rights in that
property. In respect of those rights which have a legal, equitable or possessory base there is
no question that rights exist and should be recognised. Where those rights are taken away it
is appropriate to consider compensation. I point out that I am referring to a non-existent,
fictitious right or a right invented in the course of this debate which is the subject of what
members are saying should be compensated for. People do not have a right to use their
property in an absolutely free and unlimited way. The point we must consider is that
ownership of land does not give a person the right to minerals found on his land.

Mr Lewis: In some cases it does.

Mr McGINTY: In remote circumstances, but by and large a person does not have the right to
minerals on his land.

Mr Clarko: In some countries they do.

Mr McGINTY: I am talking about Western Australia.

Mr Clarko: The early titles were different.

Mr McGLNTY: What percentage of land did that involve?

Mr Clarko: Neil McNeill, a former Liberal Party leader in the other place, has land in
Harvey and he is entitled to the minerals on his land.

Mr McGLNTY: Under the old system, which I think the member is referring to, a limited
proportion of land is involved; it is so small it is inconsequential to what we are talking
about. Let us deal with the ordinary situation.

Mr Clarko: It is not a principle.

Mr McGINTY: It is a principle that the owner of land does not have the right to minerals on
his land. Equally, as [ said in the second reading debate, a person does not have the right to
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pollute his land or to interfere with his nei hibour's use or enjoyment of his or her land; he
does not have the right to make noise oi i at land; he does not have the right to erect
whatever building he wants or to demolish whole or part the baildings on his property.
None of thos, can be a basis for a right. In this debate we are talking as though there are
such property r-ights and they are eing taken away from people. That is not the case and I
suggest to members opposite that tne one instance in which this question of what is property,
what is compensation and what is acquisition, which is the very sort of notions we are talking
about, has been subjected to detailed analysis and rigorous consideration - I know members
opposite would not like rereading the decision - was in the High Court decision in the
Tasmanian dams case. If members have respect for the law of this land they would respect
what judges say the law is to be. In that case the question of what constitutes the acquisition
of property on just termns for the purposes of section 51 (xx-: o f the Constitution was
analysed. Justice Dean, who took the most liberal approach, sai . vere curtailment of the
use of property could constitute an acquisition of that property. vas in the minority and
the rest of the judges took the view that even the most severe: curt tent of a person's use of
that property did not constitute an acquisition of any property rigi. ar did not interfere with
those rights in a w-ay envisaged by the Australian Constitution. It savolved someone losing
his legal, equitable o~r possessary right. None of those is being suggested in this debate as not
being compensated r.

Mr Wiese: I wonder what the judges would h;W thought if it had involved one o. their
properties?

Mr McGINTY: I have sufficient respect for the laws of the land and if the High Court said
that is the law and that is its rigorous interpretation of it I am happy to take that as the case.

Let us look at this ini a practical way because extreme examples were thrown around the
Chamber last night. What was done in Tasmania was that the owners of the land on which
the dam was proposed to be built had a law passed preventing them from budding a dam.
The law went further than that and permanently deprived them of the use of that land for the
purpose for which they had acquired it. Nonetheless, the High Court said in its analysis that
the severe curtailment of thei- use of the land did not conistitut che loss of a property right
such as should be compensated for in accordance with the lam~ of this country under the
provisions of section 5 l(xxxi) of the Constitution which provides for compensation on just
terms. If that is not a property right nothing we are talking about in the context of the debate
on this legislation constitutes a property right.

In relation to compensation!I ask members what is the property right for which compensation
should be paid. I suggest there is no right recognised by law in this country to not be able to
do the sort of things which the member for Applecross is suggesting one should be
compensated for. I have worried over this point since the second reading debate and I came
to the conclusion that something is missing from the debate. It can only be an identification
of what that right is. I have gone through this debate and I cannot see the right the member is
talking about. It is only once one recognises a right is being removed that the question of
compensation for the loss of that right comes into play. Members opposite are not talking
about ights, but about the bestowing of largess on owners of property. If that is the case let
us debate it on that basis, but it is not the basis on which the Opposition's argument has been
put forward. Its argument has been that some right exists. There is no such right and it is not
recognised by law. It has simply been a case created for the purpose of this debate. Let us
proceed on the basis of compensation where a right is affected and this Bill makes absolute
provision for that. When someone has expended money that person may apply to have his
property resumed and will be compensated accordingly.

Mr Lewis: What happens if the property is not resumed?

Mr McGIN1TY: And the person has expended money?

Mr Lewis: No, what would happen if someone applied to have his property resumed and, the
Heritage Council did not have the necessary funds to resume it?

Mr McGTNTY: Is the member talking about funds from the Heritage Council, which makes
that compensation?
Mr Lewis: It does not have to resume; it may.

Mr McCINTY: I will deal with the member's question: Who makes the payment?
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Mr Lewis: I suppose funds would be appropriated from the Consolidated Revenue Fund to
the Heritage Council.

Mr MeGINTY: The Treasury would provide the funds. It is not a matter of the council
saying to a property owner that he has expended funds or has been adversely affected and
that it refuses to resume his land.

Mr Lewis: That happens quite a lot.

Mvr McGINTY: Where a person has the right to make an application to have his property
resumed under an Act of Parliament, an assumption accompanies that right that in deciding
whether to resume the property, and the decision maker will act only on the basis of relevant
criteria. The decision cannot be capriciously made. The power exists in the context of
clause 72 of the Bill. It would be an improper use of that power if someone refused to
exercise it on a basis other than that proposed in the Bill. The situation to which the member
refers would not arise realistically. He should state what rights he is talking about, because
one cannot do what one likes with one's property: that does not impinge on an existing right
and is a commonplace event. I cannot do a number of things with my property that I might
like to do were I not the person I am. The same applies to the member. We should deal with
the debate by identifying what rights people will lose and consider the question of
compensation in that ight. Where no rights are lost, compensation is not necessary.
Mr AINSWORTH: The member for Fremantle has identified the fact that property owners
are bound by various local, State and Federal laws, which constrain them from making
changes to their properties up to a certain point. However, provided they go through the
correct channels, rights exist for property owners. In other words, given the constraints that
will apply with building codes and so forth, one has the right, under normal circumstances, to
make alterations to one's property. Under council by-laws, plans must be submitted to a
local council for approval and to ensure that the building specifications meet certain
standards. However, if a property is deemed to be of heritage value that right to make
alterations under the same terms and conditions as every other property owner is suddenly
altered. I disagree strongly with the member for Fremantle; property owners do have a
specified right, albeit with limitations and, to some degree, those limitations can suddenly be
changed. Once a heritage listing has been placed on a property, the owner cannot make the
changes to that property that every other property owner is able to make. When the
individual's property is deemed to be of heritage value, suddenly his rights no longer apply;
the rules of the game are changed to the detriment of the property owner. Were that
individual to feel that he has been unjustly affected by that change in the rules he should be
compensated. The Opposition is not asking for something that is unreasonable over and
above what one might consider to be fair compensation for being unable to do to one's
property what every other person is able to do. The Opposition is not asking for something
other than what is accepted as normal property rights in the community where properties are
not subject to heritage listing. The loss of that right must be compensated for when a
property is given a heritage listing.

Mr CLARKO: Clause 71(3)(e), which is about compensation, incredibly states that.-

no account shall be taken of any prospective use of the land ...

Surely the quintessence of the valuation of land is its prospective use. If the prospective use
of the property is negative, the value decreases: if it is positive, the value increases. It would
be grossly unfair were that to become the basis of compensation. Subclause (3)(g)(ii) states -

the person concerned had received, or ought to have taken, notice of the cultural
heritage significance attributable to the place,

The phrase, "ought to have taken notice" is a gross intrusion into the affairs of people. I
know it is a long time since 1984, but people once thought of 1984 as the pinnacle of
Government intrusion into one's life. The phrase, 'ought to have takcen notice of the
heritage" is a classic example of that. The situation gets worse. A scholar such as yourself,
Mr Chairman, would appreciate the following classic piece of 'Sir Humphrey" where it
states -

Regard shall be had to the fact -
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I have no objection to that.

and to the consequential possibility -

Nostradamus sitting as chairman of the Heritage Council! The quote continues -

that a Conservation Order might be made,

One must think about the consequential possibility and that it might be made. The quote
continues -

whereby a reasonable person -

I wonder whether "reasonable" has been defined at the beginning of the Bill. What is a
1reasonable person"? All the reasonable people are on this side of the House. according to

the Opposition. Who defines the words, "consequential", 'possibility', "might be made" and
"reasonable person'?

The quote continues -

intending to incur expenditure -

How does one work out how a person is intending to incur expenditure, unless one is
Nostradamus or his brother? After all those ifs, buts and maybes the quote continues -

would have been likely to make enquiries of the Council before doing so.

That is the greatest drivel I have read in 17 years in this place.

Mrs Beggs: Has six months elapsed since you last mentioned your tenure?

Mr CLARKO: I mean 16 and a half years. What incredible humour. Were I to send that to
the producer of "Yes Minister" I am sure he would produce it immediately; in fact, he would
make a series out of it. It is absolutely atrocious legislation from a Government that has
previously indicated its support for the use of plain English in legislation. It is absolutely
trashy and amazing in the extreme.
Mrs Beggs: We could spend a lot of time talking about the way legislation is drafted but the
member for Marmion should not insult people who work very hard when drafting legislation.
I might agree that this clause is too wordy but somebody has put hard work into it and I
defend that person.

Mr CLARKO: I do not, and that is what I am paid for. When legislation comes before this
Parliament which is absolute nonsense, it is my responsibility to say so. I would like to hear
the Minister say that the wording of this clause is sensible and reasonable.

Mrs Beggs: There could be a very good reason for its inclusion.

Mr CLARKO: There can be no good reason for the wording of this clause; any sensible
person knows that it is crazy. It contains Five qualifications. Premier Burke said that the
Labor Government was all about using plain English - this must be ugly English. The
wording of this clause must be changed. This Committee should not accept legislation which
is drafted as badly as this clause is and neither should the Minister. The draftsman who
worded ts clause must be Crackers. Members in this Chamber are charged with considering
legislation that has been introduced, and it is rubbish for the Minister to suggest that we
should not criticise legislation.

The CHAIRMAN: This interchange is distracting the Committee from the topic of the
clause. The member for Marmiion has made his point and I ask him to return to an analysis
of the clause.
Mr CLARKO: I used exaggeration in a deliberate attempt to focus on the paucity of thought
in this pant of the clause. Proper compensation is a serious matter, and the provisions of
clause 71 will have the effect of taking away from people their basic rights. If the
community wants to preserve our heritage - which members on this side of the Chamber
agree with - a community price must be paid. A person who owns a heritage property is
entitled to proper compensation. The existing compensation laws in this State are not too
marvellous and I am aware of people whose property was resumed when Wanneroo Road
was widened who did not receive adequate compensation.

Many members are also aware of a further practice which disadvantages property owners;
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that is, a person is told his property wilt be resumed and that he will be paid compensation
representing the value of the property plus 10 per cent. However, before that resumption is
finally settled the owner is approached and an offer is made to buy the property in fee simple
for an additional, say, $5 000. The owner knows that he will lose the property one way or
another and decides to take that option. Subsequently the land is used for a purpose different
from that for which the property would have been resumed, and often for huge profits.
Members on this side of the Chamber have a responsibility to fight as vigorously as they can
to ensure that people are fairly and properly compensated in every significant way.
Mr WIESE: The Minister has not yet explained why this amendment is not acceptable to the
Government and why she does not consider it will improve this clause. The Com~mittee
deserves some explanation of why she is so adamantly opposed to the amendment ii' .ved by
the member for Applecross.
I am referring to comments made in this Chamber this morning by the member for
Fremantle, who I believe spelt out clearly the basic philosophical approach of the
Governent that young couples have no rights in relation to the property they purchase on
which to build a house. It is a pity that some of the members of the Press Gallery did not
take note of that or present that message to people who are buying land or building houses.
They ought to spell out the belief of Government members in relation to private property as
detailed here this morning.
Mrs Beggs: HeI explained himself perfectly.
Mr WIESE: I do not like being told that people purchasing property at present in the belief
that they can do what they want with it - that is, build a house, grow a garden or raise their
children - when it comes to the nitty gritty do not have any rights in relation to that property.
I do not think they would like that either. There may be a few people who think to
themselves, "Why are we buying this land and mortgaging ourselves for the next 40 years?"
If that is the what the Minister feels then she ought to be telling people that and somebody
should be telling them that this is the attitude of the present Governiment.
Mrs Beggs: That is an absolute misrepresentation of the truth.
Mr WIESE: Then we had better both look at the comments made by the member for
Fremantle to see what he said.
M~rs Beggs: He was pointing out the real situation in relation to property rights.
Mr WIESE: This clause spells out the way in which compensation orders shall be paid and
how they should be assessed. It states that no compensation is payable except in so far as
this clause provides. It spells out the things that apply and conditions which have to be met
before compensation is paid. It starts immediately to whittle away the rights of people
seeking compensation. All of the subclauses of this clause do that. For instance, before
compensation can be paid it has to be capable of being assessed by way of liquidated
amount, so that is the first qualification. The second qualification is that the loss has to arise
out of the contractual or statutory obligi ion that has been incurred. The third qualification is
that it does not include any element of capital cost or capital depreciation. That is a
substantial whittling away of the right to compensation.
A person cannot be compensated for any element of capital depreciation. Many people in the
community would wonder about the fairness and equity of that. The next subclause spells
out Mnother condition which whittles away the rights for compensation; if a person has
recovered any taxes or had a diminution of tax liability that must be taken into account.
Mr Lewis: It is taken back.
Mr WIESE: That is correct. If it is not capable of recovery or mitigation, the person, again.
is not entitled to compensation. All those items in clause 71 whittle away at the rights of a
person to receive compensation. Subclause (3) contains a further diminution of
compensation a person will be able to get. Subclause (3)(c) states -

the assessment may take into account the cost of, and the circumstances relating to.
the acquisition of the land by the claimant;

It is not even "shall take into account", but that the assessment "may take into account". That
also means that it may not take it into account. There is no compulsion that it "shall" take
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into account the costs of or circumstances related to the property. Who will make that
judgment? Will the Minister make it depending on how she got out of bed that day; or will
the council make it depending on how its members feel on a particular day?
Mrs Beggs: I doubt it. That is a ridiculous thing to say.
Mr WIESE: What are the criteria then, Minister, as to whether it is "may" or 'shall"? There
is no compulsion to take into account circumstances relating to an acquisition or the cost of
that acquisition. Subclause (3)(d) says exactly the same thing, as follows -

loss or damage in respect of which compensation is payable may include a sum
payable in respect of a breach of contract caused by the necessity of discontinuing ...

Not "shall", but "may". Will compensation be paid in relation to that item? It certainly does
not say that in the Bill, which says "may"? What will be the criteria by which that
compensation becomes payable, if it is to be payable at all? This is capable of being
interpreted as meaning that no requirement or compulsion exists for the payment of
compensation. All the other items mentioned in subclause (3)(g) have been mentioned by
the member for Marnion and likewise are difficult to accept as ensuring that compensation
wilbe paid.
Mr LEWIS: I would like to refute some of the things said by the Minister. This is not an
amnbit claim by big business or industry; the object of the Opposition is to ensure that all
people, whether business people or small property owners, have their rights protected. It
concerns me when the Minister makes statements which are ill-founded and untrue. There is
no precedent, and there will be no precedent, for the provision of compensation, whether a
property is placed on a register, has an order placed on it or there is a revocation under clause
75,
If the Minister reads the amendment she will find that compensation only comes into effect,
certainly under a registration, when a person is refused an application to develop, improve or
sell his property. It also comes into play when an order is made but not on the basis specified
in the legislation that people are paid only what it may have cost them. It involves the
difference between the value before and after acquisition. Valuers can determine capital
loss; that is not the loss of profits, which were the words used by the member for Fremantle.
The Minister said that this does not happen in any other place in Australia. Thai is not
reasonable. All wisdom does not reside outside this State. Other States have heritage
legislation which has probably been introduced by Governments of a similar political
persuasion, and we all know that Labor Governments throughout Australia just transfer their
various pieces of legislation around the country, so that is no argument.
There is a great difference between this legislation and a zoning under the Town Planning
and Development Act, where no compensation is paid. A town planning process may take
two years, and will take 12 months at the very least. There is full public participation. The
process goes through the municipal council at least twice, and often three times. It goes
through the State Planning Commission twice and through the Minister of the day at least
twice. Zoning under a town planning scheme affects the whole community. All the people
up and down the street are affected. However, this legislation will discriminate singularly
against a person who happens to own a property which is of heritage significance. That is
where the difference lies and that is where the Government is discriminiating against people's
property rights. The member for Fremantle cannot accept that this legislation will lead to a
loss of people's property rights. I am sorry that the member for Fremantle cannot hear this
because, as he said, he did think about it and has thought about it ever since, but hec still has
not got the message. What I have said may explain our point of difference.
Mr Read: He realises there is a point of difference but he cannot agree with what you are
saying.
Mr LEWIS: He may be one of those people who cannot accept a solid argument, but that is
his problem. I would like to think that the Minister can now understand the difference.
Mrs Beggs: I can understand the difference but I cannot understand why you think that a
property with heritage value should be treated differently from a property which has other
restrictions placed on it.
Mr LEWIS: I have to labour this point because obviously the Minister still does not
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understand it. Heritage value is subjective. It is specific to a particular property. It is
unfortunate that it is the owner of that property who will wear it. A zoning under a town
planning scheme affects the entire community. If I was the owner of a property with heritage
value I would say to myself. "Why do I have to wear it? Why do I haw, to accept a loss in
the value of my property for the benefit of other people?' Surely the equitable thing to do, if
the community want to enjoy a person's property and 1 diminish its value, would be for it to
compensate the person for that loss.

Mrs Beggs: I understand what you are saying hut 1 0l not agree.

Mr LEWIS: Does the Minister accept it is reasonable that individuals should suffer loss for
the benefit of the wider community?

Mrs Beggs: No; I do not agree that is the effect of this legislation.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister should ask her adviser whether the Bill has that effect. Does the
Minister believe this Bill could diminish the value of a person's property?

Mrs Beggs: No more than could many other planning processes.

Mr Macinnon: In other words, the answer is yes.

Mrs Beggs: There is an outside possibility.

MW LEWIS: The Minister would not need a Bill comprising 91 pages if she was not seeking
to affect people's property rights. Why does the Minister need such a powerful Bill to do
what is needed to preserve heritage? People who may happen to own a property that has
heritage value will have their property rights affected,

Mrs Beggs: So do a range of other Acts, such as the Metropolitan Region Town Planning
Scheme Act and the Environmental Protection Act.

Mr LEWIS: Those Acts contain compensation clauses. That is where we differ. I believe it
is reasonable that when a person's property is reserved under the Metropolitan Region Town
Planning Scheme Act, he be compensated. Does the Minister think the compensation
provided in that Act is reasonable?

Mrs Beggs: Yes.

Mr LEWIS: If the Minister accepts the compensation provided in that Act, why can she not
provide the same compensation in this legislation?
Mrs Beggs: I have exiplained to you how compensation is provided under the metropolitan
region scheme. Your interpretation of how it works is not correct. I do not agree with you.

Mr LEWIS: I can point out to the Minister about a thousand properties which are reserved
but where not a dollar has changed hands from the Government to the people involved. A
person is eligible for compensation only when he is refuised the right to develop. That is
what our amendment proposes. We are not saying that a person should be compensated
when his property is put on the register.

Mrs Beggs: You are.

Mr LEWIS: We are not. The Minister has not read (he amendment. We are saying that
when a person is refused the right to develop, or when he sells the property, he should be
eligible to be compensated for the loss of value that has ensued because of this BW. That is
reasonable. I am disappointed that the Government cannot accept the equity of the position
that we are putting forward on bechalf of all property owners. I take exception to the
Minister's saying that I am interested only in big developers and companies. I am interested
in small property owners, who may not have the money to renovate their properties and who
may end up losing them because of ths BWl.

Clause put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (26)
Mrs Beggs Mr Donovan Mr Grill Mr Leahy
Mr Bridge Dr Edwards Mns Henderson Mr Marlborough
Mrs Buchaman Dr Galop Mr Kobelke Mr McGinty
Mr Catania Mr Onahamn Dr Lawrence Mr Pearce
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Mr Read Mr RIJ. Smith Mr Troy Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Ripper Mr Taylor Dr Watson
Mr D.L. Smith Mr Thomas Mr Wilson

Noes (20)
Mr Ainsworth Mrs Edwardes Mr Mensaros Mr Fred Tubby
Mr CJI. Barnett Mr Grayden Mr Minson Dr Tumnbuil
Mr Bradshaw Mir Kierath Mr Omodei Mr Wart
Mr Clarko Mr Lewis Mr Shave Mr Wiese
Mr Court Mir Macinnon Mr Thompson Mr Blaikie (Teller)

pairs
Mr Gordon Hill Mr Nichotls
Mr Canf Mr McNee
Mr Cunningham Mr Cowan

Clause thus passed.
Clause 72 put and passed.

Clause 73: Other claims fur compensation arising out of the operation or this Act -

Mr WIESE: Part of this clause reinforces the coverage provided to ensure that the Heritage
Council is in every way sheltered and protected from the need to provide compensation. The
clause ensures that there will be no claims for compensation for arty reason as a result of the
operation of this Bill, other than those provided for in the part of the Bill with which we have
just dealt.
I want to highlight the reference to the ability to go before the Supreme Court in order to try
to ensure that a person receives some just compensation. We talk about the assets or the
property of an individual, and it is great to talk about them being allowed to go before the
Supreme Court, but what property owner in the State has the financial resources to bring a
case against the Crown in the Supreme Court? The individual property owner, as a result of
the operation of this Bill, is precluded from being able to mount the necessary appeals and to
go through the necessary procedures to seek justice. The ordinary person does not have the
resources to challenge the Crown in the Supreme Court.

Mr LEWIS: I have been pondering why the Government is so fixed in its constant
reinforcement of the principle that no compensation wil be paid for any loss as a result of
being registered, or orders and the like. I have considered natural justice, equity arid things
like that, and I am perplexed. The Minister has not explained why a person should not be
compensated if, as a result of this Bill, some of his wealth is transferred to the wider
community.

The CHAIRMAN: I caution the member not to return to the debate we have just had. This
clause deals specifically with the Supreme Court.
Mr LEWIS: Yes, but it is concerned with compensation.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the general question has already been covered.

Mr LEWIS: This clause says that the Supreme Court will have regard to certain things, but
the compensation shall be limited to such actual loss as may have been occasioned, and it
may be limited in such other manner as the court thinks fit. There is no right to
compensation. That point must be accepted.

Mrs Beggs: That is not true.

Mir LEWIS: It is true, and I am trying to work out why.

Mrs Beggs: What we are saying is that there is no compensation for entry on the register.

Mr LEWIS: There are very limited rights. It has occurred to mec that the reason is that the
Government does not have the money and it does not want to pay people. It sees this
question of compensation as being against its socialist principles. The Government wants to
rake property from people and redistribute their wealth for the benefit of the wider
comnmunity. That is fundamental to this Government's beliefs. That needs to be said,
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because in no way has the Minister convinced this Committee of the reason why
compensation should not be paid.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 74 and 75 put and passed.

Clause 76: Moratorium on development -

Mr WIESE: I have tried to bring before the Chamber the extraordinary powers which exist
in this Act. Here is another of those extraordinary powers. I would like the Minister to
explain why on earth we have a clause such as this which may be brought into operation
where a person has been convicted of an offence which constitutes a contravention of an
order.

The Committee has spent some time in debating how extraordinarily severe the penalties
imposed under this Bill will be and this clause further extends those penalties. Even though
a person may have been convicted and subjected to all the penalties that a court may impose,
this clause will alow the Governor, on the advice of the Minister, to further rub salt into that
person's wounds.

This clause will give the Minister the power, after the court has dealt with a matter and
imposed a punishment, to place a moratorium for up to 10 years on a piece of land or a
building, or both. That is an absolutely extraordinary situation and I would like the Minister
to explain the necessity for it because it is completely beyond the extraordinary powers that
will be imposed by this legislation. How can she justify that?

Mrs BEGGS: This clause was considered an appropriate last resort action.

Mir Wiese: But the court has already dealt with it.

Mrs BEGGS: It was considered a necessary clause. The member for Wagin has not
considered the circumstance in which a large developer, who stands to gain millions of
dollars, would be deterred by a fine and would attempt to contravene the order. South
Australia, Victoria and New South Wales have that moratorium clause on development in
their heritage legislation. Fortunately, it has never been used and I would hope that would be
the case here. However, in the case of some major developments it may have to be imposed.
A protection clause must exist to deter a developer from contravening an order that is placed
on a development because he is not worried about paying a fine.

Mr WIESE: That is a pathetic explanation of the situation. If, after having been dealt with
by the court process, a large developer continues to develop a piece of land he would be in
contempt of court. Powers exist within this Bill to stop developers continuing with their
developments.

Mrs Beggs: 'That is not a deterrent in some isolated circumstances.

Mr WIESE: The Government will have the power to completely prevent development from
continuing. Does the Minister not believe that the power exists to stop such development?

Mrs Beggs: Yes.

Mr WIESE: The Minister has the power to put a stop order on a development. How can the
Minister explain to me that a developer is able to continue when the Government has these
other powers?

Mrs Beggs: It is an extra penalty that would be applied where an amount of money would
not be a deterrent. If you look around the city you will find many instances of that.

Mr WIESE: There is the fine of $10 000 and the gaol sentence of two years.

Mrs Beggs: A developer cannot be convicted on the same offence.

Mr WIESE: It becomes a new offence inmrediately after the development has recormmenced.
The court can impose a $10000 fine, a two year gaol sentence and cart restrict the
developer's activities for a tune. If he ultimately persists, he will be fined $1 000 a day for
as long as he contravenes that order. If this continues for, say, three years - which is nearly
1 000 days - it results in a $1 million fine. Under this legislation the Minister will still have
the power to issue a court order to reinstate the building to its original condition. This clause
gives the Minister, over and above everything that is already stated in the Bill, the power to
impose a moratorium on development for up to 10 years. This is an extraordinary power.
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Mr LEWIS; The Opposition will vote against this clause. It sets up what I consider to be a
triple whamnmy situation. The developer could incur a $10 000 fune, two years'
imprisonment, a $1 000 a day fine, an order to restore a building to its fanner state at his cost
and a 10 year moratorium on the building's use. The salient point that the member for
Wagirt missed is that the 10 year moratorium is an arbitrary decision made by the Minister;
the Governor does what the Government wants. A decision will not be adjudicated in a court
of law by learned counsel and a learned judge, but the Minister may decide to pursue a
particular developer.
Mr Wiese: The Minister could decide to fix himn right up.

Mr LEWIS: In recent years things have happened which would cause me niot to be surprised
at that - one only has to consider the Minister's comments to the member for Vasse about not
getting tickets.

Mrs Beggs: Come on!

Mr LEWIS: Does not that display what this clause is about? Is that not the ftundamnental
philosophy of this Bill?

Mr Blaikie: The Minister has been quite reasonable, I can assure you.

Mr Wiese: That would not apply just to the Government side of the House; our side of the
House is equally capable of exercising that power.

Mrs Beggs: I would hope they were capable of exercising that power if some place that had
extraordinary heritage value were under threat. That is the whole intent of this legislation.

Mr Wiese: I would hope that any member of the Government of the day would allow the
court processes to impose penalties, not the Minister.

Mr LEWIS: Absolutely.

Mr Shave: That is what I said last night; you axe playing two games at the same time - the
judge and the jury.

Mr LEWIS: The measures of punishment are draconian in the extreme.

Mrs Beggs: They are very similar to what was proposed by Hon Phillip Pendal in his Bill in
another place.
Mr LEWIS: I suggest they are draconian and I think most people on this side of the
Chamber believe they are. There is the triple whanmmy, and there is the ability for a
vindictive Minister of the Crown to really give someone a hard time without recourse to the
courts. That is unacceptable.

Mr Shave: What you are saying is that the Minister could say, 'Take this or you will get
nothing.'

Mr LEWIS: Exactly. The Minister could say, "Fall in line or you will wear it." I am not
saying it will be this present Ministry; it could be the Ministry of a Government in 20 years'
time. This is a powerful clause, and it is unnecessary.

Mrs Beggs: Of course it is powerful, but only by necessity. Are you suggesting everyone
out there in development land is honourable?

Mr LEWIS: Are all Ministers honourable?

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Clause put and passed.

Clause 77: Notice or intention to sell land, etc. -

Mr LEWIS: Again, I am sorry that the member for Fremuantle is not here because he said
that a person with a property of heritage value would not suffer any disadvantage. This
clause contains a classic example of such disadvantage, and it is only a small item. If
someone's property is on the register and they sell it, they are obliged within 28 days to
advise the Heritage Council of Western Australia. That is an obligation which everyone else
in the community does not have imposed upon them. That in itself is reason for some
consideration to be given to people with properties of heritage value. This provision
discriminates against those people whose properties are on the register. The Minister does
not seem to be able to understand that.
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Mrs Beggs: It is not a discrimination. I cannot imagie that any individual who owned a
property which had heritage value would consider it a discrimination that they had to notify
the Heritage Council of the sale or change of ownership. People do it every day when they
sell houses or cars - they must notify a change of ownership.

Mr LEWIS: Yes. I accept that; but we are talking about a general franchise as- opposed to a
specific franchise. We are supposed to treat all people with equity. Supposing the Minister
were living in a property which has heritage value and I were living next door. I could sell
my property and I would not have to send a note to the Heritage Council to say I was selling.
under penalty of a $200 fine, but the Minister would. Is that equitable?

Mrs Beggs: If you think that is not equitable you cannot agree with the formation of a
register. I do not know where you are coming from any more because you keep
contradicting yourself.

Mr LEWIS: To give an example, the rules in this legislation are so tough - and [ accept that -
that the certificate otf title has placed upon it a memorial that chat property is encumbered.
By virtue of that alone, it is on the register.

Mr Shave: What happens if I sell my property and there is a settlement period of 60 days,
which is the normal period? Under this clause I am required to let the Heritage Council
know within 28 days of my entering into that contract -

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Melville's question is too complex to be raised
in an interchange across the Chamber. If he wants to raise it. he should do so separately.

Mr LEWIS: I do not know whether the Minister knows that, even under the Metropolitan
Region Town Planning Scheme Act, where someone's property is reserved there is no
memorial placed on the title.

Mrs Beggs: There is so.

Mrt LEWIS: I am sorry;, the Minister is ignorant. No memorial is placed on the tidle under a
reservation under the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act. The MRPA or the
State Planning Commission has an obligation to cell the registrar, but I assure the Minister
that the registrar has never recorded that memorial on title because the Act does not specify
that he must do so.

Mrs Beggs: On receipt of the caveat from the commissioner the Registrar of Titles shall
enter it in the register book.

Mr LEWIS: It does not happen.

Mrs Beggs: That does not mean to say it should not happen. I will ask why it is not
happening now, because I think it should.

Mr LEWIS: So do 1, and I have been saying so for years. It does not happen because the
registrar at the time was of the opinion that they could cake note but they did not have to put
the memorial on the tidle - or the caveat, or the covenant - to say "Buyer beware. This
property is encumbered." The Minister is adding insult to injury: Not only does she
encumber a person's title, but also she obliges him,. within 28 days of sale, to notify the
Heritage Council; otherwise he cops a $200 penalty. The member for Fremantle said people
are not discriminated against and that no grounds for compensation exist. This is just one
very small itemn which refutes that. This Bill discriminates against people who happen to
own properties which have heritage value.

Mrs Beggs: I do not agree with that. The member would have difficulty fimding anyone who
found it unreasonable to have to notify the Heritage Council of a change of ownership.

Mr LEWIS: I am not complaining about that. The Minister has not been listening. My point
is that this Bill discriminates against the individual property owner.

Mrs Beggs. It does not discriminate.

Mr LEWIS: That owner must do something that his neighbour does not have to do and that,
to me, is discrimnination.

Mrs Beggs: I regard that as a ridiculous interpretation of discrimination.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister may think that, but I say to the Government that this legislation is
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discriminatory. It sequesters people's property rights, and those people's rights and their loss
of property should be compensated by the wider community, which is stealing their property.

Mr SHAVE: I will give an example of what could happen under this clause. If my property
had a heritage listing and I entered into a contract to sell it and gave a 60 day settlement
period, under clause 77(a), 28 days into that contract I would be obliged to advise the
Heritage Council of what was going on. Assuming that someone from the Heritage Council
was not very diplomatic in the way he or she handled the matter, the purchaser could be
contacted with all of the details and various discussions could take place about the property,
with the purchaser going cold on the contract. Supposing it was a sale subject to finance.
The purchaser could say, "I could not get any finance" - which is an easy loophole out of a
contract. As a result of this clause people from the Heritage Council could interfere with the
sale of property. In its present form the clause is totally unreasonable. The way it should
read is that the Heritage Council should be notified 28 days after the transaction of the
property has been completed; certainly not 28 days after entering into the contract, which
could have an 80 day or even a 180 day settlement period.

Mrs B EGGS: I accept that some problem exists with -the 28 day provision, and I will
examine it to make sure that the notification is required at the completion of the sale rather
than at the point of the contract of sale.

Mr Shave: Will you have that put in the Bill?

Mrs BEGGS: Yes, in another place.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 78 to 80 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Bill reported, with amendments.

ACTS AMENDMENT (HERITAG E COUNCIL) BILL

Second Reading

Order of the Day read for the resumption of debate from 21 August.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mrs Beggs (Minister for Transport), and transmitted to
the Council.

PARLIAMENTARY SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) Pll.56 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to increase accountability of members of Parliament or former
members of Parliament by enabling all or part of their superannuation entitlement to be
denied in any one of three circumstances -

(1) If the member is convicted of a corruption offence;

(2) if the member is found to have wasted public money through negligence; or

(3) if the member is found to have caused a loss of public money by acting
outside the limits of the member's responsibility.

I point out that the Bill applies to all members and former members. In practice, it is more
likely to be applied to Ministers or Presiding Officers because they, by the nature of their
positions, have a greater responsibility for public moneys.
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Members of Parliament occupy positions of considerable trust, This responsibility is many
times greater when a member is a Minister or a Presiding Officer. There is much evidence
that some Ministers in recent times have not honoured that considerable responsibility. I
know that slightly moire than half of my fellow members on the other side of the House agree
with me because they have recently sacked a Premier and Deputy Premier for that very
reason.

The debacle known as WA Inc has taught us many lessons. 'The Government is making
some attempt to make Ministers more accountable to the people they serve. However
Parliament's attempts to clean up its own act cannot be taken seriously while members of
Parliament - who have flouted so many of its conventions and, in so doing, have lost
hundreds of millions of taxpayers' dollars - can leave the mess behind and retire from
Parliament with massive superannuation pay-outs. The current situation enables - possibly
even encourages - members of Parliament to walk away from their responsibilities and on
resignation shed their accountability to the taxpayers of Westemn Australia.

I now turn to the content of the Bill: The Bill provides that any former member who is
charged with corruption shall automatically have his or her lump sum payment suspended. If
the former member is acquitted the full superannuation entitlement shall be restored. There
is provision for a former member to be paid a pension, pending conviction or acquittal, at the
same rate as the member would receive if he or she had opted for the fortnightly pension. If
the former member is subsequently acquitted, any interim payments shall be deducted from
the lump sum, and the trustees will add the appropriate amount of interest to the lump sum.

The Bill also provides for the suspension of a lump sum payment to a former member. Such
suspension requires support by an absolute majority of both Houses. The maximum period
of suspension will be six months, after which the suspension lapses or the Parliament renews
the suspension. The purpose of this provision is to enable the Parliament to take appropriate
action on a temporary basis pending the result of criminal investigations, Royal Commuission
and other form-s of inquiry. In the event of a former member being convicted of corruption,
the superannuation entitlement is cancelled. The Bill empowers the trustees to recover any
moneys already paid to the former member through the courts.

The Bill further provides for a former member to be denied all or part of his or her
superannuation entitlement if he or she is found to have wasted public money through
negligence, or lost public money through negligence, or lost public money through acting
outside ministerial jurisdiction.

The Bill provides for the Auditor General to report to the Pa 'rliament any loss of public
money caused by a Minister's negligence or by acting outside his ministerial jurisdiction.
The Auditor General may inquire into matters on his own initiative or when instructed to do
so by the Parliament. If the Auditor General is satisfied that public money has been lost
tough ministerial negligence, or through action outside the limits of ministerial
responsibility, he shall report the amount lost and any other relevant findings to the
Parliament. The Parliament then will decide whether the Auditor General's report warrants
action being taken against the fanner member. A decision to cancel or reduce a fanner
member's superannuation entitlement requires the support of an absolute majority of both
Houses.

The Parliament has the option of reducing the former member's superannuation entitlement
by an amount that is not greater than the amount lost as identified in the Auditor General's
report. It is possible, of course, that the amount lost exceeds the former member's
entitlement, in which case this Bill does not empower the trustees to recover any amount in
excess of the former member's full entitlement. In other words, under this Bill a former
member cannot lose more than his superannuation. Again, the Bill contains provision for the
trustee to recover all or part of the moneys that were paid to him prior to the parliamentary
motion cancelling or reducing his superannuation entitlement.

The last provision in the Bill deals with what happens to the money in the event of a
superannuation entitlement being cancelled in whole or in part. If the former member is
convicted of corruption, his superannuation shall remain in the parliamentary superannuation
fund. As members are aware, the fund is currently subsidised by taxpayers, so any amount
that is returned to the fund will go some way to offsetting the funds which are drawn from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund. If the formner member is not convicted of corruption, but is
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found by his peers to have lost public money through negligence or through acting outside
his ministerial jurisdiction, the amrount recovered or reclaimed by the trustees is paid into
CRE; in other words, the money is used to replace the money which has been lost.

Some members may find the provisions of this Bill somewhat draconian, but losses of
taxpayers' money in recent years have demonstrated how much taxpayers have to find when
Ministers are negligent and go well beyond the limits of their ministerial responsibilities.
We have heard many calls from members in this place for everybody else to be fulfly
accountable and responsible to the Parliament - there is no reason why we should exclude
ourselves.

A precedent was established recently for Parliament to suspend the pay of one of its
members on a vote of both Houses: That precedent was established in the British Parliament
in 1989. This Bill is a test of the Parliament's commitment to accountability because it
challenges every member to be accountable. The issue in this Bill is nor whether retiring
members of Parliament should have generous Superannuation entitlements - that is another
issue and should be dealt with separately - the issue is whether a formner member who has
been negligent, corrupt or arrogant in the use of power should be entitled to wash his hands
of responsibility by resigning from Parliament without penalty. In my view it is a violation
of the very standards we expect others to uphold and is not to be tolerated by anybody who is
serious about accountability and responsibility.

Mr Kierath: I wonder whether the Government will support it! Will it be retrospective?

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, it will be.

I remind members that the provisions of this Bill apply in only three circumstances: These
are, if the member is convicted of a corruption offence; if the member is found to have
wasted public money fthough negligence; or if the member is found to have caused a loss of
public money by acting outside the limits of the member's responsibility.

I commend the Bill to the House.

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

MOTION - ENERGY STRATEGY

MIR COURT (Nedlands) [12.04 pm): I move -
That this House supports the implementation of an energy strategy that ensures -

(1) this State makes the optimum use of its energy resources to cut our
dependence on imported fuels;

(2) energy exports are promoted including oil, gas, uranium and coal;,

(3) there is more use of gas as a transport fuel;

(4) gas is used to manufacture liquid transport fuels;

(5) research on solar/electric cars is encouraged; and

(6) that solar, tidal and wind power applications are encouraged,
particularly in remote areas currently dependent on fuel oil.

The Middle East oil crisis has focused attention on the energy issue, but we did not need a
crisis to draw attention to energy issues in this State. The State is confronting some major
problems in the energy area as a result of a lack of planning over the last seven years, and
this motion is designed as a positive attempt to encourage the Government to rake a longer
term view on the implementation of an energy policy. When a Liberal Government was last
in power - it seem a long time ago now - that Governiment ensured that energy requirements
were well catered for into the future. Of course, that involved making many brave decisions,
the largest of which was the North West Shelf project which enabled gas to be brought
ashore to the Pdlbara and to be piped to the south of the State. It seems quite incredible that
this State is so energy rich with oil, gas, coal, uranium, and wind, solar and tidal power, yet it
is still not insulated from the Middle East oil crisis.

Something that many Western Australians find hard to believe is that we are still dependent
on imported oil. Currently Australia is unable to supply all of its oil requirement; however,
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we are a net exporter of energy when one takes into account ouri exports of coal, gas and
uranium. We are dependent on imported oil to supplement what oil is produced here. The
oil industry estimates that by the trm of the century - only nine years away - we will be
importing more than half of our oil requirements if we do not improve the rate at which we
are finding new requirements. It is interesting that new oil discoveries are occurring in
Australia at an annual rate of only 30 per cent of the current rate of oil consumption. It is
estimated that in the long term the price of oil wil remain high because of the worsening
situation regarding oil supplies and its ratio to demand. This means that at the end of the day
we must consider developing alternative forms of energy.

Members may recall that in 1973-74, at the time of the first major oil crisis, we saw in one
year a 400 per cent increase in the price of crude oil: roughly, the price increased from $4 to
$16 a barrel. Between 1973 and 1982 - not quite a decade - the price of oil increased by
650 per cent. That was quite a shock. Members might recall that in the First year of the oil
crisis we saw petrol rationing in the United States. Petrol could only be sold on alternate
days to vehicles with number plates which ended with a certain number. Countries were
forced to become more aware of the use of energy resources. The United States introduced
an upper speed limit, which was lower than previously, designed to make more efficient use
of fuel in trucks and cars. As usual Japan took a long term strategy for cutting its
dependence on Middle East oil. That strategy included implementing the use of gas in power
generation. increasing the amount of electricity generated from nuclear power, and making a
great effort to clean up their coal fired power stations so they would become more
environmentally acceptable. Most importantly, it shifted a lot of its energy intensive
industries offshore. Japan is basically a high power cost country so it shifted its aluminium.
smelters and the like offshore to sources of cheaper power. AUI around the world there was a
move towards making engines more fuel efficient. A tremendous amount of research went
into energy efficiency and the Japanese became world leaders. In that decade huge research
and development efforts went into trucks and cars, and diesels for ships and generating
plants, to make them more energy efficient.

The United States provided incentives for power utilities to move into alternative forms of
power. Basically, the utilities were forced into using a certain amount of solar and wind
power. If members had the opportunity to talk to representatives of Californian power
utilities they would find that around five per cent of the power generation capacity must
come from alternative forms of energy. That came about because of the rapid increase in the
price of oil after the first shock in 1973-74. Those prices remained high until the early
1980s. In the last eight years we have been lulled into a false sense of security with energy.
Oil prices started falling off, and the urgency went out of energy conservation issues and
alternative forms of energy. The current crisis in the Middle East has resulted in a jump in
the oil price. It has nearly doubled in the last month and is currently around $U530 a barrel,
which is quite a big jump compared with $U520 a barrel four weeks ago. We have seen a
quick reaction to the Middle East crisis situation. One of the few good things to come from
the crisis is that we are again focusing attention on the better use of the resources available to
us. The goal we must strive for in Western Australia is the better use of the energy resources
available to us. Why should we not be insulated from the price effects resulting from the
Middle East crisis?

In recent times some very encouraging oil discoveries have been made in this State. I can
recall the Rough Range oil strike in the early l9 50s. I have a little jar of oil which was
presented to school children at the time. A great deal of money was spent trying to prove up
oil reserves in that area, but without success. It was not until more recently that large
reserves of natural gas were proven and there have been some encouraging oil finds offshore.

Mr Blaikie: If one went back to Rough Range now, one would marvel at how people got the
equipment in 40 years ago against all the adversities, and succeeded.

Mr COURT: I will shortly come to the question of the huge costs involved in oil
exploration. We are fortunate that we have been able to prove up huge gas reserves in the
north of the State. Unfortunately, at this stage we have only small proven reserves in the
south of the Stare. However, if the exploration program continues I am sure we will hear
some good news about that area. When one looks at the large deposits of gas in the north of
the State it is commonsense that we use gas to meet our future energy requirements.
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At the time of the last oil crisis there was an initial burst of interest in using liquefied
petroleum gas for automobile transport. A number of companies were set up to provide gas
conversions for automobiles and Kleenheat Gas Pry Ltd established a network of outlets
where cars could be refuelled. In recent years a number of competitors have come onto the
scene and the retail sale of gas is now a competitive industry. Statistically only three per cent
of transport fuel sold in this State is LPG, whereas in Victoria the percentage is seven
per cent. Western Australia has had no strategy to encourage people to convert to gas.
When we have a price hike, as we have seen recently with the Middle East crisis, the effect is
far greater than if we had been using the gas that is available.
Mr Thompson interjected.
Mr COURT: From what I can gather most tais in Western Australia have convented to gas.
Mr Taylor: About 8O per cent have convented.
Mr COURT: The figure I have is 95 per cent; that seems a bit high so I would have to
confirm it. However, a very high percentage of taxis has convented to gas. I can recall when
taxis in Victoria started running on gas. The Victorians accepted gas conversions before us
because they brought a gas field on stream earlier than we did. Victoria is on a grid system
with gas coming from South Australia tough to Sydney. There was no real incentive to
convert to gas in this State because oil prices came down and petrol prices remained at
reasonable levels.
Transperth has been experimenting with the use of compressed natural gas for its buses.
However, with trucks and buses it is difficult to convert a diesel engine; it is easier to convert
a petrol engine. They have had difficulty finding petrol engines big enough for the jobs they
have to do. Diesel has become the fuel used by all heavy trucks and buses and there is not a
big enough range of V8s or Vl2s available with petrol engircs that can be convented.
Mr Taylor: Transperth has convented 120 of its buses to compressed natural gas. It intends
to have half its fleet, about 450 buses, converted in four to five years.
Mr COURT: The iniquiries I have made in recent weeks have shown that there has not been
a desire to rush into compressed natural gas because of the problems I have mentioned.
Recently I was in Camarvon and the power station people explained that they are running
their diesel engines on a mixture of gas and diesel.
If petrol prices go through the roof, we have an option in this State to use gas and we can
easily encourage the use of gas if the price differential makes it economical to convert to gas.
The rule of thumb of recent years has been that high mileage vehicles travelling about
45 000 kilometres a year should convert to gas. That is why high mileage vehicles such as
taxis have made that decision. The initial cost of conversion is approximately $1 500. I am
surprised that the Government has not convented more of its high mileage cars to gas. Again,
my inquiries indicate that resistance exists in Government operations to converting cars to
Cgas. I believe it is just a state of mind. Conversion involves a different way of filling up cars
at the service station, and the resistance is something that we could overcome. A concern
that is always raised is that not enough service stations around the State have gas available.
That has changed in recent years. Companies such as Kicenheat Gas Phy Ltd have
established distribution centres in most major centres.
Mr Leahy: At a much greater cost than the cost of gas in Perth. It is a dearer commodity to
transport.
Mr COURT: The member has raised one of the problems for remote areas. That is
something we have to overcome. If we are going to have a transport fuel strategy to
encourage people to use gas, we have to make sure that all of the problems are solved. A
way of solving the problem of dear LPG gas in the north of the State is to produce it there.
The Harriet project off Dampier is a small oil and gas project. The company involved sought
approval some years back to establish a small LPG plant on Lowendal Island. It was
approved by most Government departments but I think the Department of Conservation and
Land Management or the Environmental Protection Authority stopped it from going ahead.
The company had a plan for a simple modular LPG plant to) make LPG to be carried in
transportable tanks on a barge To the Pilbara to supply that area. I am trying to be
constructive. In the seven years that this Government has been in office, it has had the
A774J1- 9
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opportunity to approve an LPG plant in the north of this State. Only a small one was needed
because it is only a small deposit. Its construction was approved by all Government
departments, but either the EPA or CALM would not allow the plant to be built on Lowendal
Island. When one talks about high gas prices in the north of the State, one does not complain
like the member for Ashburton complained some years ago about the price of eggs in the
supermarkets in the Pilbara: one does something about it.

Part of this motion refers to encouraging the export of more energy. A large LNG plant is
exporting LNG to Japan. I believe it is time to encourage another major plant to export LNG
to other Asian countries because, as a result of the Middle East crisis, those countries will be
looking to use more LNG for their energy needs. There is also a growing demand for LPG.
The plant established by Wesfanners Ltd at Kwinana was supplying an export market as well
as meeting a domestic market. LPG producers in Australia have found that they completely
underestimated the domestic demand for LPG. The market has been fairly tight because
companies have had to meet their export requirements and the domestic market has grown at
a greater rate. Instead of putting a small LPG plant in the Pilbara. there is room for a larger
one for both the export market and the domestic market. I would not be surprised if the
North West Shelf joint venturers put in an LPG plant to supplement its other products. l am
glad the member raksed the question of LPG prices in the Pilbara because that is where the
gas is and we could have had an LPG plant operating in that area.
Mr Leahiy: The cost of transporting to Exmnouth and Port Hedland from Dampier -

Mr COURT: The strategy that was put to me for supplying the Pilbara would have resulted
in far cheaper LPG prices.
Mr Leahy: It involves the logistics of transporting LPC and petrol. It was explained to us
that the cost of transporting petrol is much cheaper than transporting LPG.
Mr COURT: I disagree with that comment. I know that transporting it here for conversion
and then trucking it back up there again is a most inefficient operation. It becomes efficient
only when one starts producing it right where it comes out of the ground.

Something that we have raised on many occasions, but has been ignored by the Government,
is the concept of converting gas into liquid transport fuels. A number of technologies for
doing that are available. New Zealand has used a certain technology. It has established a
plant which enables it to convert its gas to fuel, but it has been expensive. When oil prices
reach a certain level, that concept starts to make sense.
At another time I referred to my visit to South Africa last year and to my visiting Sasol's
huge operation at which it converts coal into gas and then into liquid transport fuels. It has
developed technology which began in Germany during the second World War when Hitler's
armies started running out of oil. It had to find other means of producing liquid transport
fuels and developed the basic technology for conventing the coal into gas and then into liquid
fuels. That technology has been convented to the point where a large proportion of South
Africa's liquid fuels are produced by Sasol. It is in the process of developing a new gas
project, the Moss gas project, and has discovered a small gas field. Because South Africa
does not have ready access to liquid fuels, it is developing the Moss gas field and instead of
doing what we would do and burning it as LNG, it is establishing a complete range of
products, petrochemical plants and the like, and using it to make liquid transport fuels. It is
far easier to convert natural gas than coal gas into liquid fuel. The Government should be
examining this technology and planning its uses and it must examine ways to make better use
of its present resources if it cannot produce sufficient oil to provide fuels such as diesel and
aviation gas.

The Australian Labor Party is divided over whether uranium should be exported. Large
proven reserves of uranium exist in this State and although it can be exported from other
States, because of the ALP's absurd policy, it cannot be exported from Western Australia.
Dr Lawrence has said that as long as she is the Premier no uranium will be exported from
this State. I can assure members that were the Grills, the Campbells and the Nevills making
the decisions in Governent, this State would be exporting uranium. One half of the party
supports the State's exporting of uranium and the other does not. The present crisis in the
Middle East has evoked talk that nuclear power used by other countries may provide a
solution to the declining oil reserves and to the environmental problem of burning fossil
fuels.
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The crisis has highlighted the fact that transport costs have a huge effect on the Western
Australian economy. I was surprised to learn, when doing some research, that in 1987-88
Western Australia imported more than $5 billion worth of goads from the Eastern States.
The latest figures have not been published. More than 60 per cent of the imports into
Western Australia come from the Eastern States and that includes in excess of $500 million
worth of food. Transport costs added to goods in Western Australia range from
approximately five per cent to eight per cent more than transport costs in other States.
Transport companies estimate that the latest fuel price increases will add 25 per cent to their
costs. The increases will be higher in the country areas and the remote parts of the north
west. I think the current rate of inflation in Western Australia is 8.6 per cent and the last
thing this State needs is an increase in transport costs. It was brought to my attention that a
semitrailer driven from Sydney to Perth used to cost $1 000 in diesel fuel and that cost will
rise to approximately $1 250 as a result of the latest increase in fuel prices.
Mrs Henderson: Is that figure based on speculation in the media about the size of the
increases, or is it based on actual increases?

Mr COURT: It is not speculation. Were oil prices to remain at $US30 a barrel, the transport
costs would increase by more than 25 per cent.

Mrs Henderson: The price of oil has dropped in the last day or so and the increases have -

Mr COURT: The oil prices are currently approximately $U528 a barrel.

Mrs Henderson: They dropped from what they were. An increase of 3.30 per litre for fuel
was announced today and is nothing like the magnitude speculated.

Mr COURT: The Minister should be honest.

Mrs Henderson: I am being honest.

Mr COURT: The increase announced today was between 3.3o and 50 a litre.

Mrs Henderson: That is for petrol. The figure that has been agreed to is 3.3C a litre and it
will be added to the retail price for petrol in the metropolitan area.
Mr COURT: In relation to how the oil price flows through the system, the Minister knows
that the Prices Surveillance Authority establishes the price of oil daily, based on a formula of
a basket of oils from different parts of the world. It also takes into account some transport
costs. The Minister must understand that prices can be artificially kept at a certain level for a
while, but eventually market prices catch up with them. Were they kept below the market
level, no-one would bother buying and reselling that commodity.
Mrs Henderson: The market is changing and prices are coming down. They may rise again,
but in the short term they have decreased. That we pegged them was the best thing.

Mr COURT: How can the Minister say that in the short term the market has come down
when fuel prices have increased?

Mrs Henderson: The prices have decreased from the maximum.

Mr COURT: The 30 to 50 increase will produce a bowser increase of what amount?

Mrs Henderson: It will amount to 3.30 in the metropolitan area. The wholesale margin has
been added to the maximum retail price allowed.

Mr COURT: Does that mean that the price of fuel today has increased to 720?
Mrs Henderson: The price was 69.5c and it will increase by 3.30.
Mr COURT: Therefore the price will rise to 740. I will not argue about the detail of the
situation: however, if the price of oil worldwide remained high the effects would eventually
flow through the system.

Mrs Henderson: The prices are fluctuating fairly wildly at the moment.

Mr COURT: The Minister should get her facts right. She can hardly call a fluctuation of
US300 over the last couple of days a wild fluctuation. From memory, the price decreased
from about $US27.80 to about $U527.50. That is not a wild fluctuation.

Mrs Henderson: The price has decreased more than that. I believe the price was $U532 a
barrel.
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Mr COURT: I said earlier that four weeks ago the price was $USI6 a barrel and since then it
has nearly doubled. The State is dependent upon imported goods from the Eastern States and
it must make better use of its energy resources. It is also about time this State processed
more of its own agricultural products to avoid its heavy reliance on imported goods.
As the Deputy Premier mentioned earlier, the public transport system in the metropolitan
area is largely dependent on buses and, to some extent, on trains. He made the point that
Transperth was experimenting with compressed natural gas and is intending to convert more
of its vehicles in order to use this fuel. He said Transperth wanted half its fleet to be
operating on CNG in the next four to five years. That trend should be followed, not only
with buses but also with cars. The conversion of trains from diesel power to electricity is
also a positive step towards reducing our dependency on oil fuels. Those members who live
in the agricultural areas, in the Pilbara, in the Kimnberley and in the Murchison know only too
well the devastating effect that the high cost of transport has on consumer goods.

This State could produce competitively priced gas with the type of initiative I mentioned of
conversion to gas, with the LPG being made in the north of the State and a distribution
system being set in place. The State Energy Commission is probably the largest user of fuel
oils in remote areas of this State because it generates electricity with conventional diesel
plants in those areas. If ever there was an application for solar power, it must in the north of
this State where the weather is hoc for most of the year. We should be doing a great deal
more than at present to develop the use of solar power. The member for Ashburton is aware
of the number of hours of sunlight each day in the Pilbara. However, in towns in that area
one sees the conventional Perth style brick and tile homes constructed, with air-conditioners
running most of the time. The electricity costs are extremely high, and I am surprised that
the Government has not encouraged more research into solar energy so that a complete
change could be made in the method of cooling houses in the north of this State.
The Opposition was very upset when the Government scrapped the Solar Energy Research
Institute of WA. It was decided at the time to pass the research work it was doing on solar
energy to other areas; however, recently members on this side of the House visited Murdoch
University and saw the work being carried out in the solar field. We were disappointed at the
level of resources allocated to that research. I am also aware of a small research program in
operation at the University of Western Australia, but by and large this State has slipped from
being a leader in the field to one tagging on to developments elsewhere. Bearing in mind
those parts of this State ideally suited to the application of solar power, we should be
ashamed of our performance to date.
I do not want to spend any more time on the other forms of alternative energy that could be
used. No doubt the member for Darling Range will speak about the developments in
alternative energy resources, and other members have their own areas of concern. The
member for Collie is very interested in the different applications for coal. I visited the
Western Australia Museum last Sunday to look at the new automobile display. One of the
cars on display is an old Stanley steamer and, although I am not advocating a return to steam
cars, it is a sign of the times that steam cars were used at the turn of the century. Solar
energy is the most logical energy source for this State to develop. The use of gas and the
creation of liquid transport fuels from gas is another area in which this State should keep
abreast of developments.

To date this State has almost completely ignored the development of electric cars. The
Deputy Premier is probably aware of some of the research taking place in the private sector,
and a number of companies are researching the development of batteries for these cars. At
Murdoch University a research program working on the design of a new type of battery is
presently experiencing some difficulty. During the fuel crisis in the 1970s a great deal of
work was done on developing electric cars and a number of prototype and production cars
came on the market. None was very successful because they all had certain limitations. In
the past few years some companies have increased their level of research, and General
Motors has produced a new electric car, known as the Impact. The performance of that car
has received some good reviews. I do not know whether the Deputy Premier has followed
the work being done in this State and elsewhere on electric cars but it certainly should not be
ignored. We must consider all the alternatives. I was in Broome recently at the Cable Beach
Club resort and saw a number of large vehicles moving around which, to my knowledge, are
all battery operated vehicles. I made a point of inspecting these vehicles with the Minister
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for Transport a few weeks ago. Broome is certainly a very good place to be on parliamentary
business at this time of the year! I am informed that a research project is currently under way
involving the use of rare earth firom this State for magnets used in the new motors now being
developed. In the transport area we tend to think only of petrol and diesel as fuels, and we
do not realise that technology is achieving many breakthroughs that will enable alternative
forms of transport fuel to be developed.

This motion was deliberately framed in a broad way so that there is no question of taking
cheap political shots during the current oil crisis. Fuel prices have increased and that hurts
both industry and the private sector. Should the Government want to insulate itself from the
shocks arising from the Middle East oil crisis - it appears such crises will happen every
10 years because the world is dependent on Middle East oil and there is a certain amount of
instability in that area - it must put a strategy in place enabling this State to use other forms
of energy rather than the traditional forms of petrol and diesel which people have been
accustomed to using. I find it absolutely absurd that Western Australia, with the wide range
of energy options available, should get into such a state of shock when a Middle East oil
crisis occurs. If gas were used for transport fuels the economy of this State would not be so
dependent on oil prices, If this State, with its abundant energy resources, were to develop its
oil, gas, coal and uranium it could be a huge exporter of energy. In those circumstances it
would benefit from a Middle East crisis when oil prices rose; instead of worrying the
Government would be pleased because energy prices would increase and Western Australia
would reap the benefits. That does not happen at the moment because this State is dependent
on imported oils to meet a certain amount of its fuel requirements.

I urge the House to support this motion which is deliberately designed to encourage the
Government to develop a long term strategy, particularly in relation to transport fuels. We
must get rid of the old thinking that we are completely reliant on diesel and petrol, and we
must make better use of the gas available.

We must look at new developments in electrical power when looking at the overall scene.
We could cut our overall dependence on electricity by moving to solar, tidal or wind power,
which were expensive dreams in the past but which are now coming within our reach
because of the technology being developed. It is time we became a leader in these areas
instead of a following State so that the next time a Middle East oil crisis arises instead of our
being uptight about what we will do and having to do what the Minister for Consumer
Affairs has done - that is, blame retailers and oil companies for increasing prices when they
have no choice because world prices ar rising - we can take steps to implement a strategy to
insulate us from that situation and to take advantage of the abundant energy resources of this
State.

MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [12.52 pm]: I second the motion, although I have a
problem with the second part, which refers to energy exports being promoted including gas,
oil, uranium and coal. I congratulate the member for Nedlands and the Opposition for
moving this motion. It is high time that this Parliament directed its attention to the long term
energy needs of this State. It is also high time we started to work constructively towards
ensuring that we have energy available free from the interruptions created by conflicts in
other parts of the world.

The present conflict in the Middle East draws attention to the fact that we are still heavily
dependent for our energy needs on oil from that troubled part of the world. It is an absolute
nonsense that in the 1990s we should find ourselves in the position of being heavily
dependent on energy coming from the Middle East. When the Arab oil embargo was in
place in the mid-1970s frenzied activity occurred, not only in this country but also in other
countries, to develop technology which would enable energy to be produced from a variety
of sources. In Western Australia significant steps were taken by the Government to research
such things as solar energy. At that time a deliberate study was made of the prospect of
harnessing tidal power in the Kimberley. I am aware of other endeavours that were made, as
well. Alas, once the Arab oil embargo passed, the serious endeavours to look for alternative
energy sources dried up. We are not alone in this State, or this country, in that. I was in the
United States of America only a few days ago where news bulletins were filled with
comments on the situation in the Middle East. Included in many reports were calls from
many Americans for the Government to undertake more research and development in an
attempt to become energy self sufficient. It is a sad commentary, on society generally that in
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times of trouble it looks to developing other forms of energy but as soon as that trouble
passes it goes back to what appeaiy to be the easy way; that is, relying on Middle East oil.
Mr Court: And they know in the United States that their oil reserves are declining rapidly;
they have known that for years.

Mr THOMPSON: Exactly. However, the easy way out has simply been to get bigger and
bigger ships to cant oil from the Middle East. The Americans are learning the hard way that
one cannot have all of onle's eggs in the same basket. Australia should recognise thac fact.
We do not have to be dependent on the Middle East for oil because we have significant
energy reserves in this country. We should be maximising those reserves. I do not share the
view of the mover of this motion that we should be encouraging the export of our energy. In
fact, I go the opposite way; we should not be exporting our energy as the natural gas and coal
reserves we know of are finite and we cannot continue exploiting them forever, thinking that
other reserves as yet unknown will emerge to replace them. It is a short sighted policy to do
what is being done on the North West Shelf at present;, that is, exporting large volumes of gas
to Japan. That involves a short term gain for Australia, unquestionably, and for the economy
of this State, which would have looked pretty sick had it not been for the massive
construction project undertaken to develop the liquefied natural gas export facility.
However, we owe it to future generations of Western Australians to preserve our resources,
because if we do not put them to good use they certainly will.

I made a speech in this House when a fairly new member in which I predicted that the
Australian economy would become one of the strongest in the world, saying that would
occur because we would go into the downstream processing of our resources using a fairly
minor discovery of gas coupled with other mineral resources in the north of the State.
Indeed, the agreement Acts which were passed through this Parliament in the 1960s reflected
that aspiration because most of those Acts contained provisions for the companies
establishing the export of iron ore from this State to put money back into downstream
processing of the minerals they were comm-itted to export after they had an opportunity to
generate a cash flow and make a profit. We are now 30 years down the track and no closer
to the processing of those resources. We will continue to be a declining economy. One need
only travel overseas, as I have recently. to see what is happening around the world and to
know two things: Firstly. Australia is still the best country in the world; and secondly, we
are fast losing that advantage because other countries have their economies moving ahead
significantly. In some places They are moving ahead more rapidly than here. Those
countries are improving their economic position by making best use of the resources
available to them. Some economies are thriving on resources coming from Australia, and in
particular from Western Australia. Exporting our gas is a short sighted policy, although I
recognise it has brought significant benefits to the economy of this State and the country as a
whole.

Mr Court: We could export energy as aluminium, for example.

Sitting suspended from 1. 00 to 2.00 pm
Mr THOMPSON: In reply to the member for Nedlands he interprets section (2) of thS
motion I would be happy to totally support it. The fundamental criticism I have of exporting
gas from the North West Shelf and coal from Queensland is that it gives ocher countries the
opportunity to use our resources to expand their economies and to raise their standard of
living. I was recently in England and was surprised to learn that it is less expensive to import
coal from Australia for power generation than it is to use their own deep mined coal. It is
true that they were talking about the high quality coal from Queensland, not about Collie
coal, and before the member for Collie has a heart attack I had better say that the coal
resources of Collie have been of great benefit to Western Australia, However, the coal
which is available in this State is not the high quality coal which is available from the eastern
seaboard.

Taiwan, Japan and Korea have no significant natural energy resources. They import these
resources from countries such as Australia and they combine them with mineral resources,
which are also imported from Australia. to produce the finished products. That has obvious
benefits for their economies. I believe it is a short sighted policy to export our energy and
mineral resources in perpetuity. Initially there may have been justification for our doing so,
but there is now no justification for continuing the practice. I call upon the present
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Government and upon the Opposition - which in my estimation will become the Government
at the next election - to reverse that trend because it is vital not only to our present standard
of living but also to the standard of living of people in generations to come that we move into
the manufacturing phase of our natural resources industry.
I turn now to the prospects for developing tidal power in Western Australia. I am conscious
of the Standing Order which provides that until such time as evidence which has come before
a Select Committee has been reported to the House, no member shall disclose that
information, so I will ensure that I do not offend against that Standing Order. However, I
want to say one or two things. Members will be aware that recently three members of the
five person Select Committee travelled overseas. Unfortunately, economic circumstances
forced us to curtail the program that we had initially intended to undertake, but from my own
resources I had a look at a development in America, and I have come back with some
information which I have made available to the committee. I feel confident that I can speak
about that project. I refer to a low head power station which has been developed at Vidalia
near New Orleans, on the Mississippi River. It was quite an imaginative program which did
not rely on Government money for its development but was developed totally by private
enterprise. I was interested to learn that one of the major contributors to the financial
package put together for the project was the recently privatised Commonwealth Bank of
Australia. The bank has a significant investment in that project, and I applaud its enterprise
and its entrepreneurial skills in supporting such a worthy project.
Mr Shave: You should get the R & I Bank to do the same thing.
Mr THOMPSON: Perhaps it might; however, if the Commonwealth Bank is seeking to
invest in that sort of project, I suggest it look within Australia.
The power station to which I refer is not just a small unit, ?-; were some of the units that we
looked at in other parts of the world; it is a 200 megawatt station, built in two parts. A quirk
of nature has seen one of the meanders of the Mississippi River come very close to another
river, and there is a significant difference in the level of the water between the two rivers.
An enterprising individual was able to interest some investors in harnessing the potential
energy from that difference in water level. At the same time as they started building the
foundations and the abutments for the power station, 200 miles down the Mississippi River,
at shipyards in New Orleans, they built what could be loosely described as a big tin box, into
which they put eight 25 megawatt bulk turbines, with their ancillary equipment, such as the
hydraulics and the lubricating and cooling systems, and all the associated electrical switch
gear. The whole 200 megawatt power station was built inside this tin box, using ship
building techniques and the ship building facilities that were available.
Upstream from that site at Vidalia they excavated the banks of the Mississippi River, dug and
dle-watered a large hole, and built the foundations of the power station and a concrete
abutment. The foundations were then an extension of the Mississippi River bank. A channel
of approximately 500 metres was cut from one side of the power station to the adjacent river
which, as I said earlier, was at a lower level. After the embankcment was built they cut the
plug out of the bank of the Mississippi River and flooded the power station. They floated
this huge tin box, with its associated power station in it, up the river to the site and sank the
tin box onto the prepared base and abutment. For a number of weeks concrete was poured
continuously into the tin box, which then became a partial concrete and steel structure that
was the power station. Within a short time this unit was producing 200 megawatts of power.
The construction techniques employed in this project saved the investors literally tens of
millions of dollars in interest payments and made what otherwise would have been an
unworkable project a very sound investment for chose people who had invested their money.
Those developments have occurred in the decades that have passed since the prospect of
harnessing the tidal power resources of the Kimberley was considered.
Mr Shave: When was that constructed?
Mr THOMPSON: It was commissioned some six months ago; when I was in America they
were still doing the cleaning up. The project was completed in two years. When the
Kimberley tidal power project was looked at in the 1970s by the Court Government iit was
considered that construction would take approximately six years. One can imaginie the
money that would be tied up in such a project if one were paying interest on the capital for a
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period of six years; such a project could become very costly. The Americans, assisted by
French technology, reduced the construction time of the Vidalia power station from five or
six years to two years. These are the kinds of breakthroughs that are occurring in the
construction of major projects.
I now refer to the barrage that was built on the Thames River. This was important for the
people of London because without the construction of that barrage the City of London could
have been flooded, with catastrophic ramifications. The underground railway system would
have been flooded and forced out of operation for more than a year while it was being de-
watered. The barrage on the Thames was not financially feasible, even though it was highly
desirable, until construction techniques were developed to reduce the costs. One of the
engineers involved in the Thames project, Ted Haws. was also the soils engineer who
designed the technique that enabled the Narrows interchange to be built. The soft mud at the
base of the structure we now take for granted could have meant that the bridge would never
have been built. Ted Haws was instrumental in enabling the construction of the Narrows
interchange.
Mr Court: They nearly lost the bridge when they built it.
Mr THOMPSON: It kept sinking; however. Haws was the person who saved the day.
Mr Court: They had one very difficult weekend which they do not want to talk about.
Mr THOMPSON: The member has been talking to his father because he knows what
happened.

Mr Court: I spoke to an engineer who worked on the project.
Mr THOMIPSON: This technology and expertise will be necessary to harness imaginative
projects like the Kimberley tidal power scheme. The world will overcome many of its
problems if we use our resources more effectively and give more encouragement to our
engineers, scientists and experts. It is only when crises, such as the Middle East crisis occur,
that Governments and others consider alternative energy sources and imaginative projects.
However, the moment those crises subside so too does the interest in supporting people like
the Ted H-aws of this world. Western Australia, as a pant of Australian society, needs to take
heed of what is happening in the Middle East. While there is a keen interest to develop
independence with regard to energy resources this keenness should continue after this crisis
has subsided. Inevitably it will subside and institutions that depend on Governments for their
finances should direct their attention to establishing the technology necessary to harness
energy from sources other than oil, if for no other reason than if we continue to bum fossil
fuel we will poison the atmosphere and seriously harm the environment. The political unrest
in the Middle East is just another part of that.
I now refer to the developments taking place concerning solar electricity. Although some
significant developments have been made in recent times solar technology still needs to be
developed. Production of electricity by use of the voltaic electric cells has been significant
and that technology is being used fairly extensively. However, one must recognise that only
a certain amount of electricity can be produced in that form. More effort needs to be made to
arrive at a breakthrough in solar energy. Until such time as that breakthrough occurs we will
not see significant quantities of electricity produced. That is one of the difficulties about
producing solar operated motor vehicles.
Another significant problem with which we are confronted is the development of batteries -
that is, facilities in which to store energy - which are economical and feasible. Lead acid
batteries are still being used in motor vehicles. Developments have occurred in other forms
of electric cells, but we are still a long way from producing a lightweight, effective means of
storing electricity. Until such time as that problem is overcome, there will not be the
opportunity to store electricity in such a way that we can efficiently use it for the propulsion
of a vehicle. I am pleased to see that the mover has included that call in this motion. I hope
that notice is taken of it and the Government supplies the necessary resources for
technologists to develop this idea. Unless Governments make the resources available,
breakthroughs will not be made. Some inventions result from the brainwaves of people
sitting at home, but by and large the sorts of breakthroughs we are looking for will occur
only if Governments get behind the institutions and individuals in our community with the
capacity to develop these techniques.
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This motion is one with vision. I congratulate the Opposition on bringing it to the
Parliament. In my view the time is long overdue for the Opposition to look positively
towards the future and come forward with an initiative to ensure that Western Australia
becomes a better place than it is at the present time.
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [2.22 pm]: I am pleased to support this motion moved by the
member for Nedlands. supported and seconded by the Independent member for Darling
Range. I agree that this sort of motion is long overdue, and it is tine all of us as members of
Parliament gave a great deal more consideration to the use of energy, our energy resources,
how we should manage those resources we have, and how we should utilise resources which
we ought to be using.
The first so-called oil crisis hit the world about 1973. While it is still fairly fresh in our
minds, it happened upwards of 17 or 18 years ago, although it does not seem all that tong
ago. We were told then that oil would be in short supply, its availability would be unreliable,
and we would not be able to live in the way to which we had become accustomed during the
1950s and the 1960s. A consortium of OPEC countries came together as a cartel to control
oil prices. It is an unfortunate fact of life that the great majority of the oil known to the
world is situated in that small area of the Middle East known as the Gulf States. We are
finding that out again now as a result of the actions of Saddamt Hussein.
In 1973 we were told by world experts that we would have to change our way of life; we
would not be able to maintain our standard of living. Australia adopted a world oil price.
The world price for a barrel of oil rose to something very close to $50; it was certainly over
$40. We paid what we thought then was a horr ific price for petrol, but it did not change
anything. No-one did anything different. A few car manufacturers produced smaller models,
but we are reverting now to larger motor cars. None of us cut our travelling by any great
amount. In fact I should think the official figures would show that we are driving more miles
per person now than we have ever done before.
We do not seem to have learnt anything as time has gone by. In the past couple of weeks all
the previous headlines have been rehashed about how the price of fuel will go up by 140 or
150 a litre; about how we will have to adjust our lifestyles and travel fewer miles per motor
car. I wonder whether we really will, because we do not seem to have learned the lesson
properly.
Mrs Beggs: We do not.
Mr HOUSE: I think we adjust, and instead of paying 600 a lire, which we think is a horrible
price, we will pay 800 and more. We seem to adjust.
This motion brings to the attention of the people of Western Australia and to the Parliament
that we should be looking at alternative energy sources, and many of them are available right
on our doorstep. We have not invested enough money into researching and developing them.
Perhaps we should use them more than we are using them now.

None of our laws in Australia indicates that we think energy is a problem. Our building
laws, for example, have no requirements for insulation, or specifications for the thickness of
walls, in order to keep warmth in during the winter or to make buildings cooler in the
summer. To overcome these problems we put in air conditioners or heaters at the cost of
burning energy, and we have to pay the price. Perhaps if we thought a little more deeply
about producing building requirements which took our climate into account we would not
need to burn up as much energy as we do.
We have an interesting attitude towards transport in Australia. All of us who use the
freeways in the morning will without doubt know that eight out of 10 cars contain one person
and no more. We do not seem to have adjusted to this very simple way of saving energy in
Western Australia. I have listened to some of the speeches made by the member for Perth,
and he has made some very sensible comments on transport in Perth city and its surrounds.
We should build bus depots on the outskirts of the city and bus people in. To make that
come about we should be pulling up toll gates on the freeways and making parking more
expensive in the central city area. Perhaps it is time the State Government looked at taking
control of parking in the city. However, none of those things can be done in isolation; they
must all be done as a package. That sort of package can be achieved, provided people are
made aware of the fact that the energy crisis is indeed very real.
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We are dealing with a finite product. Many of the other energy sources are not finite. Solar
power, wind power, hydra power, tidal power and things of that nature are not finite; they are
renewable resources and we should put more time and effort into looking at ways of
harnessing that sort of power. Very few people in this country build their houses to take
advantage of the climnate. One could return to the development stage and the subdivision of
blocks. Perhaps subdivisions should take account of the fact that the sun rises in the east and
sets in the west in devising ways to mnaximnise the benefit of the morning sunshine to warm
houses instead of using heaters.
Mr Lewis: This relates to urban design.

Mr HOUSE: I do not deny this has already occurred but it has been on such a small scale
that it does not have much impact.
Mr Donovan: It is not encouraged.
Mr HOUSE: That is true. Maybe, as legislators, we should seize the initiative and make the
tough decisions to ensure that happens. But those decisions will not be palatable. The cost
of fuel and oil is not palatable to the people I represent. In rural electorates, each time the
cost of fuel increases it has a double impact. People in rural areas pay for the necessities of
life to be brought into the area from the manufacturing areas, and pay again in the form of
transport costs of produce to ports. The increase in fuel represents an enormous cost to rural
constituents. Every cent per litre increase in fuel has an added impact on the people I
represent in that it is reflected both in transport costs and the cost for fuel required for private
transport.
I have been very interested in the debate in the Press in Western Australia over the past few
days. The thrust of that debate has related to the cost of filling up the family car; it has not
involved the cost to rural people in real terms to transport produce to a port to ensure the sale
of the produce overseas and to improve Australia's balance of trade deficit. The increase in
the cost of fuel will prove an enormous burden on rural producers who are already suffering
severely through the rural downturn. The last thing rural areas need is the price of fuel to
rise as much as predicted.
Another specific point I wish to make relates to the propensity of Governments to use fuel as
a taxing measure. The majority of the State fuel tax levy is returned to the Main Roads
Department and the shire councils to build essential roads. I have no argument with that. I
am keen to ensure that that principle is adhered to by the Government; that is, revenue raised
by fuel taxes will be returned to roads in areas of collection.
I hope the Minister for Transport takes that matter on board when she considers the impost
she has forced on country people by the announcement made yesterday about the 10 per
tonne per kilometre so-called cost recovery for the canting of grain and superphosphate. If
the Minister can apply that principle to the fuel tax levy and return the revenue to the point of
collection for the upgrading of roads she will face a less severe argument from the people I
represent.

Mrs Beggs: The tax is 10 per tonne per kilometre.

Mr HOUSE: Yes, according to the announcement yesterday.
Mrs Beggs: That will be returned to the roads which are affected by the tr ansfer from rail to
road.
Mr HOUSE: Will that revenue be returned directly to councils?
Mrs Beggs: The councils will administer the funds.
Mr HOUSE: How will you know what money is collected in what areas?
Mlrs Beggs: That will be worked out on the permit system; it is difficult, but it will be
worked out on the basis of where permits are allocated.

Mr HOUSE: I understand how it will work. Is the Minister saying, for instance, if through
the permit system the indication is that $100 000 has been raised in the Plantagenet Shire, the
same amount will be returned to the shire for use on roads?
Mrs Beggs: Less administration costs.
Mr HOUSE: What percentage will the adinistration costs represent?
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Mrs Beggs: I gave a corrnirmemt during question time yesterday regarding my intentions. I
am very concerned about the damage to roads.
Mr HOUSE: I can cop the administration charge. but the Minister is saying chat she will
return the revenue directly to councils for use on roads.
Mrs Beggs: The previous Minister for Transport gave a commu-itment as well.

Mr HOUSE: I am very pleased to hear that; it was not clearly put during question time last
night.

Mr Lewis: Originally, the fuel levy was to take the place of the cost per tonne for the upkeep
of roads. The Government has used the fuel franchise by placing it in the WA Metropolitan
Trust, but the Government is now levying transport per tonne.

Mrs Beggs: All money raised by the fuel tax levy is used either for roads or public transport.

The SPEAKER: Is the member interested in this charter or would he care to address his
remarks to me?

Mr HOUSE: Mr Speaker, I am sure ocher members will receive an opportunity to speak. I
am very pleased to hear the assurances by the Minister for Transport. I am left with the
argument about the way the Minister has discriminated against some areas. However, that is
a different argument for a different timre. I have difficulty with the unequal playing field that
has been created.

Returning to the fuel tax, I am very annoyed that the Federal Government regards fuel as a
revenue raising tool. I understand that about 30 per cent of the tax raised on fuel by the
Federal Government is returned to roads. We have reached the stage where we should
ensure that fuel is not regarded in that light in future. The Deputy Premier made a point
yesterday in relation to cost recovery and cost application during debate on another issue.
That point needs to be applied to fuel because if taxes are increased on-fuel the reason needs
to be clearly spelt out. If that principle is applied to transport we will support it. If it is
applied in other areas, such. as social services, a good case for support cannot be made. The
fuel price increases over the past few days - and the predictions made for the future - indicate
that we cannot continue to use fuel as a taxing measure.

Australia is a net exporter of energy, yet our prices are considerably higher than many of our
competitors in the export market. Producers in this country pay a considerably higher price
for fuel than competitors overseas. We need to rationalise that problem. We should come to
terms with the idea that if we are export earners of energy, the price of fuel should be
rauionalised, We should consider the quality of the fuel exported, and the amounts of heavy
crude oil exported or imported. My understanding is that Australia imports a greater quantity
and better quality of heavy crude oil than it exports. In that case, we ought to be in a better
position in relation to our price structure. The whole issue should be considered seriously.
We should explain how we arrive at the price of fuel; that the rack pricing system is
established by fuel companies: that the price of fuel cannot be established for a user buying
in bulk - whether a service station or a large mining or farming enterprise - until the day upon
which the fuel is bought because prices change so rapidly. Western Australia is the only
State that has rack pricing. We need to change that situation and have a more equitable basis
to establish a price for fuel. We must know the margins made by wholesalers, distributors
and by other sections of the industry so that we can be in a position to make a reasoned
judgment.

I emphasise the need to put a lot more effort into research and development of alternative
power sources. Farmers have been using electric fences for some time and they have proved
to be a viable option. Telephone exchanges in rural areas use solar panels to charge batteries,
and in some cases they use wind power. These are a few examples of what could be
extended to a much larger area. We have tended to let research and development slip; we do
not do enough about it. I urge the Government to look closely at this motion and accept that
it was moved in good faith with a view to establishing a basis for alternative fuel usage. If
we put more effort into research and development of alternative types of power, in the long
term we will see great benefits. L have a friend who has developed a solar hot water system.
He was an innovative farmer arid he decided to set up business in Perth. He has met all the
costs of establishing that business himself without any assistance from the Government. He
has found it very difficult to get finance because the banks are reluctant to back him. We

4419



4420 ASSEMBLY]

need to look at Government assistance for innovators so that we can assist them to get off the
ground. Philips Australia recently sold its solar research and development division because it
could not compete with overseas products. That is a terrible state of affairs and we need to
do more about it.
I am prepared to support uranium as a power source. I know that is not palatable to
everybody, but the time has come to reactivate the debate on uranium. It is not good enough
to say that uranium can be used as a destructive force. We know that it can - so can many
other resources. Uranium is no different. It has inherent dangers, but so do many things with
which we live and work in Australia today. I am quite sure that despite the problems that
uranium can have it has very great advantages. Australia has plenty of uranium and we need
to accept publicly that it is a good and economical power source, which can be used to the
advantage of this country. We must accept that if we used uranium as a power source we
could cut power costs in Australia for the benefit of all Australians. I do not want anybody
to misinterpret what I am saying, or to think that I support nuclear force; I would not support
that under any circumstance. The sensible use of uranium as a source of power for this
country must be put on the agenda and be debated sensibly as time goes by. I urge this
Government to accept the motion and to look at its thrust, particularly with regard to research
and development.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Deputy Premier) [2.44 pm]: The Western Australian
Government has been involved for some rime in a range of strategies in relation to the
conservation and better use of energy in Western Australia. Our energy strategy aims to
make the optimum use of the energy resources in this State. Western Australia is in a
privileged position in respect of those resources. We have quite reasonable amounts of not
quite high quality coal. We have vast resources of natural gas that are now in the process of
being both found and tapped off our North West Shelf and close to Perth in onshore areas.
We have considerable resources of condensate and now, it would seem, of oil. All of that is
to our benefit. However, it does not mean that we should take those resources for granted. It
means that we have a responsibility, not only to Western Australia, but also to the wider
population and the wider world community, to ensure that those energy resources are used
wisely and in the optimum sense. The Government has sought to reduce its dependence on
imported fuels and, as the member for Nedlands quite rightly pointed out, it is a concerning
level of dependence.
The Government's objectives have been outlined in a great many papers recently. They
include: The promotion of the State's economic development; efficient operation of energy
markets; ensuring that the right price was given as a guide to producers and consumers
whether in relation to oil or gas: ensuring an adequate regard for environmental concerns and
ensuring the energy price affecting given income groups is taken into consideration when
setting energy prices. The last and most critical objective is the promotion of energy
conservation and renewable energy resources. Western Australia is self sufficient in crude
oil and condensate, but it is a very light crude oil which cannot be used in the more heavy
products such as bitumen. Nevertheless, we are self sufficient in those products, although we
do import petroleum products that are not directly available from Australian crude. As far as
energy exports are concerned, the State Government has pursued and promoted the export of
energy from Western Australia through the exploration and development of its petroleum and
gas reserves. We have done that at a range of international conferences.
I was recently invited to address an international conference on this and associated issues. It
is the Asia-Pacific energy outlook conference to be held in conjunction with the 30th
anniversary of OPEC and it will take place in Jakarta in mid-October. The organisers
consider that Western Australia is an important factor in the future of energy development
and production in this region. That organisation is seeking Western Australian input into the
conference and I have accepted their invitation to speak at the conference, which is entitled,
"Megatrends The Asia-Pacific Energy Outlook Towards the Year 2000'. The conference is
sponsored by the Indonesian Minister for Mines and Energy. We will take our place at that
conference because as far as the South East Asian area is concerned Western Australia has a
vital and important part to play. We also have a role to play in encouraging energy exports
and participants in the field such as the Gorgon gas project to actively pursue their market
opportunities.
The Department of Mines has been active in introducing new exploration incentives in
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Western Australia with the Minister announcing on 16 August that all vacant areas of the
State would be made available for exploration. That is an important incentive for people
involved in exploration. A large number of major firms, be they national or international,
will take up that opportunity. It is also interesting to note, from the reading I have done on
this subject, that Western Australia has reached a stage in terms of the exploration and
development of its energy resources, both onshore and offshore basins - the Perth basin, the
offshore basin in the North West Shelf or, to a lesser extent, the Canning basin - where
sufficient exploration holes have been put down to give geologists a much clearer picture of
the geology of these areas. The geologists are now able to put together the results of a range
of these holes, which are expensive to put down, and when combined with the latest in
computer technology provide details of what one can expect when putting down these sorts
of exploration wells. As a result, whether it be in the area of gas or oil, more exploration
wells are being put down and more often than not the exploration teams are strikcing pay dirt.
We are constantly reading in our local newspapers that these wells have been successful.

Dr Turnbull: It affects the share prices.

Mr TAYLOR: That is a crude comment in relation to the issue. In this morning's The West
Australian I read a report on Ampol and it was not made on the basis of boosting share
prices. It is important to report the results of that type of exploration but if the reports were
made purely on the basis of boosting share prices I would not approve of that practice. It
seems to me that these people have the knowledge to say what is available and advise how
we can make the best use of it. In the last year there have been positive outcomes in regard
to those areas north of Perth and more recently, given the exploration permits which have
been granted, areas closer to Perth which may come up with the goods in oil, gas and
condensate.

Dr Turnbull: Are you talking about the Perth basin?

Mr TAYLOR: Yes, and areas offshore from Fremantle and Rottnest. If pay dirt were struck
in those areas it would be an enormous bonus to Western Australia.

Dr Turnbull: It would be, but a lot of the announcements involve traces, particularly those in
the northern part of the Perth basin.

Mr TAYLOR: Yes, some come under that category, but sufficient amounts of oil and gas are
being found around the place and the geologists and those concerned have a clearer picture
of the make up of that basin, which augurs well for the future. It will save them a lot of
money in terms of the number of wells they have to drill. The member for Collie should
look at this as a positive thing for Western Australia and not as a negative for Collie.

Dr Turnbull: I never said anything like that. I am interested only in the total energy
requirements of Western Australia and the role that Collie plays in meeting those
requirements.
Mr TAYLOR: I will not attribute to the member motives that may not be appropriate. I take
the member's comiments in the spirit in which they are intended.

Mr Court: You could not say that about the former member for Collie.

Mr TAYLOR: I would have been blasted out of the House. The current member is a well
mannered member for Collie. I am not saying the former member for Collie was not well
mannered, but he certainly had a very loud voice when it came to these sorts of issues.

Several members interjected.

Mr Blaikie: The former member for Collie would be interested to hear your intemperate
remarks about him.

Mr TAYLOR: I will send him a copy of my remarks because I made sure I added the last
sentence in case he got the wrong message. I think he would be proud to know that even
though the current member for Collie is on the wrong side of politics, in her more gentle
manner she supports the same motives he supported.

Mr Court: Those comments might be blown up in a full page advertisement at the next
election.

Mr TAYLOR: I said that she was on the wrong side of politics.
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Mir Court: We will cut out chose bits.

Mr TAYLOR: I hope the member for Nedlands realises that he cannot delete parts of a
Mansard debate - the report must be used in ful and not in part thereof.

We are dealing with a range of energy matters and it is very pleasing that 40 shipments of
L-NG have been exported from Western Australia. It is a great plus as far as this State's
balance of payments is concerned. I am told that an additional option of sales of up to one
million tornnes of LNG per annum from the mid 1990s is being investigated. Condensate
sales from the North West Shelf are mostly to overseas buyers. Recently it was announced
that there was a sale of some 600 000 barrels of condensate by Woodside to Japan. In
providing extra opportunities to explorers in this area the State will reap the benefit in time to
come.
I mention in passing the commnents of the member for Nedlands on a couple of issues, one of
which related to Japan. Only the other day I heard him say on the radio that the Japanese had
taken the bit between their teeth - those were not his exact words - in regard to oil following
the shock of the 1970s, and that they had endeavoured to get offshore many of their high
energy using industries. He said that they were also in a position to cope should oil prices go
through the roof. Of course, chat has now happened and I heard on television the other night
that Japan had a sufficient storage of oil to last for five months. As wise a decision as that
may be there is a cost involved. When one actually costs the storing of five months' supply
of oil in a country such as Japan there must be an enormous extra cost imposed on the
community which, in many ways, would come close to offsetting the additional cost it would
face as a result of the recent increase in oil prices. The message for countries like Japan is
that when it comes to supply of goods it is important to look to continuity and reliability of
supply; if they are to do chat they will pay much closer attention to what Western Australia
has to offer in this area. Western Australia has the North West Shelf gas project and other
projects will come on stream later, and it can offer Japanese companies continuity and
secury of supply. The security of supply is related to Western Australia's privileged
position in a geographical sense; that is, it does nor have to concern itself with the dangers
which are inherent in the Middle East. That will pose for Japan a consideration that will
benefit this State.

Mr Court: You are quite right about the reliability of supply, particularly with LNG. The
Japanese do not have the storage facilities for five months' supply arid they depend on ships
arriving on a regular basis. It is not war we have to worry about; it is industrial disputation.

Mr TAYLOR: We have not had that problem with the North West Shelf gas project.

Mr Graham: The member for Nedlands does not have to worry about that. A continuity of
supply agreement was signed 18 months to two years ago between Woodside and the trade
union movement.

Mr Court: I am making the point that industrial dispute rather than war will cause the
problems.

Mr TAYLOR: As the member for Pilbara has pointed out, those involved in that industry
have recognised how crucial it is to the security and future of the industry to ensure that
those sorts of agreements are tied up and that our trading partners and the people who receive
those exports are assured of that security. That will be very important indeed and will weigh
heavily on the thinking of trading partners such as the Japanese in future when they consider
security of supply. Certainly there is no concern about Western Australia and Australia with
regard to problems associated with war and political issues. We could benefit from that in
the sense of pointing out to trading partners the importance of this aspect. I shall be visiting
Japan next month and that is one of the areas which wil-l be discussed with the Japanese
business people I shall meet during the course of that visit.

A further point raised by the member for Nedlands refer-red to the impact on transport costs
of fuel price increases. I know he discussed this matter with the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, and there was talk of an increase in fuel prices of l04! a litre or more. In an ABC
radio interview the member for Nedlands spoke of an 18o a litre increase in fuel prices.

Mr Court: When this dispute first started four weeks ago I said that petrol prices could rise
to 800 a litre by Christmas. That is based on what happened when the last increase occurred.
That could occur in the next few weeks. In two weeks the price has increased to 720 a litre.
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Mr TAYLOR: I am aware that the member for Nedlands mentioned that increase and I want
to follow it through. He suggested that fuel price increases would lead to a 25 per cent
increase in transport costs for goods imported from other States and those transported within
this State. As members know, on the question of economics and similar issues many people
have different views on the effects on certain industries. I asked the Department of Transport
to look at the possible effect on the transport industry, and in its view, even if the price of
fuel increased by 180 a litre, as fuel generally accounts for around 30 per cent of road
transport costs, the impact would be an approximate 10 per cent increase in costs.
Mr Court: You should tell Qantas that, because it increased its fares by 10 per cent before
the fuel price increases went through and said that increase was because of fuel costs.
Mr TAYLOR: It is outrageous and disgraceful that Qantas adopts that approach, and it is
wrong to do so. It is nonsense to say that fuel costs are the reason for that 10 per cent
increase. Should the price of fuel increase, the impact on transport costs should be less than
some people predict. Qantas is well outside the ball park when it increases its prices by
10 per cent; that should be regarded as unacceptable for an airline that belongs to all
Australians. Perhaps it is time we sold Qantas.

Mr Kierath: I cannot believe this from the shining light of the left-

Mr TAYLOR: I have no problem with selling Qantas and Australian Airlines. Some other
members behind me do not agree and that is part of the democracy behind the Labor Party;
that is, we can differ on these issues.

Mr Kierath: I am sure the member for Perth has something to say about that.
Mr TAYLOR: Yes, and I picked up his comment.

Mr Court: What about the Rural and Industries Hank?

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Nedlands should have listened to the Howard Sattler
program this morning. If he has not read a transcript of that program I will obtain a copy and
pass it to him later today or tomorrow. I am very strongly of the view that the R & I Bank
belongs to all Western Australians, and that that should continue to be the case.

Mr Kierath: Is that the bank which lives here, but whose boss lives elsewhere?

Mr TAYLOR: I have not heard that expression before.

Mr Court: It was on the "Satiler File" three weeks ago; I will obtain a transcript of the
program for you.

Mr TAYLOR: I see no reason why airlines should in any way belong to the State. They are
in the business of serving the comnmunity in the sense that a very small proportion of the
community use them. Australian Airlines and Qantas will shrink and die under the current
circumstances. If we want the airlines to thrive they should be sold off. I think an
amalgamation of Qantas and Air New Zealand would make eminent economic and rational
good sense.
Mr Kierath: Do you concede that private enterprise is more efficient than public enterprise?

Mr TAYLOR: My experience suggests that, given a good civil aviation authority - which is
not always the case in some countries but certainly is the case in Australia - there is no
reason why private enterprise cannot run an airline. Most of the time I find Ansett Airlines
of Australia much better to travel with than Australian Airlines Ltd.

On the question of transport costs, I mentioned by interjection while the member for
Nedlands was speaking that Transperth is currently using on a permanent basis 30 buses
which operate on compressed natural gas. In addition, it is planning to convert something
like 450 buses, or half its fleet, to compressed natural gas within the next five years. That
will be an important benefit to Western Australia and will offer security of fuel supply to that
form of public transport. It will also have environmental and cost advantages. I also point
out that Western Australia is a producer of liquefied petroleum gas - LPG - which is used for
transport purposes. The availability of locally produced LPG from natural gas, and that
available from the British Petroleum refinery, will encourage greater use of LPG in vehicles
owned by members of the public. It is interesting to note that 80 per cent of the taxis
currently operating in Perth use LPG. The Government is investigating the prospect of a
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liquefied natural gas facility to provide for industrial users of energy in the regional areas of
Western Australia. If such a plant were established, the LNG0 could be available for transport
use where this is economic and consistent with safety considerations. That could be of
benefit to the State as time goes by.
I refer briefly to solar energy developments in this State. The member for Nedlands, and the
Leader of the Opposition by interjection, mentioned that the Governmient had reduced its
involvement in that area. That is not correct. The Government's involvement as far as these
issues are concerned relates to the $150 000 per annum grant to the Murdoch University
Energy Research Institute to assist in conducting research into renewable energy. A further
$150 000 per aninum is also made available to the Renewable Energy Advisory Council to
assist in developing renewable energy policies in Western Australia and to fund renewable
energy demonstration programs. The SEC is readily involved in that program.
Mr Clarko: It is not a wholehearted commitment, though.
Mr TAYLOR: Let me give an indication of the sort of commitment. In 1987 SECWA
installed Australia's only operating wind farm at Esperance. It consists of six wind turbines
of 60 kilowatts each - a total of 360 kilowatts. That was installed at a cost of $800 000. That
wind farm provides about two per cent of the energy used in Esperance and represents a
saving to SECWA of something like 250 000 litres of medium fuel oil a year. That is an
important saving, and as time goes by that will come close to offsetting the cost of
establishing that wind farm.

Mr Kierath interjected.

Mr TAYLOR: Significant maintenance costs are involved in the wind farms. It is a bit like
maintaining a helicopter. The gearing is very complicated.

Mr Kierath: But the capital cost has almost been recovered?
Mr TAYLOR: I said 250 000 lires. I do not know how much SECWA pays for its fuel oil,
but a large amount of fuel oil is being saved at Esperance alone.
SEC WA is continuing to monitor those sorts of wind regimes in a number of locations. It is
now looking at establishing a similar sort of wind farm near Geraldton, and there is also an
experimental station near Fremantle. This demonstrates that SECWA does take seriously the
issue of making savings by installing wind turbines, particularly in isolated areas and where
it considers that to be financially viable. Data monitoring is being conducted in order to
determine the specific nature of the wind resource at Geraldton. That will have a significant
impact on the nature of the turbine design. Expressions of interest have been called for in the
Geraldton area for a wind farm from three to 20 megawatts, which is a very substantial wind
farm. Bids for the supply of equipment will be invited before the end of this year. and a
decision about whether to proceed, and about the size of the wind farm, will be made at that
time. So it is more than likely that before the end of this year a substantial wind farm will be
established at Geraldton, which will be of benefit to the community.

SECWA has also been investigating, in conjunction with local shires, the prospect of using
gas from landfill rubbish tips as a power generation fuel. It is possible that small diesel-type
units could operate from landfill gas, and if a potential source of gas can be identified it is
likely that a demonstration unit will be established in Western Australia within 12 months.
So SECWA, apart from its involvement with Murdoch and with the Renewable Energy
Advisory Council, is serious about these alternatives, and that will be of real benefit to
Western Australia.

The Government has published a discussion booklet called "The Energy Conservation
Strategy for Western Australia". This booklet was put out by the Premier, Dr Lawrence, and
the Minister for Fuel and Energy, Mr Car, earlier this year. The booklet outlines a number
of strategies for four areas where the Government will introduce a series of initiatives:
Community and industrial energy conservation; demand side management for electricity and
gas: transport energy conservation and Government energy conservation. Itris an interesting
booklet, and it is important to note in relation to the social imperatives of energy
conservation that 20 per cent of the world's population is responsible for 70 per cent of
current energy consumption, and that in order to allow developing countries to grow and
meet their basic needs Western societies wilt have to restrain their energy demands, If we
expect other people to do that, we must certainly set an example in this State.
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People may not be aware that aver the past three years Western Australia has experienced
quite strong growth in a range of areas, with a concurrent increased demand for energy. The
current growth in peak toad energy use, particularly by domestic and commercial sectors,
requires increased peak power capacity, and up to 40 per cent of the 1 687 megawatt peak
sumnmer load is used simply to provide power to comnmercial buildings. The United States'
experience in relation to the provisicnl of power for commercial buildings demonstrates that
up to 70 per cent of that power is for L fr-conditioning, and that each year a new sumnmer peak
load is established . There is concern that much of that increased demand arises purely
because of the inadequate design of the major commercial buildings in the central business
district of Perth. The sooner that architects and engineers can come up with better and more
energy conscious designs, the better off we will be.

It is interesting to note that SECWA has been trying to encourage its customers to use natural
gas as a source of fuel in their homes. SECWA estimates that an average household can save
about 23 per cent - or nearly a quarter - of its total energy bill by convening all its relevant
appliances to natural gas. An essential part of SECWA's natural gas marketing strategy is
that it does not impose a supply charge for domestic gas consumers, because it hopes to
provide people with a strong incentive to use natural gas in their homes rather than other
forms of energy.
Those are the sonts of things that can be done to make a significant difference in respect of
energy conservation in Western Australia, and if we take these options seriou ly in the end
we will all be better off. The Government's efforts in relation to the issues -aked by the
member for Nedlands in his motion have been commendable, and we can star I up in any
company and say that is the correct approach to the issue of energy conservation , this State.
So, with one exception, the Government will consider the motion before the House and will
perhaps move an amendment to the motion that will be in keeping with the spirit that :he
Government has demonstrated about this matter for a long time.

MR KIERATH (Riverton) [3.16 pm]: My comments on this motion will be ge!neral in
nature rather than specific. The comments that have been made this afternoon hive focused
on the detail rather than the broad concept. The overall strategy roposed in this motion is
excellent. The concept of developing an energy stratt gy is one of adding value b, -ause we
add value by adding energy. At the risk of stating the obvious, energy is involv,-d in almost
everything we do. Energy is involved in a very complex way in mining and in agriculture,
and those two areas of enterprise account for about 80 per cent of our real wealth. In recent
years the service industry has increased in size, especially in respect of employment, and
energy is required in this industry also.

When we look at developing an energy strategy we must take an overview. One of the key
principles is to use our assets wisely and to get the maximum benefit from those assets. If
we do that we will create wealth, and surely that is what this debate should be about. We can
increase our wealth by adding energy. These days we hear buzz words about value added
processing or adding value to our products. These products can be modified, changed or
transformed, but basically we are adding energy to them. Therefore, it automatically follows
that the greater the energy input the greater will be the wealth, although it is related to the
cost of that energy, which is one of the key aspects. In Western Australia so far we do not
have a really cheap source of energy.

In the debate over value-adding and the whole strategy of manufacturing I often think that
that ingredient is overlooked. The key element is to try to find a cheap source of energy.
The first part of the motion calls for the State to make the optimum use of its energy
resources to cut our dependence on imported fuels. That would be obvious to most people;
we must use our assets wisely. We have energy assets, some of which are untapped, and we
have not used them to the fullest extent. That is what I term asset management - trying to get
the optimum return from the assets we have. If we have possible fuel sources that perhaps
we do not recognise in the current climate, we should examine them, analyse them and use
them in the best, most cost efficient way. I cannot help but be reminded of the story of acres
of diamonds, where a gentleman in South Africa had a farm which was not doing very well.
He heard about a diamond strike elsewhere, and off he went in search of diamonds. He spent
most of his life looking for diamonds, never to find them. He returned to his farm some
30 years later, a poor and broken man, only to find one of the world's largest diamond mines
on the land he had once owned. That story illustrates that when one
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sees diamonds in their raw state they do not look like the finished product. We have many
energy resources, and we do not see the potential of some of them. Some, such as solar, tidal
and wind power, are referred to later in the motion. Energy can take many different forms
and is not always in the most easily recognised form; for example, liquid fossil fuels.

Energy itself can never be destroyed, it can only be transformned from one source to another.
Therefore we must use it wisely. One could say that our modem economies are addicted to
energy and we must make sure our source of supply - if I can use the drug analogy - and our
supplier of the drug to which we are addicted at least is friendly rather than hostile. I remind
the House of the events in the Middle East, which have brought this home to us very
dramatically in recent weeks. We are a net exporter of energy, but surely our ultimate goal
should be to become a total exporter of energy and not to import it in any shape or form.

That brings me to the second part of the motion, which states that energy exports should be
promoted, including oil, gas, uranium and coal. Exports will increase our wealth - that is,
our income. When we look at the nation as a whole, our income is our exports. Although
that may sound obvious to some people, I believe we sometimes totally miss that emphasis,
and focus on the micro rather than the macro. If we import, we actually destroy the wealth
we create through our exports. The hard thing is to try to establish a balance between
imports and exports. In simple terms, if we decrease our imports we increase our wealth: if
we increase our exports, again, we increase our wealth. Currently we are dependent on some
other countries for our imports, and we are dependent on the circumstances that exist in those
countries, whether they be friendly or hostile. Therefore we should look to our whole social
process for reliability and continuity. I must resist the temptation to say that we need some
form of international essential services legislation. The best way we can overcome that is to
provide our own sources of energy.

The motion mentions oil. Obviously we have to search for and find oil because our current
reserves are not enough for our existing needs. We have huge gas reserves - in fact, more
than we are currently able to use. In some cases it is uneconomic and we must look at ways
of extracting that gas on a more economic basis. We must also consider the position of
uranium, and the futility of the policies of the Federal Government and some members
opposite in their attitude to uranium mining. As for coal, I dare say one of my colleagues
will speak about our use of coal. Those are our existing energy assets and they are not
always utilised to their fullest extent. If we want to add value we must add energy; and the
lower that cost, the greater the profit margin or the wealth we create.

The third part of the motion suggests there should be more use of gas as a transport fuel.
Again, one of the problems with energy is that we have an abundant source of it but it is not
always of a type which is best able to be utilised for our normal processes. For example, we
have huge reserves of gas but it is not always in a form usable for transport. Some major
advances have been made on this around the world and we need a strategy to address this
subject. I will be very interested to read the report to be brought out by the Select Committee
on Energy and Resources, which has been looking at various energy resources both here and
overseas. In our society transport can be likened to a lifeline. It is the means by which
everything travels, whether it be primary produce. or mining or manufactured products.
Everything we do in this country has a transport component. In other words, if that transport
cost is high, it inflates the cost of everything produced here. Surely, then, our emphasis
should be on trying to reduce that cost and, in so doing, to make the goods and services we
produce in this country far more economic. Using the same analogy, we could liken fuel to
food - it is an energy source.

The fourth part of the motion suggests that we should encourage the use of gas in the
manufacture of liquid transport fuels. As I said, we have tremendous gas reserves and it is a
matter of transforming that energy from gas into another form which is more easily utilised.
The fifth pant of the motion, which I think is one of the most important, states that research
on solar and electric cars should be encouraged. I have long held the view that in this
country we do not spend enough money on research and development. Other trading nations
which have far less in terms of natural resources are more successful. When we ask, 'What
makes them stand out compared to others?", invariably the answer is the brain power, or
brain wealth of that country; members can call it what they like. We will never be able to
compete in some areas with these countries, but one way in which we can compete is in our
education and brain power. It is something in which we have shown great advances in the
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past. I will not go through all of the various examples of that, other than to say that there
have been numerous examples where we have led the world, and in some areas we still do.
However, in termns of money spent on research and development, we lag behind those
countries which are doing well, and we must address this. I hold the view that we should get
very hard nosed about it and set a percentage of Gross Domestic Product which this country
should spend on research and development.

The sixth part of the motion - that solar, tidal aid wind power applications be encouraged,
particularly in remote areas currently dependent on fuel oil - again talks about alternative
forms of energy. These are not always easily recognised as such; nevertheless, they exist.
Tremendous amounts of energy are there, they just need to be harnessed and transformed
into usable forms. In addressing this part of the motion, I almost think there shoul I be a
seventh part to the energy strategy; that is, energy conservation. Some other speakers have
raised this, and it forms an integral part of any strategy on energy. It was interesting to note
the comments of other speakers in this regard; for example, in relation to housing. In my
maiden speech I raised the issue c ' housing and prefabricated or transportable classrooms
arid the fact that they have not beer1 designed with our climate and energy conservation in
mind. I dare say that many members receive information from the Solar Energy Information
Centre in South Perth which is trying to coordinate these things. On a personal note, I built a
house some 10 years ago with a view to energy conservation. It is amazing what information
is available in this country; it is simply a maver of placing some emphasis and focus on this.
The deputy leader of the National Party - ht ; not here at the moment - said that we needed
some strong legislative techniques to force these changes on people, but I take the oppo Jtie
view; I believe we should encourage people to do things rather than force them. Howeve - I
agree wholeheartedly with the principle of trying to improve ener ry conservation. Tro
achieve these goals incentives could be offered in ihe form of tax deductions and other
financial incentives to encourage people in this manner.

I was pleased to hear that the Minister will accept most of the motion, and I will be intrigued
to hear the amendment he moves. I find it extremely difficult to disagree with any part of
this motion. [ could understand some members disagreeing with one word of the motion,
and that word is "uranium". The ardent opponents of that word are on the extreme left of the
ALP.

In summary, we need to look closely at energy and to devise an energy strategy. We should
be looking at efficient use of energy and its conservation. When we look at energy as a
resource we should be looking at adding value to the State's wealth, as energy can be
increased as a component of our economy. In simple terms, the bigger the cake is, the more
that is available to be divided among us all. This is the basis on which an energy strategy
should be devised. I encourage all members to support the motion.

MR PEARCE (Arrnadale - Minister for the Environment) 13.32 pm]: It has been an
interesting day as far as Opposition motions are concerned, it has proposed two motions, one
concerning energy strategy and the other relating to the establishment of a register of foreign-
owned land. Both of these motions involve matters with which the Government is already
dealing. When the second motion is moved the Opposition will discover the extent of the
Government's actions in this area.

Mr Court: Would you say belatedly?

Mr PEARCE: We have dealt with the matter before the House discusses it. It does not seem
to be belated when we are ahead of the game. The same situation applies with the energy
position.
Mir Omnodei: You have an energy crises.

Mr PEARCE: The member is sitting there three-quarters asleep and he talks about other
people having an energy crisis. No problems exist with the production of energy in this
State, and nor wil there be a problem. As the Deputy Premier has pointed out, it is
important that we get things right regarding the decision we make with the next power
station. If it was left to the druthers on the other side of the House, no attention would be
paid to the environmental aspects of energy creation. We happen to think that those things
are important.

Virtually all of the areas referred to in this motion - notice of which was given yesterday -
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have been addressed by the Government for years now. That is why I will be moving an
amendment to give the House an opportunity to do two things -

Mr Kierath: To congratulate the Government!

Mr PEARCE: First, as suggested by the member for Riverton, the amendment will drop the
word "uranium" from paragraph 2, which will be supported by many members of the House.
Second, I will add another paragraph to the motion stating, "Further, the House congratulates
the Government on the energy policy it has followed.'

Mr Kierach: I was right again!
Mr Court: How can we congratulate a Government which will give us brown outs in a
couple of years?
Mrt PEARCE: This additional paragraph must clearly be right if the member for Riverton
was able to reach that conclusion alone and unaided. Obviously, this is not a mailer of great
complexity if the member for Riverton is able to grasp it.
Mr Omodei: Whenever you are backed into a corner all you do is throw insults at members
on this side.
Mr PEARCE: I was congratulating the member on his perspicacity, and I was pointing out
that the amendment I will move may be an argument of a self-evident nature.

Mr Omoadei: You have little to congratulate yourself about.

Mr PEARCE: Regarding the motion moved by the Opposition, we have much about which
to congratulate ourselves relating to energy production in this State. Western Australia is a
net producer of energy - that is. it exports more than it consumes. The Government has been
addressing each of the items of the motion. I know that the Opposition sought to make some
comment about the decision making process undertaken by the Government in order to
ensure that the next base load power station is created in the best interests of Western
Australia - the Government is canvassing all the options available in great detail. On other
occasions I clearly indicated the kind of policy that we should follow; that is, we should
make greater use of our own natural gas resource for energy production rather than following
the policy, which was the hallmark of the previous Liberal Government, of using coal locally
and exporting the gas. Much can be said about the use of gas. It is much more
environmentally friendly, yet at the moment we are exporting our most environmentally
friendly product and using our less environmentally friendly product for energy production.
This is being done because we cannot sell our coal overseas because it is not of export
quality. So, it is easier for us to burn coal at home and export our gas.
Looking to the future, we have an obligation to make sure that countries which are reliant on
countries such as Australia generate energy in an environmentally friendly way. Recently I
had discussions with the Environmental Agency in Japan in which I made it quite clear that
because Japan is a huge user of energy, it should be looking at developing more
environmentally friendly methods of energy production for the future. We will look to Japan
to aid with research projects because of its huge capacities regarding money, people and
expertise. We will be looking to Japan to find ways of generating power in a more efficient
way.
The motion does not mention some other forms of energy production in which Western
Australia can play an important role in developing for the future. Work is being done in
Japan. and in other pants of the world, on generating energy from a solar source by
convening water to hydrogen and oxygen and then rebumning the hydrogen and oxygen back
to water, and this generates heat which can be used as an energy. This is a technique which
nobody has been able to make available in convenient forms, but it is the kind of system
which we will require for the future. It is also an excellent system in conservation terms as
the energy is derived from water and can be stored back in the water. It is a clean and
effective way of storing solar energy. It would be a great technique for Western Australian
energy production because we have huge solar resources.
M& Lewis: Why did you withdraw from the energy research and development project?
Mr PEARCE: I had some discussions about the possibility of cooperation between Western
Australian and Japanese capital with this solar project to which I refer.
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Mr Lewis: Your rhetoric is not in line with your actions.
Mr PEARCE: The Governiment has an interest in speeding up research into solar energy
again. However, this needs to be done in the manner to which I have referred. The
Government scaled down the Solar Energy Research Institute recently on the basis that a lot
of money had gone into the unit and very little had come out. Even in terms of hot water
generation by solar energy, the unit reached a peak very early in its work.

Mr Kierath: That is the very basis of research and development: A lot of money is spent and
one gets little out of it until there is a breakthrough and it is of value.

Mr PEARCE: The way we were going about it meant that it would be too small to do that
very thing. Research into solar energy storage would have been more germane, such as the
breakthroughs that have been made in solar batteries by the CSIRO in the Eastern States. I
am not defending absolutely the decision made some years ago to scale back on the Solar
Energy Research Institute of Western Australia. However, [ make the point that for the
money going in not a lot was coming out. There did not seem to be a likelihood of the kind
of breakthrough we were talking about occurring there. I do see a time when Westemn
Australia may be a major exporter through the export of the product resulting from the
separation of water into hydrogen and oxygen - particularly to Japan. Huge problems must
be overcome and I do not seek to minimise them. There is also a need to find economic
viability.

Mr Court: There is one other problem. You had better announce a proper Royal
Commission tomorrow so we can get back some interest in investment in Western Australia.
Mr PEARCE: We will see tomorrow what we will see. I was not in Japan having economic
discussions, I was there to talk on environmental concerns, but there was interest in Japan for
the sonts of things I am talking about. The member for Nedlands' claim, which he made
overseas and in other places, is not helpful to the future of this State.

Mr Court: Who has made that claim overseas?

Mr PEARCE: You do it for domestic consumption and that is finie.

Mr Court: You said we made claims overseas; who does that?

Mr PEARCE: We have had that debate in this House previously and the member was caught
out with remarks he made in London, as I recall. He has been caught out saying those things
overseas and so has his leader and the former member for Cottesloc.

Mr Court: I want you to withdraw that, because I have never said a disparaging thing
overseas about Western Australia.

Mr PEARCE: Or the Western Australian Government?

Mr Court: On the contrary.

Mr PEARCE: I am prepared to accept, Mr Acting Speaker, the claim made by the member
for Nedlands that he has not made remarks of that kind overseas. I am pleased to hear it; it is
not the general view. The same cannot be said for his leader or for the former member for
Cottesloe. However, that is not the point.

Mr Court: Do not make things up. No-one promotes the State more than we do when we go
overseas - often at our own expense and not at the taxpayers' expense. When those
comments are made they do not go down too well, I can assure you. We are fiercely loyal to
this State and we are ashamed of what you have done to this State's reputation.
Mr PEARCE: I note the shame that the member shows. He may have an opportunity
tomorrow to explain that in some detail. I will be involving myself in the debate tomorrow.

Mr Lewis: What shame? We have no shame over Rothwells.

Mr PEARCE: I will have a number of things to say about the Opposition's role in this and
about what the McCusker report says about the Opposition.
Mr Lewis: Have you seen the report?

Mr PEARCE: I did not say I had seen a copy of the report.

Mr Court: You said quite clearly, 'What McCusker has said about the Opposition in the
report." You have read the report.
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Mr Lewis: You are not prepared to give it to the Opposition.

Mr PEARCE: I have not read the report; let me put that clearly to the House. I am prepared
to bet that conclusions can be drawn from the McCusker report about the Opposition's
perforrnanre in this matter -

Mr Court Is the Opposition responsible for WA Inc?

Mr PEAl LE: We will have that debate tomorrow and I will be involving myself in that
debate.

Mr Court: We will expect you at your worst tomorrow.

Mr PEARCE: In that case we will have a full House on that side, with members sitting with
their little mouths open waiting to see what is coming next.

Mr Kierath: What time are we rising tomorrow?

Mr PEARCE: When we finish. We will stay here tomorrow until such time as debate is
over. It is the intention of the Government, after the Premier has tabled the McCusker report
and made a statement on it and given the Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the
National Party an opportunity to respond, to move a motion on the McCusker report to give
the House the opportunity to discuss it fully and move any amendments. We will stay here
until such time as that debate is concluded.

Mr Kierath: Why not debate it on another day?

Mr PEARCE: Why not debate it tomorrow? Eveiyone is looking forward to it.

Mr Kierath: It has taken you all this time to get a report out and members should at least be
given time to digest it.
Mr PEARCE: That is not our fault.

Mr Court: Members will only have an hour to read it.

Mr PEARCE: That is the same time our members will have.

Mr Kierath: To read a 500 page document!

Mr PEARCE: Who says it is a 500 page document?

Mr Kierath: We have heard it is.

Mr PEARCE: Members opposite have heard a lot of things.

Mr Court: We have just heard you say that the conclusion you are going to draw is that the
Opposition has some involvement with WA Inc.
Mr PEARCE: I said I will be having a bit to say about the Opposition and the McCusker
report. The member will see what conclusions I have been able to draw from it.

Mr Court: You put your foot in it.

Mr Kierath: When did you inform us of this arrangement?

Mr PEARCE: I informed the member for Mannion and the Leader of the Opposition at
about 10.15 this morning. It is the subject of a Press release put out in the name of the
Premier. Just after the House sat this morning I ran into the deputy leader of the National
Parry behind the chair. He was the first per-son [ struck - I did not actually strike him - and I
explained to him the system we would be following. I walked around to where the Leader of
the Opposition was sitting - practising for his time on the back bench I guess - and he was in
conversation with the member for Marmion. I explained to them the course of action we
were proposing to follow with the McCusker report. I had a brief discussion with the
Premier about it, and the Premier's Press secretary put out a Press statement to inform others
of the information I had given to the deputy leader of the National Parry.

Mr Lewis: Is it true that you are not coming back next year because you are not going to
stand again?

Mr PEARCE: Who said that?

Mr Lewis: That is what your pals around Armadale are saying.
Mr PEARCE: I have not made a decision about running for the next election, but it is my
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intention to turn up again. The people of Armadale have shown a remarkable consistency in
electing me and [ do not see any reason why they should change their minds. As long as they
are happy for me to come here, and as long as I am happy to come here, I will be here.
Mr Lewis: On the back benches?

Mr PEARCE: My Party has shown an equal consistency in electing me to the front bench
over many years now. As long as they are happy to continue to do that, and as long as I am
happy, we will roll along that way. I do not lie awake at nights like the member for
Applecross worrying what the future will be.

Dr Turnbull: This does not have a lot to do with energy.

Mr PEARCE: I am trying to explain to the House the future of Western Australia's energy
and members opposite want to run a mini question time. I am an easy going person.
Dr Tumbull:. No, we want to talk about energy and its need in Western Australia.

Mr PEARCE: Let us return to the amendment, because the member for Collie has a
substantial point.

Amendment to Motion

Mir PEARCE: I move -

(a) To delete the word "uranium" from paragraph (2);

(b) To add a new paragraph (7) as follows -

And further, the House congratulates the Government on the
energy policy it has followed which is in accordance with these
principles.

I note that members of the Opposition have been able to recognise the energy policy
principles upon which the Government has been operating and I congratulate them on that.
Mr Court: That is absolute nonsense.

Mr PEARCE: I would like to see a bit of consensus in this House to show that all members
support the line the Government is taking in these matters. I have indicated in my own
speech that we have the opportunity to promote environmentally firiendly energy generation,
particularly in regard to the storage of solar energy and its advantages in Western Australia.
This is not just in terms of having a saleable product, but as a world leader in
environmentally friendly technology. I would like to see work being done in this State, in
conjunction with wealthier countries which have the money for this kind of research.

The Japanese have long-term plans for combating the Greenhouse effect by Fixing C02 by a
process of artificial photosynthesis. Although the technology is a little way off, I pointed out
to the Japanese that Western Australia is very well placed for that kind of biotechnology
because it is a large and unpolluted part of the world with plenty of sunshine. Western
Australia can be a world leader in the business of environmental technology.

As weDl as recogn-ising the past achievements of the Government in laying down principles
which are appropriate for today, we should be looking ahead and making sure that the kind
of congratulations we are able to give ourselves for 1990 will still be appropriate when we
reach the year 2000 or 2010. If we do, we will be that much ahead of the game as a result of
the far-sightedness of this Government.

NMR DONOVAN (Morley) [3.50 pm]: I will strive not to depart too far from the topic of
energy. It is not often in this House that a motion moved by one side of the House, that is as
attractive as this one, is to be supported by the other side of the House. I say that with the
proviso that the amendment proposed by the Minister for the Environment qualitatively
improves the motion.

Mr Court: I can assure you that we are not going to support an amendment to the motion that
congratulates your Government on its energy policies. You have mucked up the whole thing.
We have the dearest energy in Australia, we have an uncertainty about supply and you will
not make a decision on a new power station. If the member rhinks we will support that, he
might as well save the time of the House and sit.

Mr DONOVAN: What the member has effectively said with that comment is that, although
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he has attracted the support of the Government benches for the motion with a modification
which, as the Minister said and which I unapologetically reassert, is an import ant feature to
recognise, the amendment offends the member so much he is prepared to throw the baby out
with the bath water. That I suggest is not only debating suicide, but also it represents an
emotional reaction by the Opposition and specifically by the member for Nedlands that is
self-defeating, and I am extremely disappointed to hear that response to an attractive
contribution to the way we handle this motion.
Mr Lewis: You have amended the motion to congratulate yourselves.

Mr DONOVAN: Leaving aside paragraph (b) of the amendment, the only thing the
amendment takes from the motion is one word which I will come to shortly. Paragraph (b)
seeks to add to the motion a quite appropriate recognition -

Mr Lewis: Self-congratulations.

Mr Court: We will not congratulate you for mucking up the energy situation in this State.

Mr DONOVAN: It is too hard for the Opposition. If we have learnt nothing since 2 August
this year, we should have learnt that there is an urgent need for the countries of the West to
be very careful, cautious and comprehensive about the development of their energy policies.
The approach this Goverment has taken to energy policy for the 1990s has been very
careful, cautious and comprehensive. That is what now stands against the Opposition
because not long ago in this House - indeed on a number of occasions in this House and out
of this House - the member for Nedlands and the member for Applecross berated the
Government to make a decision. It was almost a case of. "I1 don't care what decision, but just
make a decision." The member for Collie has also adopted the same view in this House and
outside it.
We are faced with a situation worldwide where the luxury of a ready and low priced oil
supply may not be our energy future. That of itself endorses admirably the approach that this
Government has taken to the careful, cautious and comprehensive development of our energy
policy. It is worth the House recognising that. That is not a recognition which detracts from
the substance of the six point motion moved by the member for Nedlands.
I repeat that I amt extremely disappointed, as [ know others will be disappointed. that a good
motion, approprir.tely amended, is to be treated in this way because it offends the sensibilities
of members opposite who, no matter what, will never bring themselves to congratulate a
Government on anything because they still have that mentality left over from 1983 that we
are on this side of the House by accident. They still have the mentality that, regardless of the
electoral re-, idorsement of this Government. not twice but three times and at a number of
by-elections, they steadfastly hold the view that we are here by accident. The Minister
referred to the former member for Cotesloe. I do not like to refer to members who are no
longer in this House. However. [ think it is worth pointing out that that member quite firmnly
held that view. That is what is holding the Opposition back from endorsing this amendment.
If it endorses it, it is obliged tc recognise that the Government has acted appropriately,
cautiously and comprehensively on the development of an energy policy. If we have learnt
nothing since 2 August, we must surely have learnt that ours is the kind of approach to
energy policy for the 1990s that Governments should be taking.
I turn now to what I see as the values of the motion because I will not be held back. I do not
find it offensive to endorse what I think is worth endorsing. The member for Nedlands and
the deputy leader of the National Party offered a note which is rarely heard in politics in this
country about altemnative energy sources and their development. They offered
encouragement towards a route for the energy industry and certainly offered an encouraging
note to the argument that we should be looking at the marketing and export of alternative
energy fuels which, in their terms, would improve our export base. Those qualities of this
motion are most admirable and most pertinent given the situation in which we find ourselves.
To that extent, the motion moved by the member for Nedlands deserves the support of this
House; it certainly has my support.
It would be negligent of me and negligent of this side of the House not to refer to part (a) of
the amendment. The amendment seeks specifically to delete from paragraph (2) the word
"uranium". As the House is aware, that issue occupies the minds of many interest goups and
many people throughout this country, not the least of which is my political party. Let me
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reassert our concerns about uranium mining, processing and export. Perhaps the best way to
do that is to quote the preamble to that section of the Labor Party's State platform which
states -

Because of -

a the problems, hazards and dangers of nuclear power, especially relating to the
safety of the nuclear fuel cycle, the unsolved problems pertaining to the
reprocessing and storage of radioactive wastes and spent plant, the growing
concern about the biomedical effects of even low level radiation, the coupling
of nuclear energy with the proliferation of nuclear weapons, the added danger
of the future plutonium economy and the threats to civil liberties involved in a
nuclear economy;

h the fact that Labor policy contained herein on fossil fuels, energy conservation
and renewable resources would ensure Western Australian energy needs;

Labor will -

Allow no uranium mining and development in Western Australia.

All members in this House will know that the Australian Labor Party in this State has never
shrunk from that position.

Mr Lewis: Is it hypocrisy that your Federal body allows three mines to operate in other parts
of Australia?

Mr DONOVAN: Members of this House know that I have some concern with that apparent
contradiction in policy. That contradiction, among other clings, is the subject of review on a
national level. As the Deputy Premier said, and as the Minister alluded to on a couple of
occasions, in a democratic party such as the Labor Party, which is made up of a number of
different interest groups, there will always be differences of opinion about uranium mining
and policy. I am not unhappy with that because it is precisely that contradiction which is
focusing the energy of different minds around the country on this question. That is a happy
and healthy situation and one which will be dealt with.

Mr Lewis: It is crass hypocrisy.

Mr DONOVAN: The member for Applecross may think that because he sees the world in
moral terms and members of the Labor Party see it in terms of reality.
Mr Lewis: You see it in tenms of what is pragmatic at the moment.

Mr DONOVAN: I am glad the member raised that issue which leads me to my next point.
One of the best examples, again from the Middle East, has occurred recently and it
underscores the concern that many members on this side of the House have with the question
of uranium mining, processing and, specifically, export. Members may be aware of some
media statements in recent weeks which have revealed the breakdown of so called safeguards
agreements. In other words, it .becomes very difficult, if not impossible, to oversee and
ensure that safeguards agreements associated with the sale of uranium are policed and
enforced. That is one example which has arisen in the context of the Middle East crisis, but
it underscores our concern. It reinforces my view that the present policy in this State against
uranium mining is a very wise and responsible policy to which we should adhere.

With the provisos offered by this most important amendment moved by the Minister, the
motion as it stands has a great deal to recomnmend it. Although I may run the risk of being
repetitious, I shall point to some of the features referred to by previous speakers, notably the
deputy leader of the National Party. Points (5) and (6) of the motion relate to areas of energy
research which States and economies such as Western Australia should now be taking
seriously. I certainly have no difficulty accepting the motion moved by the member for
Nedlands once the amendment as outlined is accommodated. Not only do I have no
difficulty accepting the amended motion, but also it is welcomed in this House, attracting
support from both sides of politics. It is a refreshing change to have before the House such a
major policy position which attracts that support. I hope that cross party support will be
reflected outside in the real world of energy economics and industry, where it counts. I
underscore that point by saying that the value of this motion and the amendment lies not only
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in what can be achieved in the L99Os, but also in the challenge that is posed to us ironically
by the present crisis in the Middle East. There can be no more telling context or appropriate
climate for the acceptance by this House of the amended motion than the current context
which threatens the oil economy on which we have always depended so dearly. I commnend
the amendment to the House.
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [4.08 pm): Today has been the occasion of a magnificent talkfesz
in this House about visions for the future, all sonts of ideals, people's overseas trips, and the
research being carried out overseas. As the member for Morley said, the motion had bilateral
support in this House, It is a good motion in that it pre~ents an energy strategy for Western
Australia. I was looking forward to speaking on this subject this afternoon and to discussing
some of the visions I have for the future with regard to energy. However, that will not now
be possible.
The Leader of the House has moved an amendment which has doomed this motion to
become pant of a political exercise. H-e has turned the debate into a political farce, and all the
wonderful comments that have been made since 12 noon today will become words on pieces
of paper recorded in H-ansard. The Government has turned the focus of this motion onto its
own perfonmance. I had not intended to talk about the Government's performance and its
energy policy, but now I must. The Leader of the House and all members and Ministers
associated with the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee should return to the
Chamber right now because I shall be talking about what that comrmittee of the Goverment
has done to energy costs in Western Australia.
Not one Minister is here. Are we going to call for a quorum?

Mr Court: Not a single member of the Government is present-
Dr TURNBULL: I want Government members to hear what the Expenditure Review
Commnittee has done to increase the cost of energy in Western Australia. On 1 July this year
the cost of energy in Western Australia was increased by 0.020t per kilowatt hour, yet the
Government is pompously preaching that it should be congratulated for its energy policy.
That increased cost is borne by everyone - domestic producers, industrial users and
downstream processors. That is preached to us every day by the Deputy Premier. The
Premier does not preach about downstream processing; she makes nice feel-good statements
and then sits on the Expenditure Review Committee, without realising that what she is doing
is increasing the cost of energy in Western Australia at this vital time.

Mr Shave: She knows what she is doing. She is trying to pay off the debts of this State.
Dr TUJRNBULL: Yes. The reason that the Government has decided to sneakily increase the
cost of energy is that it wants to take an additional $4 million this year and up to $9 million
in total from the coal industry to help balance its books. Western Collieries has suffered
because of the Rothwells collapse, and it wWl suffer yet again because of WA Inc and the
additional $9 million that will be imposed by 1993 on the cost of coal used in Western
Australia.
The Minister for Fuel and Energy, who is not here today, was present at a meeting of the
Coal Industry Consultative Council which was held in Collie. He was asked why the
Western Australian Government was considering increasing the royalties payable on coal at
this time when it was essential that energy costs be reduced. The Minister did not even admit
to what had been going on in the Expenditure Review Comnmittee. He said to the people who
were assembled that he would look into it and he would establish a commnittee to discuss the
question of increasing the royalties with the Department of Mines. That meeting was held on
13 July, and the amendments to the mnin~g regulations were made on 1 July. so it had
already been done. The royalties taken by the Government for coal for power generation
have increased from 50 a tonne to $2.16 a tonne. By the end of 1993. on current day prices,
this will increase the cost of electricity by 242 a kilowatt hour.
This Government has been preaching that we must reduce the cost of energy, so what on
earth does it think it is doing? The Government is having a wonderful time. It has set up
commnittees everywhere. It has produced policy statements and glossy pamnphlets and
brochures in multiple colours on the most beautiful paper one has ever seen. The
Goverrnent has presented green papers which outline its energy policy for the future.
However, the trouble with feel-good policies is that while they may roll off the tongue and
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sound very nice, when it comes to actually delivering the goods, there is nothing to deliver.
It is all very well for the Deputy Premier - who is not here at the moment - to talk about the
new gas finds in the Perth basin, but the production tests on those drill holes indicate that
they are not producing enough gas to run power stations, or to supplement the North West
Shelf to any substantial degree, or to fit in with the policies this Government is projecting for
the future. If the Government does want to base the economy of Western Australia on gas it
will have to build a duplicate pipeline from the North West Shelf, which will involve more
cost to the people of Western Australia.
Mr Court: Isn't it funny that they talk about a duplicate pipeline when they have only just
finished criticising us for building the first one?
Mr Shave: Do you know there is a competition between the H-awke Government and the
Lawrence Government to see who can send Western Australia broke first, and the prize is a
free trip to Disneyland?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Let us return to energy.

Dr TURNBULL: Yes, and it will send Western, Australia broke. We know that every day
Western Australian companies are going into bankruptcy. However, the real problem is that
industries such as rare earth plants and ceramics are not being established in Western
Australia. These are the most modern of an! the activities that are needed in this world.

Mr Trenorden: Aluminium smelters.

Dr TURNBUJLL: I will stick to ceramics today. These industries can greatly enhance the
quality of life for many people in the world. Western Australia carn provide the ingredients
that are required. We can actually produce ceramics. However, we need a supply of energy
at a competitive price. It does not help if the Government increases the royalties payable on
coal just because it wants mote money in the coffers to compensate for its reduced revenue
from stamp duty.
The amendment moved by the Leader of the House should be roundly condemned. It has
destroyed all the good work that has been done, the discussions that have been held today,
and the visions about which we have talked. It has turned this debate into a political
statement. The people of this State want action, not more political statements.

The use of LPG for motor cars is relevant to the debate about the reliance of Western
Australia on imported fuels for transport. Both Government and Opposition members have
said that energy conservation is an easy subject to deal with because we will replace our use
of imported fuels with LPG. However, even though plenty of LPG is produced in Western
Australia, it is exported. We can improve that situation by increasing our consumption of
LPG. At this time it is economical to convert a motor vehicle to LPG only if one drives at
least 1 000 kilometres a week, or 50 000 kilometres a year. Many people in the country
would do that number of kilometres in a year, including many members of Parliament. That
is why I am seriously considering conventing my car to LPG. However, the cost of
conversion is beyond the means of ordinary car owners.

This Government, with all its nice policy statements, glossy brochures and the feel-good
words of its Premier, should remove taxes and charges for converting vehicles to gas. The
reduced cost of the conversion would encourage people in Western Australia who travel only
about 5 000 or 10 000 kilometres a year to have their vehicles converted.

Mr Leahy: What State taxes and charges should be reduced?

Dr TIJRNBULL: I am referring to the taxes on the materials and the charges made by the
conversion companies. The costs could be reduced by about 10 per cent. Another factor is
that at present the price of gas is only about half the price of petrol. Even taking into
consideration the modest rise in the price of petrol, per litre gas costs about half. However,
people should be warned that when the cost of petrol rises, the cost of liquid petroleum gas
also rises. I have been saying to the Government that the cost of liquid gas is tied
internationally to the cost of petroleum. The Deputy Premier, the Minister for Mines and
others have made statements that this is not the case. They say that in Western Australia the
Government could negotiate a contract with the gas supplier which would keep the cost of
gas down and it would not be tied to the international pricing of petroleum. However, people
tell me that everybody in the real world knows that the price of gas is tied to the price of
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petroleum and, as the price of petrol rises, the price of LPG will inevitably rise. The
economic advantages of using LPG in one's car are related to the conversion factor and the
Government should consider ways of keeping the cost of conversion as low as possible and
even of subsidising it.

In its wonderful policy speech on conservation of energy, the Government stated long lasting
light bulbs would be put into Homeswest homes. So far, not a single Homeswest resident
has mentioned that a long lasting light bulb is in his house, and there is certainly not one in
Collie.

Mr Pearce: It is my understanding that the contract to buy them has been entered into and
the Government is considering whether it wants to use them in a more effective way than
putting them in l-orneswest houses.

Dr TURNBULL: The Government's promises are just talk. The information about the light
bulbs is in the glossy brochure that was put out for general publicity. People in the
community do not know that the Government is considering not putting long lasting bulbs in
Homeswest houses.

Mr Pearce: I just told you.

Dr TURNBULL: A nice media release was put out on the Homeswesr bulb.

Mr Ainsworth: People living in Homeswest houses cannot afford electricity, so why have
long lasting light bulbs?
Dr TURNBULL: That is very true.

Mr Pearce: They use less electricity; that is the whole purpose of it.

Dr TUTRNBULL: Manty people cannot afford to pay their electricity Bills.

Mr Pearce: It would be good if some of the people on your side showed some sensitivity to
the environment, now that you have an environment spokesman who says that the Liberals
will be environmentally sensitive. You should bring him down here to give you a pep talk
instead of Mick Maithouse.

Mir Lewis: You are one of the biggest vandals of the year; you tore down the brewery
stables.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I do not see what that has to do with the motion.

Dr TUR.NBULL: I refer to the research project at Murdoch University which has been
mothballed. This was one of the advanced battery technology research projects in Western
Australia and it has been mothballed because of the WA Inc fiasco; it was caught up in
Rothwells, like some other projects in this State. Nothing was wrong with the projects, but
they suffered because of the Rothwells dealings. I strongly recomrmend the Goverrnent
consider sponsoring the research at Murdoch University into the zinc bromide process. That
may be an area where the talk about sponsoring research into renewable energy could turn
into something concrete. Battery technology is more necessary in this world at the moment
than renewable energy. A wind farm, a solar collector system or photo voltaic cells work
wonderfully, but only when the wind blows or when the sun shines. It is essential to provide
batteries that will store the energy to continue providing the supply of electricity when the
wind is not blowing and the sun is not shining.

The Leader of the House's amendment has turned the member for Nedlands' motion into a
political exercise. It has destroyed the earlier discussion, the bipartisan and visionary aspects
that were talked about today. It has also drawn attention to the deficiencies in the
Government's energy policy. The Government makes policy statements and puts out
beautiful, glossy brochures but does nothing. It has not made decisions on energy nor on the
new power station hut it has increased the cost of energy in Western Australia. The
Government should be condemned for increasing the cost of energy to householders, to
shopkeepers, to business people, to industrial plants and to secondary processing. However.
more than anything it should be condemned for increasing energy costs at a time when
Western Australia needs to attract more industry.

MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [4.28 pml: First, I want to talk about why the subject of energy
comes into public debate. It is a crying shame that people only take an interest in energy and
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conservation when a crisis occurs somewhere in the world or when the country is confronted
with a shortage of energy. It is the only time Australians are able to rationalise and debate
the subject of energy conservation. The subject is not new; it has been round for a long
time.

I arm happy to endorse the amendment to line 2 of the motion, despite what members
opposite say about policies of the Australian Labor Party.

Mr Trenorden: The ALP executive warnts it and the State members do not.

Mr GRAHAM: When the member for Avon is a member of the Labor Party he can have
input into the ALP policies. The ALP will determine those. At the State level of the Labor
Party, the policy is that uranium in Western Australia will not be mined or exported.

Mr Trenorden interjected.

Mr GRAHAM: The Premier of Western Australia said that uraniumn will riot be mined or
exported. The Premier has the support of her political party - the party in Government.

Mr Blaikie: Tell us about the arrangements your party has been making at Rudall River; tell
us about how you have shifted the Aboriginal people to one side!

Mr GRAHAM: The member for Vasse is deliberately misleading the House. I suggest to
him that I would be one of the few people in this House who has actually been to Rudall
River. We are not moving the Aboriginal people to one side. If the member cares to cast his
mind back to my maiden speech I addressed that subject on that day. The member is
misleading the House.

The uranium situation in Western Australia is crystal clear. I extend a word of warning to
the Opposition that if in the distant fumure it finds itself in Government it will find that it is
politically unacceptable to mine and export uranium from this State.

Mir Court: Some of your branch members at Port Hedland support the mining of uranium;
you should talk to some of those members.

Mr GRAHAM: [t took the Opposition a while to get any members up there.

Mr Court: Your members!

Mr GRAHAM: if the member wishes to talk about branch politics, every branch in the
Pilbara has carried resolutions against uranium mining - as have Aboriginal people, shire
councils and so on. If the member wishes to go on with this debate we can do so, but our
policy is crystal clear. The member will not accept that.

The next part of the amendment talks about congratulating the Government on the energy
policies it has followed and which are in accordance with the principles of conservation. The
member for Collie made some comments about the Government's not doing anything in this
regard. We have sat here for a number of hours listening to successive members outlining
projects which the Government has undertaken: The wind farm in Esperance generates
electricity; a wind farm is planned for Geraldton, and I am told one will be placed at Shark
Bay by the Water Authority to run. a desalination plant for water. I suggest that this
Government is the first Government in Western Australia to put energy conservation on the
political agenda.

Mr Trenorden: When?

Mir GRAHAM: It is not something that has happened in the last three or four days when
someone thought of a motion to move in this House. I commend the member for Nedlands
for his motion because this is a debate that is needed. However, it is not a mailer which has
happened only in the last week; it has been going on for years.

I commend to the House, as did the Deputy Premier, the document entitled 'Energy
Conservation Strategy Document"; it is worthwhile reading. At pages 6 and 7 the document
outlines how we use energy in Western Australia. Some interesting points are made about
Western Australia particularly and Australia generally. The statement is made that for the
past 18 years, Australia has outstripped the world in energy usage. I am sick of being told by
people in Western Australia that we lead the world in certain ways, but it happens to be true
in this case. Western Australia uses more electricity per capita than any other country. The
trend shows that that usage is increasing. That must be grounds for concern for everybody in
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this place; indeed everybody in this State. Energy use as a percentage of gross domestic
product is declining in the rest of the world, but in Australia our usage is unchanged; we are
not turning that usage around. The following page in the energy document outlines who uses
that electricity. One of the fundamentals of conservation is that if we want to conserve a
resource we should find who uses it. A graph contained in the document shows that of the
29.5 petajoules of electricity produced in Western Australia 9.2 petajoules is used in
residential premnises - not the manufacturing or mining areas. That is, it is people like us who
use that energy. We must find the ways and means of convincing people they need to reduce
the demand for electricity.

I return to the Government's policies and their implementation. Everyone in this place
knows that I come from the north west of this State where we experience a very hot summer.
Those hot summers create difficulties. The member for Nedlands spoke about air
conditioning and the way we use that in the north west. It is a climatic necessity to use air
conditioning because of the way houses have been built up there. I agree with the member
for Nedlands on that point. My point is that in the mid to late [970s Governments, both State
and Federal, changed their building policies in the north west. They used to build houses on
stilts, as they were built in Queensland for umpteen years, but for some reason the
Governments changed their policies and returned to the brick and tile style of housing. Only
recently the major builder, l-omeswest - other than the mining companies - has changed its
design and policy. The Minister for Housing visited my electorate recently to open a housing
development in Port H-edland, a development designed for the climatic conditions of the
north west. The housing has high ceilings, verandahs and insulation, and the whole
settlement was built to take advantage of prevailing breezes.

I reject the suggestion that the Government does nothing. I could go on to give many other
examples but I do not wish to do so. I turn now to the use of solar energy in the north west.
People say simplistically that the north west has plenty of sunshine, therefore, solar energy
should be used. That is a reasonable and rational approach to begin with, but the more one
considers the situation the worse it gets. Already an enormous amount of solar energy is
used in the north west; for example. on railway lines the signals and communications
systems are powered by solar energy. Entire cormmunities in the western desert are run on
solar energy - except for generators which start up in the evening. The Northern Territory is
a long way ahead of Western Australia in developing that solar technology for use in
communities. An institute in Alice Springs has been working for years on solar technology
and developing it. Yesterday I put a proposal to the appropriate Minister about seeking
funding for a technology centre in conjunction with TAFE, Murdoch University and
Pundulmurra College in Hedland, to allow for the transfer of technology and expertise from
Alice Springs to Port H-edland so that we can set about applying it in our communities in
Western Australia. I sincerely hope that proposal will be supported, and that we will be able
to proceed.

Solar energy is not new, Solar cells have been with us for a while. Some pragmnatists will
say that it costs too much, but in terms of real cost, nothing in the Western world has seen its
price decline as rapidly as have solar cells. The small solar cells purchased at Dick Smith's
or Tandy's costs around $2. The first photo voltaic cells cost around $U550 million to
manufacture for the space program. We have never been able to match that fall with
anything else. We are still trying to come to grips with the uses to which those cells can be
put.

I am disappointed when negative changes are made in reaction to crises in the international
scene. When oil prices were at a premium in the mi~d 1 970s, a Federal Government initiative
allowed companies to deduct for taxation purposes the cost of researching alternative energy.
The Mt Newman Mining Company Pty Ltd built three solar powered houses in Port Hedland.
It had engineers iving in those houses, which were not connected to the mains. That was not
in the late 1980s; that was the late 1970s. That subsidy scheme was done away with in the
early 1980s because the oil crisis had diminished. Regardless of the criticisms and aggro
from the Opposition in the last few minutes about whether the issue is political or not
political, I make the point that it is a subject worthy of political debate and there are
differences of opinion among people. The Federal Government, through its taxation system,
has a major role to play in developing new technology. The State Government has a major
role to play in getting people out of this country and finding out where the rest of the world
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has gone; it left us 10 years ago. Other countries are streets ahead of us and we need to get
aver there, get their information and technology, and bring it back into Western Australia.
Mr Court That is a good admission.
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Nedlands can say that, but it just happens to be true,

Mr Lewis: We agree with you.

Mr Court: We agree entirely.

Mr GR.AH-AM: For a number of reasons we have fallen behind in research and development.

Mr Lewis: Why have we fallen behind?

Mr GRAH-AM: I just gave members an example.

MW Lewis: You did not tell us why.

Mr GRAHAM: The member for Applecross probably nodded off again. If members
opposite want to play politics, and I have tried to avoid that, it was a Liberal Government
which did away with Whitlam's subsidy on research for solar energy. That is why BlIP
stopped researching solar powered houses in Port Hedland.

Mr Court: Why have they not done anything in the seven years the Labor Parry has been in
Government?

Mr Clarko: Western Australia once led Australia in solar research.

Mr GRAH-AM: It may have escaped the member for Nedlands' notice but this is not the
Federal Government.

Mr Court: Is the member for Pilbara saying that the Labor Party is not the Federal
Government?

Mr GRAHAM: The member for Nedlands is a difficult person sometimes. Mr Deputy
Speaker, I made a promise that I would try to behave myself in this place, so I will not
respond to the member for Nedlarids. The problem with energy research and the use of
energy is that a political debate is brought on only in times of crisis and then it goes off
again. The amendment moved by the Leader of the House encapsulates clearly the views
and steps taken by this Government. I commiend the amendment to the House.
MIR AINSWORTII (Roe) [4.45 pml: Until the amendment was moved by the Leader of
the House I was perfectly happy with the direction the motion was heading, which was to
seek support from all political spectrums in this House for a concerted effort to address the
future energy needs of this State. However, the proposed amendments to paragraph 7
assume that the objectives of the other six paragraphs in the original motion were met by the
State Goverrnent over the past seven years. It is clear from some of the arguments we have
heard from the Government since the amendment was moved that those six objectives have
not been met. The member for Morley mentioned paragraphs 4 and 5 which were referred to
and stressed by the deputy leader of the National Party. The member for Morley said that we
should now take these points seriously. That indicates to me that the State Government,
which has been in power for the last seven years, has not been addressing these energy
issues.

We also heard that a project in progress at Murdoch University on advanced battery
technology utilising zinc bromide has been cancelled because of lack of funds. I will not
canvas again the reasons there are no funds. That has been discussed ad nauseamn in this
place and if the members opposite have not got the message they never will. Suffice to say
when there is a shortage of funds we should examine where those funds should be expended.
We should put more emphasis on the important areas and reduce expenditure on the less
important areas. It has been said that one learns from history and I will refer to the previous
oil crisis of not so many years ago. A Labor Government was elected not long after the oil
crisis which had increased the price of fuel around the world and sent shudders through the
Western world for quite some time. When this Government was first elected it had the
opportunity to do the very thing that this motion is now seeking to have implemented; that is,
to look at the optimum energy use from the resources of this State, and at alternative uses,
and to capitalise on some of the marvellous developments in solar energy which had taken
place in Western Australia commercially without a great deal of assistance, if any, from State
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Governments, and by spending taxpayers' money wisely to assist these and other projects to
go ahead. This is not something we have seen to any great degree.

I take exception to the member for Morley's statement that the Opposition was opposing the
amendment purely on political grounds and was not prepared to give credit where credit was
due. I refute that 100 per cent. I am sure that all members on this side of the House do
congratulate the State Government for its assistance to projects such as the wind farm at
Esperance, with which [ am very familiar. I ani happy to congratulate the Government for its
involvement in that project. However, chat is a very small portion of what should have been
done. On a Statewide basis it is a drop in the ocean and far more needs to be done by way of
research into alternative energy sources than a small project which provides a fraction of the
power requirements of Esperance.

Some of the issues which should be addressed are Federal matters, but as we have a Federal
Labor Government as well as a State Labor Government there should be some cooperation
between the two. Items such as insulation, low energy appliances and solar energy
technology have a degree of sales tax applied to them as well as various ocher impediments
to lower production costs. If those impediments could be removed, further use of those items
would be encouraged and we would see more people insulating their houses, and more
people installing the new low-power fluorescent globes and building their houses in such a
way as to minimise energy use and save the fossil fuel resources we have for other things. If
those policies could be put in place and encouraged by this State Government we would get a
lot further than we have with energy savings.

We have talked about the use of alternative fuel for motor cars. We have a vast source of
fuel in this State in the formn of liquefied gas which can be used in motor cars. It is already
being used in vehicles which travel fairly long distances each year. It is an economical fuel
for those end-users. The taxi industry in the city and some of the higher kilomnetre users in
the country, such as stock and station agents. have convened many of their cars to gas.
However, that option is not terribly attractive to the average motorist who does not travel
100 000 kilometires per year. Extra incentives should be put into place to allow gas
conversions to happen on a larger scale. It would certainly save the importation of oil and
would use a resource which we have in abundance.

To support the amendment, in the form of paragraph (7), to this otherwise suitable and
commendable motion brings into play a political slant which a motion such as this should not
have. We should be able to endorse the points raised in this motion - paragraphs (1) to (6) -
without a political bias being applied to that support. This motion should be supported by all
parties in this place without entering into political point scoring. To introduce a
congratulatory paragraph at the end of the motion which is clearly designed to detract from
the Opposition's intent in its motion is reprehensible and such action should be condemned.
Members on this side of the House support paragraphs (L) to (6) because they make eminent
commonsense. However, it is difficult to support the motion with the addition of the
political appendage which has been moved in the form of an amendment.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.52 pm]: The Opposition will not support the amendment
which will ruin a good motion. To say that we, on this side of the House, would congratulate
the Government on its energy policy when it has been responsible for an abysmal
performance in the energy area is ludicrous. This State has the highest energy charges of all
the States and the latest increase, announced recently by the Premier, makes the difference
between Western Australia and the other States even greater. Some of the other Stares,
particularly Queensland. have been able to keep their energy prices under control.

Mr Kobeilce: Are you suggesting that electricity costs have grown out of all proportion since
this Government has been in office?

Mr COURT: Very much so. If the member for Nollama-a cares to look at the power tariffs
for Queensland for the last two years, including its latest increase, he will learn that that Stare
has been able to keep its increases below the inflation rate. In this State the energy charges
have been greater than the Consumer Price Index and the infation rate.

Mr Kobeilce: Compare lke with like which is this Government with the Government which
preceded it; there was a 23 per cent increase in domestic electricity tariffs.
Mr COURT: We did not have the same differences then that we now have with the other
States.
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Mnother problem which is even more serious than the price of electricity is the availability of
power. If a company wanted to set up an industry which would be supported by all political
parties and it required 100 megawatts of power it would be turned away because this State
simply does not have the energy capacity to supply that quantity of power. One of the big
weaknesses of the rnl-fated petrochemical project, apart from the financial scandals relating
to it, was that it required 80 megawatts of power to run the plant and the Government could
not find it. The developers were actually making provision for a private, coal fired power
station in Kwinana to provide electricity for the project.

Mr Kobeilce: Do you accept the high cost structure based in this report was largely due to the
Dampier pipeline and the Muja power station?

Mr COURT: Again we have reference to the Danmpier pipeline.

Mr Kobelke: Do you accept that report?

Mr COURT: If the Damnpier pipeline had not been constructed we would not have gas for
our homes and industry or the gas the Government says it will bum for the next base load
power station. I have heard this argument from the Trades and Labor Council, when
Mr Gandini and Clive Brown said that the State Energy Commission's problems were due to
the expense involved with the pipeline from the north.

Dr Watson: So they are.

Mr COURT: The Opposition advised Mr Gandini and the TLC that if the burden was so
great that the result was high energy charges the pipeline should be sold. They told us that
could not be done and that the Government should own it. The Government cannot have it
both ways. If it wants energy it has to spend money to get it. If the pipeline had not been
built from the north the Government would not be quibblina about the cost of it; there would
be no electricity unless it kept building more coal fixed power stations.

What is laughable about this amendment is that it states that the House congratulates the
Government on the energy policy it has followed. On a number of occasions I have heard
the Premier say at public functions that the Government has a problem with the energy
situation in this State. How can members opposite support an amendment to the motion
congratulating the Government on its energy policies when the Premider says we have a
problem in this State?

The only thing that members opposite do not agree with in regard to this motion is the use of
the word "uranium". We had a debate in this Parliament a year or so ago in which half the
members opposite supported uraniumn mining and the other half did not. Now that the
Premier has said that as long as she is Premier there will be no uranium mining in this State
all members opposite fall into line and say they do not agree with uranium mining. Yet
Labor Party policy allows uranium mining to occur in other States. It is the most absurd
policy I have heard. I know the Deputy Speaker does not agree with me, but the problem is
that we have two generations of people coming through the system who do not have any
knowledge in the nuclear field. Major breakthroughs may well be occurring in that industry,
but we axe being left out of it. If the Government were genuinely committed to
environmental issues, which have become a key pan of energy debates, it would be looking
at all the options and would have an open mind on the subject. However, the left says it is
opposed to uranium, mining and that is the end of the story. I have heard members opposite
say they are opposed to privatisation and they would not sell the Commonwealth Bank. The
Deputy Premier said today that he would not approve of a Government's privatising a State
bank, but when that occurs it is because a Labor Government has sent it bust.

Mr Kobelke: That is what happened to the pipeline - you sent it bust.

Mr COURT: The pipeline cost X dollars to build and if we were to sell it, it would cost
twice what it cost to build and the State Government would make the one off capital gain on
that exercise.

Mr Shave: Don't tell them - they will waste that money too!

Mr COURT: Fortunately it said that the State should own the pipeline.
I advise members opposite that they should have an open mind in regard to uranium. If' it is
good enough for uranium to be exported from Australia, arid if other countries are using it to
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meet their energy requirements and are satisfied they are meeting the environrmental
standards, why not encourage research into that area instead of disagreeing with it?

It is absurd that we are asked to support a motion congratulating the Government on its
energy policy when it has done nothing but make an absolute mess of that policy, which has
cost us dearly. Industry is not considering this State if it is energy intensive because of the
problems relating to costs and availability of power. We are being beaten by Queensland and
the other States which are able to guarantee competitive tariffs and supplies.' The
Government cannot make a decision on a base load power station and is arguing between a
gas fired station and a coal fired station when we need both. It will continue to procrastinate
on that matter until we reach the stage of brownouts.

The economy cannot proceed while this uncertainty about energy issues continues. We
cannot support this amendment. I ask members opposite to please have an open mind in
relation to uranium mining, because they have had their heads in the sand and half of their
number want it, anyway. As I said earlier, if Messrs Campbell, Grill and Nevill were
directing the policy shots on the Government side we would have uranium exports from this
State. If Canberra were running things we would have a nuclear power station at Kalgoorlie.
Members opposite must admit that there is much support within their party not only for
uranium mining but also for nuclear power stations. I attended a luncheon with the Federal
member for Kalgoorlie on one occasion and he supports nuclear submarines.

Mr Graham: I suggest that if the rest of us did, he would not.

Mr COURT: I do not want to comment on the internal problems of the Labor Party, so I rest
my case.

MIR NiacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [5.02 pm]: I support the
comments made by the member for Nedlands and others who opposed the Government's
amendment. Quite clearly, as the member for Nedlands said, the Government is in a difficult
position over the question of uranium, just as it was in difficulty the other evening over the
issue of Iraq. It is again easy to see that at the end of the day, as we all know, the Premier
was supported by the ALP left, which put her where she is and continues to keep her there, as
this amendment clearly indicates.

It is interesting to watch the AILP on this issue now that the former Deputy Premier,
Mr Parker, has gone because he was leading the debate around Australia in an attempt to get
commonsense into this policy. The ALP in Western Australia has lurched straight back to
the left and a policy of no sense at all since he went. The member for Nedlands rightly said
it is a ludicrous policy that supports the mining of uranium in some pants of Australia and not
in others. It is a selective policy that makes no sense at all. For that reason alone we could
not be seen to be as inconsistent as our opponents by supporting the deletion of that word
from the motion.

The second point, which again was made by the member for Nedlands and members of the
National Party, is that this motion was put forward on a basis of sincere interests we have in
energy problems. It is not as though we are Johnny-come-latchies on this issue. We have
issued a comprehensive policy paper titled "Options for Western Australia's Future Power
Generation" which was compiled by the member for Nedilands.

Mr Graham: Does it favour a gas fired or coal fired power station?

Mr MacKIN*NON: It is time the member for Pilbara read the report, which other people have
done. It will probably take him more than two months to read the 40-odd pages. That is
probably the reason why he has not yet read it. This paper quite clearly puts forward the
comprehensive approach we believe should be taken on energy issues in Western Australia.
It is clear that by adding the words, "And further. the House congratulates the Government
on the energy policy it has followed which is in accordance with these principles,"
contravenes the import of the motion moved.

We hoped the Government would see this motion as a sincere attempt to address the issue of
energy conservation. We cannot support the amendment, particularly when one looks at the
motion in its origial form where it talks of energy conservation. Let us look at the record of
this Government in relation to energy conservation. First, it abolished the Solar Energy
Research Institute of Western Australia. That was not a sensible policy of energy
conservation, nor one which fits in line with our motion to encourage research into solar
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issues. Had we been in Governiment that research institute would have been maintained and
expanded because at that rime it was a world leader in that field. We find that we are no
longer world leaders in that field.
We can look at this policy document and make judgments about whether the Government
can rightly say that it should be congratulated on its energy policy when it has followed those
principles, because it has not done so, particularly in the area of energy conservation. Do
you know, Mr Speaker, of any widespread public education program to make people aware
of the need to conserve energy and how that can be done readily? I do not. If there is such a
program it is so low key as to be absolutely out of sight.

Mr Wiese: They probably do it by putting up the price.

Mr MacKLLNNON: That is probably the Government's only policy. Our paper outlines the
introduction of minimum standards of efficiency to covet appliances and new buildings;
retrofit programs to improve the efficiency of existing residences and commercial buildings;
transport initiatives such as fuel efficient cars; developing electric or hybrid computer
vehicles and encouragement to do so; and encouraging architects to design energy efficient
buildings that, for example, do nor have to be akr-conditioned all year round.
Prior to the last election we said, for example, in respect of transportable classrooms, which
the Government is to air-condition, that in Government we would run a nationwide
competition to get a better designed transportable classroom which looked after, firstly, the
economies of providing those buildings, and secondly, the efficiency of those buildings in
relation to their ability to withstand both hot and cold weather. That is the way to go in terms
of energy conservation, nor the way this Government is going by fitting akr-conditioners to
those buildings. Thai is imnportant for older classrooms, and 1 do nor deny that, but it does
not address the problem in a sensible way. Our policy goes on to outline other matters.
We cannot support the amendment moved by the Government; firstly, because it does not
make sense to support its duplicitous policy on uranium; and secondly, the amendment
politicises the motion and does not express the truth. We are not about to support a motion
that congratulates the Government on an energy policy that, frankly, the Government does
not have.

Amendment (word to be deleted) put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Leahy Mr Taylor
Mns Buchanan Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Catania Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mr Troy
My Cunigharn Mrs H-enderson Mr Ripper Dr Watson
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Dr Edwards Dr Lawrence Mr P.1. Smith Mrs Watkns (Teller;

Noes (2 1)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Grayden Mr Shave Mr Watt
Mr CiJ. Baniert Mr House Mr Strickland Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw Mr- Kierath Mr Thompson Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr Clarko Mr Lewis Mr Trenorden
Mr Court Mr Macinnon Mr Fred Tubby
Mns Edwaides Mr Omodci Dr Tumbull

Pairs.
Mr Canf Mr Nicholls
Mr Gordon lill Mr Minson
Mr Read MrxMcNee
Mr Bridge Mr Cowan
Mr McGinty Mr Mensaros

Amendment thus passed.

Amendment (words to be inserted) put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (24)
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Leahy Mr Taylor
Mrs Buchanan Mr Grahamt Mr Marlborough My Thomas
Mr Catania Mr Grill Wr Pearce Mr Tray
M~r Cunningham Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Dr Watson
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Dr Edwards Dr Lawrence Mr PT. Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Noes (2 1)
Mr Ainsworth Mrt Grayden Mr Shave Mr Watt
Mr CiJ. Barnett Mr House Mr Strickland Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw Mr Kierath Mr Thompson NU Blaikie (Teller)
MU Clarko Mr Lewis Mr Trenorden
Mr Court Mr Macinnon Mr Fred Tubby
Mrs Edwardes Mr Omodei Dr Turnbull

Pairs
Mr Cmn Mr Nicholls
Mr Gordon Hill Mr Minson
Mr Read Mr McNee
Mr Bridge MhCowan
Mr McGinty Mr Mensaros

Amendment thus passed.

Motion, as Amended
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [5.17 pm]: The Opposition does not agree with the motion, as
amended. I would like to address my comments to the members of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee. It is an absolute disgrace that th& Governiment has turned
this motion into an amended motion which is a political exercise. The Government has
turned the debate on this bipartisan subject - which was being discussed successfully for
most of the day, and on which members were expressing their opinion on how they see
energy in Western Australia - into a farce. I accentuate the bad record of the Goverrnent in
relation to energy policy in Western Australia. The Government is using words and policy
statements. The motion, as amended states that the House congratulates the Government on
the energy policy it has followed in accordance with these principles. The Government may
have an energy policy statement but it does not have an energy policy in practice.

I will now outline what is happening in Western Australia today in regard to energy. The
Minister for Economic Development and Trade, the Deputy Premier, has recently opened an
exhibition entitled Austceram. Austceram is the demonstration of what Western Australia is
capable of in the ceramics industry. The ceramics industry will initiate the greatest
revolution in the world. In fact, it will be ahead of battery technology. Western Australia
could lead the revolution in ceramics in the 20th century because ceramics will replace steel
and iron.

Mr Watt: They have experimental car engines made out of ceramics.

Dr TURNBULL: That is right. This will impact on the transport industry because ceramics
are lightweight. Ceramic can replace metal engines in cars, other vehicles, and ships and
replace an enormous amount of metal in other places. This will bring enormous saivings in
energy. Thbe amount of energy required to produce a ceramic product is less than the amount
of energy required to produce iron, steel and aluminium. Ceramics should be at the forefront
of technology development for this nation and it should be here in Western Australia. The
Minister for Finance and Economic Development opened the exhibition this week at the
Burswood Casino, and the Ministry of Economic Development has a large stand there. In
fact, it is one of the biggest stands at the exhibition and has beautiful pictures and nice
attendants to assist visitors. Attending the conference are visitors from Japan, Indonesia and
many other countries. These visitors are supposed to be being made interested in the
development of this industry in Western Australia, where we have all of the products that go
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into the ceramics industry. However, how many investors have turned up? I ask the
Minister for Finance and Economic Development, in his absence: How many inquiries have
been made to his department's stand about investing in this product in Western Australia?
Mr Pearce: If you come back in 10 minutes' time it will be question time and he will be
here.

Dr TURNBULL: I will ask him then as well, and I have given him forewarning. Do
members know what the answer is? It is none - absolutely none - because the future of
energy development in Western Australia, so far as this Government is concerned, is all talk.
The Government is not getting on with the activities. I do not want the Government to do the
work, I want it to get out of that and let companies and businesses, and the employees of this
State, do the work. This is the Government of Dr Feelgood. In fact, it is really quite ironic
that the Premiers of Western Australia and Victoria, who both are in desperate need of
industrial development and investment, have both put up the cost of energy.

Mr Pearce: If you look at the energy charge increases made when your people were in
Government, 25 per cent a year was not uncommon.

Dr TURNBUtLL: The energy charge in Western Australia was raised by the Expenditure
Review Committee's increasing the royalties on coal from 50 to $2.16, the highest royalties
in Australia. It is absolutely shamneful that it should put a royalty like that on Collie coal.
Everybody knows that Collie coal BTUs are less than the New South Wales ones. Even New
South Wales. with the Labor Government which ran that State, does not have as high a
royalty on coal as we have in Western Australia now. Just saying it will take two years for
that increase to take place is no good, because that increase is being implemented and it is in
the Government Gazette. The Minister for Mines did not seem to know it existed, because he
said he would ensure that a panel discussion took place with the industry before that increase
went ahead. The rhetoric of this Government and its glossy brochures might sound all very
nice but it is the actual behaviour which counts to the people of Western Australia. This
Government certainly does not have a coordinated energy policy which looks towards the
future. This State needs items which will develop the ceramics industry and eventually save
energy so that we will not have to cart heavy vehicles all around the nation. Those are the
sorts of policies we need. The Opposition cannot possibly support the amended motion.
Question (motion, as amended) put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (25)
Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mrs Buchanan Mr Grill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Catania Mns He nder-son Mr D.L. Smith MA3 Watins (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr P4J. Smith
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor
Dr Edwards Mr Leahy Mr Thomas

Noes (2 1)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Grayden Mr Shave Mr Watt
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr House Mr Smrck-Jand Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw Mr Kierath Mr Thompson Mr Bllaikie (Teller)
MrClarko Mr Lewis My Treoiorden
Mr Court Mr Macinnon Mr Fred Tubby
Mrs Edwantes Mr Omodel Dr Turnbull

Pairs

Mr Carr Mr Nicholls
Mr Gordon Hill Mr Minson
Mr Read Mr McNee
MrBridge Mr Cowan
Mr McGinty Mr Meosazos
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Question thus passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (RESOLUTION OF PARLIAMENTARY
DISAGREEiMENTS) BILL

Council's Message
Message from the Council received and read notifying that it had declined to read the Bill a
second time.

[Questions without notice taken.J
House adjourned at 6.03 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

OFFICE FLOOR SPACE - GOVERNMENT RENTAL
Square Metres and Expend iture

1088. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(I) What was the total amount of office space in square metres rented by the
Government as at 30 June 1983 and 30 June 1990?

(2) What was the total Government expenditure on rentals and variable outgoings
on all Government office floor space rented in the periods 1 July 1982 to
30 June 1983 and 1 July 1989 to 30 June 1990?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The total amount of office space rented by the Government as at 30 June 1983
is not available. The total office space leased as at 30 June 1990 was 275 000
square metres.

(2) The total Government expenditure as at 30 June 1983 is not available. Total
Government expenditure for I July 1989 to 30 June 1990 is $53 951 000.

PUBLIC SERVANTS - SENIOR PUBLIC SERVANTS
Additional Benefits - Positions Removal

1099. Mr COURT to the Minister for Public Sector Management:

(1) How many senior public servants receive additional benefits on top of those
levels established by the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal?

(2) How many senior Public Service positions have been removed from the
tribunal's jurisdiction in the years from 1983 to 1990?

(3) What are these positions?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Five senior public servants are paid additional remuneration to attract or retain
their specialist services for the State.

(2)-(3)
The following positions have been removed from the tribunal's jurisdiction
since 1983

Gi)

(iv)

(v)
(vi)

(vii)

(ix)

(xiii)

(xiv)

Finance).

General Manager, State Government Insurance Office.
Surveyor General, Department of Lands and Surveys.

Crown Solicitor, Crown Law Department.

Parliamentary Counsel, Crown Law Department.

Commissioners, Rural and Industries Bank.

Director, Perth Mint.

Commissioners, WA Industrial Commission.

Public Service Arbitrator.

Deputy Chairman of Commissioners, Rural and Industries Bank.

Senior Industrial Commissioner, WA Industrial Commission.

Chief Industrial Commissioner, WA Industrial Commission.

Chainman of Commissioners, Rural and Industries Bank.

Commissioner, State Energy Commission.
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HOSPITALS - BUN1BURY REGIONAL HOSPITAL
Expenditure

I1110. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Health:

(1) What has been the total expenditure each year for the Bunbury Regional
Hospital for the last three years?!

(2) What was the estimated budget for each of chose years?

(3) Was any monetary consideration for career structure, increase in nursing
wages or any other award changes outside the normal expectations taken into
account?

(4) If yes to (3), what extra funding has been made available?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) $000
1987-88 11 282.2
1988-89 12924.3
1989-90 14718.8

(2) $000
1987-88 11 063.2
1988-89 12672.3
1989-90 14485.1

(3) No additional funding has been provided outside "normal" expectations (cost
of award variations). All requests received from Bunbury Regional Hospital
for funds to meet the cost of approved award variations, including career
structure changes. have been approved.

(4) Not applicable.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT - NEW BUILDING, DUKE STREET,
ALBANY

1120. Mr WATT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) What was the contracted competition date for the building in Duke Street,
Albany to be occupied by the Department for Community Services'?

(2) When was the building completed'?

(3) (a) Has the Government commenced paying rent on the new building;

(b) if so, when?
(4) Why has the new building not been occupied?

(5) When is it now intended the building will be occupied'?

(6) What is the estimated amount of rent which will be paid oan each of the
existing premises occupied by the Department for Community Serices
between the competition date of the new. building and the date it is now
expected to be completed'?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Contracted completion date of building - 31I July 1990.
(2) 5 July 1990.

(3) (a) Yes.
(b) 5 July 1990.

(4) Fit-out to be completed.
(5) 15 November 1990.

(6) Homeswest Building - $1 486.91
Middleton Road - $4 915.14.
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INFLUENZA - BRITAIN AND EUROPE OUTBREAK
Western Australia Identiication

128. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Health;

(1) Has the strain of influenza that swept through Britain and Europe last year
been identified in Western Australia this winter?

(2) If so, has the outbreak been a serious one?

Mr WILSON replied:

(I) No. No influenza typ A virus has been detected by the State Health
Laboratories.

(2) Not applicable.

ROTH-WELLS LTD - MCCUSKER INQUIRY
Ministerial Responsibility

1134. Mr COURT to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(I) Which Minister is responsible for the McCusker inquiry?

(2) Does or will this Minister have access to the information and materials
provided to this inquiry?

(3) If yes, does this material include transcripts of witnesses called before the
inquiiry?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) The Attorney General.

(2)-(3)
Mr McCusker has possession of all the information and materials including
transcripts of witnesses. Strictly speaking, under the Companies Code, the
Attorney General could gain access to that information and materials bur he
has not done so.

BELL GROUP SHARES - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION
Sale Loss Claim

1137. Mr COURT to the Deputy Premier:

(1) What progress has 'been made in relation to the claimn by the State
Government Insurance Commission for losses associated with the Bell Group
share sale?

(2) What is the extent of the losses claimed'?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The State Government Insurance Commission has made a claim on the Bond
Corporation under the terms of the varied indemnity agreement of 9 March
1989.

(2) A total of $210 825 629 made up of -

Share indemnity $172 390 021
Accrued interest $-38 435 608

$210 825 629
FERAL CATS - FOXES

Wildlife Sanctuaries Fencing
1138. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) What wildlife sanctuaries in Western Australia have been fenced for the
purpose of keeping out feral cats and foxes?

(2) In each instance what is the approximate area involved?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Ellen Brook nature reserve, situated on the west side of highway one, two
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kilometres north of Upper Swan, is the only sanctuary that has been fenced to
exclude foxes and feral cats. The fence is designed to protect the rare and
endangered short-necked tortoise.

(2) The area of the sanctuary is 65 hectares.

PIG MEAT - CANADIAN IMPORTS

1140. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Can the Minister confirm that the Federal Government made its decision to
allow Canadian pig meat imports into Australia without consulting the State
Agriculture Ministers?

(2) What steps will the Minister be taking to further represent the interests of the
Western Australian pig producers to the Federal Minister for Agriculture?

(3) What level of risk does the Minister estimate that Canadian pig carcasses
contaminated with gastroenteritis pose to the Australian pork industry?

Mr

(1)

BRIDGE replied:.

There have been communications with the States and the Australian pig
industry for several years. Howev'er, the final decision was made without
final consultation and despite strong concern* expressed by the Western
Australian Government.

(2) I have again written to the Federal Minister, and have instructed the
* Department of Agriculture to explore options for further action.

(3) Estimates of annual risk range from one in three million to one in 30. These
estimates are based on a series of assumptions, and it is not possible to quote a

* precise figure.

POTATOES - IMPORTS AND EXPORTS
1141. Mr HOUSE to the Minister.for Agriculture:

(1) What percentage of the total Western Australian potato production have
imports comprised over the past five financial years?

(2) Can the Minister give details to the House as to which countries and States
Western Australia imports potatoes from, and what the value of these imports
are?

(3) What percentage of the total Western Australian potato production is exported
(over the past five finiancial years) to the following -

(a) other Australian States;

(b) other nations?

(4) What proportion of Western Australian agricultural production have potatoes
comprised over the past five. years?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

Imports as a %* of Western
Australian production

85/86 86/87 87/88 88/89 90/91

1.0 0.1 0.3 2.3 3.4

(2) Potatoes have been imported from South Australia and Victoria. There have
been no imports of fresh potatoes from overseas in the past five years. The
value of interstate imports is not recorded.

(3) (a)
Interstate export as a %
of Western Australian
production

(b)
Overseas exports as a %** of
Western Australian
production

85/86 86/87 87/88 88/89 90/91

1.2 0.1 nil nil 2.4

3.4 3.4 3.6 1.0 2.9

(1)
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(4) Gross Value as % of total
** Western Australian rural
production 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.7

* Data provided by the Potato Marketing Authority

** Data provided by the Australian Bureau of Statistics.

MAMMOGRAPHY UNIT - ALBANY ESTABLISHMENT
1142. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Health:

(1) What steps is the Minister taking to ensure that a mamminography unit is
established in Albany?

(2) When does the Minister expect that the unit will be opened?

(3) How many people does the Minister expect that the proposed mammography
unit will serve?

(4) What is the overall cost of establishing the proposed mamnmography unit?

(5) What proportion of the establishment cost has been funded by -

(a) the State Government;

(b) other interests?

(6) What is the estimated yearly running cost of the proposed mammography
unit?

(7) How will the proposed mammography unit's running costs be funded?

(8) What level of financial support will the State Government provide towards the
yearly running costs of the proposed mammography unit?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The Government has made a firm commitment to establish a unit in the Great
Southern health region during the 1991-92 financial year. The unit will be a
mobile one.

(2) Mid to late 1991.
(3) Approximately 7 000 screenings per year.

(4) Approximately $450 000.
(5) (a) $330 000 approximately.

(b) $120 000 approximately (fund raising through the Great Southern
health region, principally in the lower portion of the region).

(6) $300000.
(7) Shared State/Commonwealth funding.

(8) Approximately $150 000.

MOTOR VEHICLES - THIRD PARTY INSURANCE
Property Damage Provisions

1144. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Finance and Economnic Development:
(1) Adverting to the Minister's reply to question 915 of 1990, has the

Government concluded its considerations on the introduction of provisions for
all motorists to be covered by third party insurance for property damage?

(2) If so, what policy has been decided upon?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The matter is still under consideration and no decision has yet been reached.
(2) Not applicable.
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HANDICAPPED - "THE NEEDS OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITES
WHEN THEY LEAVE SCHOOL" REPORT

Decisions

1150. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Health:

(1) What decisions have been made as a consequence of the presentation of "The
needs of Students with Disabilities when they leave school" dated April 1990.
as prepared for the Minister for Health, Minister for Productivity and Labour
Relations, and Minister for Education?

(2) If no action has been taken, when is it likely that decisions will be made as a
consequence of that report?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1)-(2)
Cabinet has accepted the recommendations of the report in principle.
Implementation of -the 'recommendations is subject to budgetary
considerations.

FOXES - CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT
Biological and Ecological Research

1155. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister far the Environment:

When is it anticipated that the Department of Conservation and Land
Management will complete the basic biological and ecological research which
it is currently carrying out as a corollary to research by the Commonwealth
Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation on methods of controlling fox
numbers by biological means?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The research is ongoing and interactive with the relevant organisations in the
CSIRO and certain universities. Completion dates are dependent on the level
of progress made in the area of biological control. It is too early to provide a
completion date.

FOXES - AGRICULTURAL PROTECTION BOARD
Control Techniques Examination

1156. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Has the Agriculture Protection Board commenced work as yet on its
foreshadowed examination of the effectiveness of fox control techniques such
as baiting, shooting and electric fencing?

(2) If so, when did the work commence?

(3) If not, when is it anticipated the work will commence?

Mr BRIDGE rieplied:

Trials began in May 1990 on baiting effectiveness, which is a joint project
with the Department of Conservation and Land Management. Work has
involved field trials to determine the best bait type, whether or not to bury
baits, and the usefulness of scent trails and attractants. Several existing
electric fences for foxes have been considered for assessment.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTI1ON AUTHORITY - BORE APPLICATION
Killecrew, L.

1158. Mr TUBBY to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Has the Environmental Protection Authority received an application for
permission to establish a bore from L. Killecrew of Lyons Road, Wandi?

(2) If yes -
(a) 'When was this application received;
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(b) has permission been granted and, if not, when will a decision be
made?

(3) Is chis bore to replace an existing bore which was on land resumed for the
extension of the Freeway?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Yes. An application for a well licence at this locality was referred to the
Environmental Protection Authority for environmental impact assessment by
the Water Authority, as the property lies within the Peel-Harvey catchment
and over the Jandakot underground water pollution control area.

(2) (a) 2 May 1990.
(b) No. The Environmental Protection Authority expects to report and

make recommendlations on this proposal shortly.
(3) The Environmental Protection Authority has been advised that the original

bore was not on land resumed by the Main Roads Department for freeway
extension. It is understood, however, that Mr Killigrew cannot either pipe
water or run an electricity connection beneath the proposed freeway to supply
water to the rear of his property.

LAND - AVON LOCATION 27824
Sale Tender

1165. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

Concerning the sale by tender of Avon location 27824 -

(a) how many tenders were received for this property;
(b) who was the successful tenderer;

(c) what was the successful tender price?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

(a) Five.
(b) M.C. & S.P. Hubble.
(c) $30 100.

ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES - EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMMISSIONS'
REVIEW OF GOVERNMENTAL POLICIES AND PRACTICES, S82(b) REPORT NO 6

Essential Service Delivery to Remote Aboriginal Communities - Recommendations
Implementation

1173. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(I) Would the Minister advise which recommendations have been implemented

from the Equal Opportunity Commission's Review of CGovernmental Policies
andi Practices S.82(b) Report No.6, Essential Service Delivery to Aboriginal
Comunities in Western Australia?

(2) (a) If none has been implemented to date, when will they be
implemented;

(b) if not, why not?

(3) (a) With respect to recommendation No.l1 - what was the nature of the
McDonald working party:

(b) who was involved in this working parry;

(c) what were the consequences of this working party's report?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) The Equal Opportunity Commissions' (EOC) Review of Governmental

Policies and Practices, S82(b) Report No 6 is a welcome input to research in
the important area of essential service delivery to remote Aboriginal
communities.
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As you are aware, the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority is addressing this
issue and others through an inquiry entitled "Inquiry into Service and
Resource Provision to Remote Aboriginal Communities in Western
Australia". This inquiry investigates the issue of essential service delivery as
weU as emergency services, housing, environment health services, transport,
community management and municipal services. The recommendations of
the EOC Report No 6 are being considered by this. inquiry which will bring
down its. final report by the end of this year.

(2) (4-Ob)
See (1).

(3) There is no recommnendation No 15 in the EOC Report No 6.

WATER AUJTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - HEADWORKS
Charges Increase

1174. Mr MacKJNNON to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Has the Government made a final decision on the amount of increase in
headworks charges to be imposed by the Water Authority of Western
Australia?

(2) If so, what are those increases?

(3) When will those increases come into effect?

Mr BRIDGE replied;

(0-(0)
See answer to question 1048.

TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNALS - BURRENDAH BOULEVARD-VAHLAND
AVENUE
Installation

If176. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the installation of traffic control signals at the intersection of Burrendab
Boulevard and Vahiand Avenue listed for completion in the current financial
year?

(2) If not, when is it likely that traffic control signals will be installed at this
intersection?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) No.

(2) Main Roads Department engineers have recently reviewed the traffic
conditions at this location. The intersection appears to be operating well and
the low accident frequency of seven reported accidents in four years to
December 1989 confirms this view, particularly when compared to other
intersections in the metropolitan area. On this basis it is unlikely that signals
will be installed at this intersection for many years.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD - RADIO STATION 6PR
Profit or Loss Contribution

1181. Mir MacKINNON to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

During the past 12 months what contribution to profit or loss to the Totalisator
Agency Board operations was received from Radio Station 6PR?

Mrs B EGGS replied:

None. For the 12 months ending 31 July 1.990 the Totalisator Agency Board
paid a total of $2.6 million for broadcasting services which are an essential
part of the Totalisator Agency Board's operations.
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CARAVAN PARKS - NEW LEGISLATION

1183. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Local Government:

(I) When is it likely that the Government will introduce into the Parliament
legislation relating to the regulation of caravan parks?

(2) What steps has the CGovernrnrt taken to consult all the relevant industry
groups about this legislation prior to its introduction into the Parliament?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Subject to other drafting priorities, the Government aims to introduce the

legislation in the current sitting of Parliament.
(2) The report on the proposed caravan legislation was released for public

comment in May 1989 and over 400 submissions were received. In addition,
many meetings have been held with industry and local government groups
since that time to ensure the Government fully understands their views. Some
changes will be included in the draft legislation to reflect these views.

AGENT GENERAL, LONDON - WESTERN AUSTRALIA.N
VISITORS

Services Reduction
[185. Mr HOUSE to the Premier:

(1) Can the Premier confirm that Western Australia House in London has reduced
its services to Western Australians visiting Great Britain?

(2) Does Western Australia House still provide the following services -

(a) Australian newspapers;

(b) holding mail for travell ing Western Australians;

(c) visitors' book;

(d) travel information for intending visitors to Western Australia?

(3) What is the estimated cost of providing these services per year?

(4) What services does Western Australia House now provide and what is the cost
of these services?

(5) What reason can the Government give for removing the services mentioned in
(2) above?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1 )-(5)
As part of an ongoing review of the Office of the Agent General, some
services have been curtailed so as to allow a greater focus on trade and
investment matters. The effects of these cost savings have yet to be
determined.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

McCUSKER REPORT - NAMES REMOVAL

305. Mr MacKIN9NON to the Premier:

Is the Premier aware that in the other place today, in answer to this question,
the Attorney General answered yes? The question was -

Is the Attorney General aware of any attempts by individuals to
remove their names from or seek access to the McCusker report prior
to its publication?

I now ask the Premier the same question -

(I) Is she aware of any attempts by individuals to remove their names
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from or seek access to the McCusker report prior to its publication:
that is, other than members of Parliament or the media?

(2) Did those approaches imply that possible action may be taken to
attempt to stop publication of that report if this access was not given?

(3) If the answer to either of those questions is yes, who made those
approaches, and was that access agreed to?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(3)
I am not aware that any individual has attempted to remove his or her name
from the report or to gain access to the report apart from members of
Parliament and the media. I am aware that last week a suggestion was made
to me, I recall by the Attorney General, that an individual in this town was
seeking at that stage, not to have his name removed from the report - I
honestly cannot remember the name of that person - but I believe that he
sought to take out an injunction to prevent the report's being tabled. I know
nothing more than that. I can assure the Leader of the Opposition that I have
no knowledge of any specific attempt to remove a name from or gain access
to the report. A more appropriate person to ask would be Mr McCusker, and I
would be happy to do so on the member's behalf. If any attempt of that kind
has taken place it certainly has not been acceded to by the Government, and I
very much doubt whether it would have been acceded to by Mr McCusker.

Mr Court: It was on last Friday?

Dr LAWRENCE: I do not recall the date. The Attorney General pointed out to me
that someone in town was mumoured to be considering taking out an injunction
to prevent the publication of the report. I do not want to mislead members
about the precision of that, but I can certainly inquire.

Mr Court: They negotiated with the Government did they not?

Dr LAWRENCE: They certainly did not negotiate with me nor, to my knowledge.
with the Attorney Genera]. We became aware of the fact that someone was
threatening to take that action.

MCCUSKER REPORT - LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION
Outside Groups Assistance

306. Mrs WATKINS to the Premier:

Is she a%'are of comments by the Leader of the Opposition that he intends to
call in an outside group of people to help prepare the Liberal Party's response
to the McCusker report?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

I was alarmed this morning to hear a suggestion by Mr Macinon, given
what I thought he understood about the need to protect privilege, that he was
going to sit down with a range of people other than those who could be
guaranteed to protect that privilege, including members of Community
Lawyers, People for Fair and Open Government and so on. I am pleased that
in the meantime the Leader of the Opposition has agreed that that is not a
responsible course of action. He has agreed, as has the National Party, to
abide by the simple condition that the Opposition will have access to the
report - that is, members of the party and members of their staff to assist
them - but needing to maintain full confidentiality prior to the tabling of the
document. While we can potentially penalise or in some way affect the
actions of members of Parliament if they were not to observe this
confidentiality, we do not have the capacity to do that with others. In
Government, apart from the Crown Law Department which is required - as
were the Attorneys General - to look at the report to determine whether any
potential conflict existed with court proceedings, we have not made it
available to people to go through in the way that Mr Macinnon has
suggested.
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I was amazed to hear that the Liberal Party - not the National Party - has
decided that despite its initial calls - indeed its insistence - for it, it will not
examine part 2 of the report. I find that extraordinary. The Opposition claims
to want to know the truth of the matter, and it insisted on the availability of
that section, and to now decide that that is not an appropniare course of action
frankly amazes me; I wonder what it believes it will gain from that.

HEALTH - COUNTRY SERVICES
No Downgrading Assurance

307. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Heath:

Will the Minister give an assurance to country peuple that no downgrading or
reduction of any health service administered by his department will take place
in country areas in 1990-91?

Mr WILSON replied:

I am not sure whether the deputy leader of the National Party was in the
Parliament yesterday -

Mr House: Yes, I was.

Mr WILSON: - when his leader asked a similar questia.

Mr House: It was not a similar question.

Mr WILSON: I take it to be a similar question, and I give a similai a±nswer: I can
give no assurances whatsoever about the Budget at this stage.

HOMESWEST - VACANT PROPERTY
Vandalism and Pilfering

308. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Housing:

What action is Homeswest taking to reduce damage to its vacant properties
arising from vandalism and pilfering, particularly those in redevelopment
areas such as Rivervale and Redcliffe?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

I thank the member for the question. Homeswest has advised me that this has
been a problem in areas in which redevelopment has taken place and property
has been vacated in readiness for demolition. People have moved in and have
started to pilfer in homes which are vacant between tenants. Homeswesr has
taken some strong action to prevent the loss of property to the vandals and
thieves.

Three things have been done: The Neighbourhood Watch scheme has been
extended in those areas and the cooperation of nearby residents has been
sought, and this has been highly successful. I am advised that since the
Neighbourhood Watch scheme was extended, the offence rate in Redcliffe has
declined dramatically. This is considered to be a very successful strategy by
the police. Local property owners have been asked to note the registration
number of vehicles belonging to people who have been seen at the vacant
property removing items from the houses and vandalising them, and that has
assisted the police in apprehending these people. I understand that some
14 people were recently apprehended as a result of that action.
Finally, H-omeswest has now erected signs which read, "Warnting, property
being watched: Keep out". These have been extremely effective in ensuring
that vacant property is not vandalised or pilfered. I thank the member for his
concern that these properties should not be unnecessarily vantdalised. Since
March, 32 houses have become vacant in this area. Of these 12 have been
sold, contracts have been finalised on a further five and the remainder have
been let to contractors for demolition. In the area referred to by the question,
since March of this year construction has taken place on 112 new houses. I
assure the member that the steps being taken will resolve the problem.
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McCUSKER REPORT - NAMES REMOVAL
Cabinet Minister

309. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:

(1) Is she aware of attempts by any present or past Cabinet Minister who sought
to have his name removed from the McCusker report?

(2) [t'so, who was that either present or former Minister?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

1 have already indicated that I am not aware of any such activity. The
instance to which I referred in an earlier question of a possible injunction
being taken out is the only thing I can think of to cover this question. So, I am
not aware of any such attempt and, as a consequence, the second part of the
question is irrelevant.

FAMILY CENTRES - NOR-ANDA FAMILY CENTRE
Builder

310. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Community Services:
I am pleased that the Government has decided to proceed with the
construction of the Noranda Family Centre. Can the Minister advise the
House who is the builder of that centre, and what is its anticipated completion
date?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

I can understand the extra interest of the member for Nollamara in this issue.
One of the first family centres built in the current Government's programme
was at Eaton in my electorate. I know only too well the benefits which flow
in relation to the resources provided to families at the four year old centre, the
playgroup centre and the meeting place for a whole range of community
activities. I am pleased to advise the member that the Noranda centre is being
constructed by the Building Management Authority, and the project is
expected to be finished by March 199 1.
Presently, 16 centres have been completed and are operating in the
metropolitan area. These are at Beechboro, High Wycombe, Kingsley,
Marangaroo, Roleystone, Rostrata, Southlake, Swan View. Hillarys, Parmelia
and Cooloongup. Four centres are being constructed at Leeming, Ka-rdinya,
Noranda and Woodvale, and in the country areas these centres have been
constructed at Eaton, Withers, Kalgoorlie, Karratha. and Geraldron. Another
three of these centres will be built at Victoria Park, Thomnlie and Annadale
before the end of this year. Discussions are currently taking place for
approval for a further seven, so by the end of next year the Government will
have exceeded the promise of 25 family centres during the term of the present
Government.

TRICONTINENTAL - GOVERNMENT AGENCIES' INVOLVEMENT
311. Mr MacKINNON tothe Premier:

(1 Is the Premier aware of any State Government agency which has had any
involvement with the State Bank of Victoria's Tricontinental Group?

(2) If not, will she ascertain the extent and nature of any such involvement and
report it to the Parliament?

(3) Will the Premier also ensure that any State agencies involved will cooperate
in full with the special Royal Commission appointed by Pretnier Kimer to
inquire into the Tricontinental Group?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(04-3)
am not aware of any agency having involvement with Tricontinental. I will
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ascertain whether any such involvement has tak.-'t place, and I will certainly
recommend and encourage full cooperation with miat inquiry.

RAILWAYS - ELECTRIFIED SERVICE
Route Changes and Timetables - Canning and CosnelIs

312. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Can the residents of areas not inmmediately adjacent to the iccently electrified
railway line nevertheless expect improvements in the public transport services
through rerouted bus services linked to railway stations?

(2) If so. when can the residents of the Cities of Canning and Ciosnells be advised
of proposed changes to routes and timetables?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1)-(2)
Route changes and approximate frequencies will be announced prior to
Christmas for a planned introduction of a new train service in early February
199 1. Detailed information will be distributed to all those people who Ik hnlw
are waiting in anticipation for electric rail travel in mid January. :he
proposed changes will provide a better and faster service between the suburbs
of Lynwood, Langford, Thornite, I-untingdale, West Gosnells and Perth.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTI-ORJTY ADVISORY COMMITITEE - SOUTH
WEST SHIRE COUNCILS ASSOCIATION NOMINEE

313. Dr TURNBULL to the Minister for South-West:

(1) Is one of the members of the South West Development Authority advisory
commuittee a nominee of the South West Shire Councils Association?

(2) If no, when will the Minister appoint a nominee oin the South West Shire
Councils Association?

Mr D.L. SMIT H replied:

(i)-(2)
1 understand there is; in fact, 1 thought there was more than one. If the
member has information to the contrary, [ would be more than pleased -

Mr Bradshaw: Are members nominated by the South West Shire Councils
Association or appointed by you?

Mr D.L. S MITH.! They come ftrm a wide range of appointments.

Dr TurnbuUl: One has to be appointed by the South West Shire Councils Association
according to the Act.

Mr D.L. SNiT: I understood there was one. If the member has information to the
contrary, I will follow the matter through and ensure one is appointed post
haste.

PORTS AND HARBOURS - BUNBURY HARBOUR CITY PROJECT'
Progress

314. Mr P.J. SMITH to the Minister for South-West:
Will the Minister inform the House of the progress being made on the
Bunbury harbour city project?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

The project is a very exciting part of the Governent's plan to redevelop
Bunbury to make it an appropriate second city for Western Australia.

Mr Taylor. Third.

Mlr D.L. SMITH: I anm sure the member for Mandurab will disagree wit the Deputy
Premier.
The project includes the land between the breakwater and the inner harbour of
Bunbury. The Government has made a substantial corninitmern to expediting
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that development. In particular it has set about establishing a project team
which has been working at, firstly. identifyinig all the land tenures and what
needs to be changed in terms of those land tenures and, secondly, proceeding
to provide all the engineering or other studies required to properly plan the
project.

The final planning stage has been reached and the Department of Marine and
Harbours. has put extensive design work into a marina development which will
be built adjacent to the existing breakwater.

The silo issue is progressing through engineering studies as to whether they
can be used as a museum and studies of cost estimates on the removal of part
or all of the silos. However, a problem arose recently. Approval Was Sought
from Cooperative Bulk Handling Ltd for permission to demolish the large
silos and leave the small silos standing. That approval was not forthcoming
from Cell. It indicated it will not approve the demolition unless it is also
approved by the Bunbury City Council. The 'Bunbury City Council recently
refused to give that approval which means that we cannot proceed with the
partial demolition of the silos.

The other problem that has arisen is over a substantial piece of the Crown land
that is to be developed which is vested in the Bunbury City Council and other
authorities. Approaches have been made to the council to obtain agreement to
the divesting of the reserves so that the boundaries can be adjusted to
accommodate the planned development. T-he council has declined to
cooperate with the divesting which is an additional problem that will probably
delay the project.

The third and final problem has been the need to rezone parts of the
development in accordance with the development plan. The council initially
indicated that it would proceed with that. When it was asked to provide an
ERMP for the Environmental Protection Authority, it declined to proceed
with that rezoning. The reason given was its desire to get on with some
interim development on the foreshore and it thought rezoning would delay
that.

The lack of cooperation from council for the divesting, the silos and the
rezoning will make it difficult for the Government to give the Bunbury
harbour city project the attention it deserves. It may therefore be necessary to
divert some of the money that has been allocated to it in the Capital Works
Program to projects elsewhere in the south west.

JUVENILE CRIME - CARNAR VON
Public Meeting - Minister's Attendance

315. Mr STRICKLAND to the Minister for Community Services:

Having regard for community concerns about the escalation of juvenile crime
in Carnarvon, I ask -

(1) Did the Minister address the recent well attended public meeting on
juvenile crime in Camarvon?

(2) Can the Minister provide the House with details on proposals to
involve local shires in community service orders?

(3) What additional support does the Governiment propose to assist in the
reduction of juvenile Crime.

(4) Does the Minister propose any steps to ensure full cooperation
between the Department for Comnmunity Services, the police and the
community and, if so, what are the details?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(l)-(4)
In answer to the question about whether I attended -
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Mr Strickland: Addressed.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I attended the meeting. At the request of the meeting I answered

questions chat were put to me by the committee that had been Corned prior to
the meeting and I also answered questions chat were addressed to me from the
floor. In many respects I would have taken up 50 per cent or 60 per cent of
the total speaking time at that meeting. In that context, One could say that I
addressed the meeting.

When we went to Camnarvon for the Cabinet meeting juvenile crime was
raised by the people from the local shires who attended the breakfast held as
part of that Cabinet meeting. They were told that the Government was willing
to support local initiatives for dealing with juvenile crime, especially in
country towns, in whatever way it could. They were told that the problem
needed to be addressed as a community problem because the best suggestions
as to what needed to be done in Camarvon would come from the local
community. They were invited at that meeting to forward us proposals so that
we could include the proposals in the Kids and Crime package and in the local
offender programs developed around the State at such places as Geraldton, the
Koondoola, Girrawheen and Balga area of the northern suburbs, Coolbellup.
Arrnadale and other areas.

Initially there was not much follow up from the Carnarvon community.
However, some time later it formed the committee chat is now operating. The
committee's first step was to analyse what it considered to be the nature of the
problem and what could be done to resolve it. It then arranged a meeting and
invited me, the Minister for Regional Development and the Minister assisting
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs to that meeting. We attended the meeting
with Assistant Commissioner Clewes and an inspector from the Police Force.
The thrust of what I told the meeting was that the Government was willing to
cooperate with the community and willing to provide additional resources to
chose that are currently being provided. We wanted the community to make
the suggestions it thought appropriate. The cooperation between police, the
Department for Community Services and other agencies can be evidenced by
the fact that we all travelled to the meeting together. The department has
always cooperated with the police at a local level and will continue to do so.

Mr Strickland: We got a different message chat there was a lack of cooperation in
that area.

Mr D.L. SMITH: The member for Scarborough must have been given a different
message from some sections of the comm-unity, but by and large the record in
that area is extremely good. In relation to the number of offences reported
and the number of offences for which people are charged, the solution rate of
all crime committed in Camarvon is around 80 per cent, and in that context
the police are doing arn enormous job in Carnarvon. In fact, they probably
have the highest rate for solving crime for all crime areas of this State. We
went through the figures of those appearing before the juvenile court and an
analysis, carried out with the community, clearly identified a fall-off in the
number of offenders appearing, as is the case Statewide. However, a
recidivist group offending more frequently continues to be a problem. It was
identified at the meeting chat the recidivist problem must be addressed to
ensure that the number of offenders in that group does not increase. We also
need to provide programs which are likely to turn those recidivists away from
a life of crime.

I do not know from where members of the Opposition got their information
about that meeting; it was one of the most positive and constructive meetings
of its kind that I have attended. I am certain that as a result of the efforts of
the Camarvon community the problem of juvenile crime in that community
will soon disappear. I hope that many ocher communities in Western
Australia will follow the Camarvon lead.

The SPEAKER: Before giving the call to the member for Wellington, I pause to
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wonder when the Government will consider the report of the Standing Orders
Committee, which might facilitate statements by Ministers being made earlier
in the piece rather than during question time.

BUNBURY MAYOR - REGIONAL BUSINESS COMMUNITY MEETING
South West Development Authority Exclusion

316. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for South-West:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Mayor of Bunbury held a meeting with the
business community in Bunbury to seek ways of boosting the flagging
economy of Bunhury?

(2) Is the Minister aware that the South West Development Authority was
excluded from this meeting?

(3) Given that the South West Development Authority was excluded from the
meeting, is that an indication that it has failed in its role?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(l)-(3)
1 am beginning to think that members opposite heard my comments as I left
the Chamber yesterday when I complained to one of my colleagues that I was
asked very few questions in question rime. I queried whether that
demonstrated the lack of interest from members opposite in community
services, justice, and the south west.

In answer to the question asked by the member for Wellington, a meeting was
convened by the Mayor of Bunbuty, not of the Bunbury business community
but of the regional business community.

Dr Tumnbull: That makes it even more appropriate that the South West Development
Authority was not included.

Mr D.L. SMITH: It is not true that the South West Development Authority was
excluded from the meeting. It was not invited but the Government was
represented at the meeting by the Ministry of Economic Development and
Trade.

DrTurnbull: And rightly so, that is who should be there.

Mr D.L. SMI1TH: I am interested to know from the member for Collie whether she
appreciates the support given by the South West Development Authority to
the push for a new Collie power station.

Dr Turnbull: Yes, as long as it is in conjunction with the Collie Shire Council and the
authority does not dominate the council.

Mr D.L. SMITH: The Government is not trying to dominate anyone. The South
West Development Authority is not seeking to be the be-all and end-all of all
that happens in the south west. It wants the active support and cooperation of
local authorities and local progress groups, and it welcomes the Mayor of
Bunbury's efforts in calling that meeting. Immediately after the meeting the
mayor had dinner with me and went through all the issues raised. He sought
the advice and assistance from the South West Development Authority in
advancing those matters.

It is interesting to note the principal issues raised by the mayor and the
business community: the first was to expedite the budlding of the Bunbuiy
Regional Prison expansion. That has already been announced so the meeting
is not encouraging the Government to do something it has not already done.
Secondly, the Mayor of Bunbury wanted to encourage the redevelopment of
the Bunbury Regional Hospital, for which funding for the final design will
hopefully be included in this year's Budget. Generally speaking, the call from
that meeting was for more involvement by Government in the south west, and
I will certainly convey that message to the Government.

4462 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 29 Au gust 1990]146

ECONOMY - COUNTRY PEOPLE'S FINANCIAL PLIGHT

317. Mr WIESE to the Premier:

(I) Is the Premier aware of the current finiancial plight of farmers and small
business proprietors in rural areas of this State?

(2) Has she instructed Ministers to take account of these circumstances when
framing their departmental budgets and asked them to ensure that budgetary
cuts do not add to the plight of country people and rural towns?

(3) Will she take steps to ensure that Government services are not withdrawn
from country towns already suffering as a result of the current economic
climate in rural Western Australia?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(3)
1 well recall very many versions of this argument from my childhood. I was
born in a place called Gutha, which was a thriving small town that over the
years disappeared to be just a postcode in the telephone book. I do not think
that postcode exists any longer. In the agricultural areas over the years an
expansion has taken place in the size of land-holdings and in the effective size
of fanrning. It is necessary to accept in some areas of the State something that
has been going on for a long time. Obviously in other areas of the State, such
as the south west and the Pilbara, the population has increased. I am aware of
the financial plight of farmers and small business proprietors. That is why the
Governiment's first target is keeping taxes and charges to a minimum. We can
prop up the inefficient areas of Goverment services across the board -
covering metropolitan, outer metropolitan and country areas - but it will be at
the expense of those productive farmers and small businesses that the
National Party and the Government seek to protect.

DELUXE COACHLINES - RECEIVERSHIP

318. Mr WATT to the Minister for Transport:

(I) In view of the announcement today that Deluxe Coachlines has gone into
receivership, can the Minister advise what share of the road passenger market
was held by Deluxe?

(2) What impact will the removal of its service have in this State?

(3) Are any contingency plans being put into effect to accommodate the needs of
the travelling public, particularly in remote areas previously served by
Deluxe?

(4) Why is it not possible for coachlines to purchase fuel tax and excise free in
the same manner that airlines do?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1)-(4)
This is very sad news about a coachline with a big part to play not just in the
tourist industry but also in the transport industry generally. [ am disappointed
not only that it has been forced our of business, but also at the way in which it
was done.

I cannot answer the specific questions; I do not know off the top of my head
what share of the market Deluxe had. I endeavoured this morning after
hearing the news to get further information on the impact it would have on
people already travelling with Deluxe Coachlines and those who had booked
package trips with Deluxe in the months ahead. I was very concerned about
the impact this might have. I advise the House that I have asked the Western
Australian Tourismn Commission to set up a hot-line so that people affected
will be able to ring to make arrangements and to get advice on how they will
be affected by this event. The hot-line number is 321 1240.

We are also now trying to determine whether people will be protected under
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the travel compensation fund. It is my understanding chat people who have
booked package tours will be protected but people involved in express travel
from point to point may not be compensated. We are crying to get a meeting
organised as soon as possible, perhaps tomorrow morning, between the
Western Australian Tourism Commission and the Department of Transport to
get together with all of the bus companies operating in this State to ensure that
people are not stranded. There is a possibility that that will be the case.
It is devastating for the tourism industry that this has happened to Deluxe
Coacblines which, certainly from my experience of it in Western Australia,
did an excellent job for regional tourism. particularly in the north west, as the
member for Nedlands has said. I have a great deal of respect for Mr George
Cox, the General Manager of Deluxe Coachlines in Western Australia.

Mr Watt: What about fuel purchasing?

Mrs BEGGS: I will come to that matter as it needs investigation. I have had
discussions with the Deparment of Transport about that and I understand that
there are some legal complications that may make it impossible, but I am
prepared to examine it.

SITTINGS OF TH-E HOUSE -TUESDAY, I I S EPTEMB ER,
New Hours

319. Mrt CLARKO to the Leader of the House :
(1) What sitting times will apply when the Parliament returns from its one week

recess on Tuesday, 11I September'?

(2) On what basis are those times, framed?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
Those times are ftamed on the basis of a Sessional Order which is still in force
from the last session and which will continue. As members know, I undertook
a survey of the attitude of members to the new trial hours and have
sumnmarised that survey and undertaken to meet with the leader in the House
for the Liberal Parry on this matter.

Mr House: Put it to the vote here and now.

Mr PEARCE: We three will have a meeting later this week.

Mr Lewis: Caucus has already decided.
Mr PEARCE: In order for me to attend a meeting to discuss the new hours with the

Liberal Parry and the National Parry it is necessary to ascertain the position of
my colleagues. We work from a slighdly more democratic point of view than
that applying on the other side of the House.

Mr Court; They have told us they want change.

Mr PEARCE: if they want to change me. they-are welcome to and anyone who wants
this job can queue outside the door.
With regard to sitting hours, we will have a meeting tomorrow and after
discussion we will report back to our respective panties. If a change is made
regarding sitting hours that will be reflected in a new Sessional Order. Until
such time as that occurs, the old Sessional-Order will continue in force.
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