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

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS:
TERMINATION AND REDUNDANCY

State Application: Urgency Motion
THE SPEAKER: Honourable members, I have

received a letter from the Leader of the Oppo-
sition which reads as follows-

Dear Mr Speaker
In accordance with Standing Orders 47

and 48 of the Legislative Assembly, I give
notice that at the commencement of the Sit-
ting of the House today, 27 February, 1 wish
to move "that the House do now adjourn" for
the purpose of debating a matter of urgency,
namely-

"That this House calls on the State
Government to reverse its decision to
support the application being made to
the State Industrial Commission by
Unions in Western Australia which
would see State Awards amended to in-
dlude the "termination change and re-
dundancy provisions" which currently
apply under the federal Metal Workers
Award.

The reversal of this decision must be
made as a matter of the utmost urgency
to ensure;
(1) That small businesses are

encouraged to expand and grow and
not inhibited as they will be if this
application is approved;

(2) That the security of the employed
and the expectations of the unem-
ployed are not torpedoed by accept-
ance of the decision;

(3) That Australia's export industries
do not have their competitiveness
further eroded by such a decision."

Mr Speaker, this is a matter of public
importance and immediate urgency and
in my view is properly brought forward
within the Standing Orders. It is the sub-
ject of an announcement by the Govern-
ment yesterday, and of grave concern to
business organisations. Hearings are to
be held in early March, a few working
days away, and if the Government is to

be persuaded to change its view it must
receive the advice of Parliament ur-
gently.

Yours sincerely,

W. R. B. HASSELL MLA,
Leader of the Opposition.

February 27, 1985.
Seven members having risen in their places,
The SPEAKER: Thirty minutes will

allocated to speakers on my left and up to
minutes to speakers on my right.

be
30

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe- Leader of the Op-
position) [2.22 p.m.]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

The message contained in the letter must be clear
to the House and to the Government. There is an
urgent need for the Government to reconsider its
position in relation to the application now before
the State Industrial Commission. That need arises
because the Government, by its actions, is repeat-
ing a serious mistake made last year and, as a
result of repeating that mistake, is putting in
danger the livelihoods of many business people
a nd the jobs of ma ny peopl e.

It is particularly ironic that, in the midst of
Australia's current financial crisis, the Govern-
ment should be proceeding with this foolish action.
Our dollar is at a record low level relative to other
currencies and, in particular, relative to the
United States dollar. The Government in
Canberra has abandoned its monetary targets for
the current financial year because it is not pre-
pared to impose the discipline required to main-
tain and succeed at achieving those targets. There
is a general recognition that Australia's problems,
including its dollar problems, are based on a lack
of Australia's capacity to compete. At this very
moment of the crisis-it is a crisis, let there be no
mistake-the Government is proceeding with a
repetition of errors.

Last year, the Government went into the
Australian Conciliation and Arbitration Com-
mission and supported in principle the job security
and redundancy test case. We raised that matter
in the House by way of questions on a number of
occasions and we received no answers from the
Government. We therefore brought the matter to
the House by way or a motion. The Government
rejected that motion out of hand and said that it
was supporting the case in principle only and that
it was not necessarily a commitment to the
system's applying in Western Australia. We asked
over and over again whether the Government
would support the case before the State Industrial
Commission. The Government said that it was
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considering the matter and that it had not made
up its mind. On Monday of this week the Minister
announced formally that the Government is to
support the application in the State Industrial
Commission. That is a disaster for business and
employment in Western Australia. It will destroy
jobs and businesses and it will inhibit the expan-
sion of existing businesses.

Today, we met with some representatives of
business organisations such as the Confederation
of Western Australian Industry (Inc.), and the
Small Business Association of Western Australia
(Inc.). I have recorded some of their comments in
relation to this proposal. The First one was that the
Government's defence, that the package would not
affect small business, is a red herring to detract
from the holocaust which will fall on the business
community. The business community which has
represented Western Australia's interests in the
Federal commission and which will represent
those interests in the State commission has de-
scribed the proposal as a "holocaust".
.The second remark made was that the proposal

will take the guts out of business; it is a penalty on
success. The third remark was that it is redun-
dancy insanity and an attack on employment. The
fourth remark was that one of the major values of
a business when it is sold is the goodwill; this
profit will be severely eroded because, on the sale
of a business, the owner will be up for termination
payments. The fifth remark was that a small busi-
ness is sold on average every eight years so that
termination payments are very important. The
sixth remark was that success is being penalised.
The seventh quotation is that it is ironic that two
arms of Government are working to achieve
opposing ends; one is racing around offering incen-
tives to employers to take on more staff and the
other is burdening employers with taxes and pen-
alties and limits which act as a disincentive to
their employing additional staff.

Those are the views of business. It is clear that
the business community in Western Australia-its
representatives have done their homework and
have fully considered the matter-is aghast at
what is being done by a Government which
professes concern about business and which has
professed, in the past, concern about jobs. The
responsible leaders of Government, the Confeder-
ation of Western Australian Industry, the Small
Business Association, and the Western Australian
Chamber of Commerce and Industry are appalled
by what is proposed with the support of this State
Government.

It is no answer to say that these redundancy and
termination provisions will not apply to a business
with fewer than 15 employees. That does not

answer the question at all. If one makes a calcu-
lation in relation to a business employing 20
people on an average wage he will find that that
business will pay out approximately $4 750 in pay-
roll tax; that is, on the basis that the average wage
is $15 000 and, therefore, the total wage cost is
$300 000. The business would be subject to the
$200 000 exemption.

The minimum amount which that business must
put aside each year to meet the redundancy and
job security payments required under the proposed
award is a sum approximately half to three-quar-
ters of the payroll tax amount. This Government,
which, when in Opposition, claimed to be con-
cerned about payroll tax, which made extensive
promises about the abolition of payroll tax, and
which made great political play last year about a
0.5 per cent reduction in payroll tax, is now sup-
porting the introduction of a measure to add a
substantial annual burden which can be compared
in cost with the cost of payroll tax. So much for
this Government's sincerity and its genuine con-
cern for business and its survival.

Given all that, and given that the Government is
forced by reason of its trade union masters to take
up this illogical and inconsistent stance on an im-
portant issue, let us consider the way this proposal
was introduced as a Government decision. Bear in
mind, Mr Speaker, that we raised this matter time
and time again last year by way of questions, by
way of a motion in this House and, if my memory
serves me correctly, on one occasion by way of an
urgency motion. On each occasion the Govern-
ment said, "Do not jump to any conclusions. We
are considering the matter. We support the Feder-
al commission only in principle and we will not
necessarily follow the same course in this State."

The Government has had sufficient time to con-
sider the matter properly and to study its ramifi-
cations. After all that time and opportunity, after
all the months of debate, the circulars from busi-
ness people, the pamphlets produced by people
who have studied the matter, and the represen-
tations from the Confederation of WA Industry
and other bodies, the Government reached its con-
clusion at a Cabinet meeting on Monday night
and announced to the world that it would support
the Federal commission's decision. What do we
find in the process by which the Government
reached that decision? We find that it did not
consult the Confederation of WA Industry or any
other industry group. Therefore, it reached this
terrible economic decision which will affect the
future of business and employment in Western
Australia without consulting the confederation or
other industry groups. That will be the first shock
to you, Mr Speaker; I am sure it will be a shock to
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you to hear that the Government reached such a
decision on that basis.

The Government did not consult with its own
tripartite consultative council-the very council
that this Government set up to consider issues
between the Government, industry, and the
unions. The council, appointed by the Govern-
ment, was not asked to express an opinion and was
not consulted about this vital decision. It is not a
light decision and it is not an easy matter to be
decided-it is a fundamental change to provisions
affecting the Western Australian workplace.

I have not had time to go into details about
parts of the economic issue I am mentioning now.
I remind the House, as I did last year, that there
are very serious provisions in this award about
union power over management decisions. The
Government will have to wait for debate on this
issue on another occasion, but let it not be thought
by the Government that because we do not have
time to consider this issue today, the Opposition is
passing over it. It is important and because-apart
from the cost-it involves management practices,
the matter would require consideration by the tri-
partite consultative council.

Worse is to come: The Government did not
undertake a costing of the effects of the flow-on to
private enterprise and, therefore, when the de-
cision was announced in the upper House last
night, the Government could not tell the Parlia-
ment what it would cost private industry as a
result of the Government's support of the pro-
visions which will flow-on from the Federal
sphere.

The Government did not even undertake a study
of the cost to itself-

Mr MacKinnon: To the taxpayers.
Mr H-IASSELL: -in regard to its own budget-

ary implications. It did not receive advice from the
Treasury regarding the implications for its own
wages bill which will be borne by the taxpayers of
the State, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
just mentioned.

It is an appalling and extremely serious situ-
ation and it will have the most serious
consequences. This Government which has pro-
fessed to be concerned about taxation has commit-
ted itself to support a new form of taxation: a
capital tax on business. One estimate which I was
given last year showed that a business worth
$100 000 would pay approximately $27 000. That
was only one estimate, and it may be wrong, but it
was a genuine estimate which was not undertaken
by me, but by someone outside the Parliament.

This is a very serious matter and the Govern-
ment should facilitate a more thorough debate.

The Opposition regards it as urgent and that is the
reason the urgency motion was brought forward
today.

Mr Speaker, if the Government does not want
to reply to the urgency motion I have no option
but to seek leave of the House to withdraw the
motion.

Mr Pearce: We thought you had two speakers.

Mr MacKinnon: Who moved the motion?

The SPEAKER: I am in the hands of the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr HASSELL: I have no option, but to seek
leave of the House to withdraw the motion.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-
cation) [2.39 p.m.]: I will reply to the Opposition.

Mr Laurance: Very reluctantly.

Mr PEARCE: I only assumed that the Oppo-
sition-knowing I was the sole speaker on behalf
of the Government-would appreciate the oppor-
tunity to put all its arguments to the House before
I responded to them.

The normal cry of the Opposition is, of course,
that the Government does not respond to such
issues. I presumed that the theme of the other half
of the comic duo would be better than the theme
from the first half and I was waiting with great
interest to hear what was to be said.

Mr Hassell: In a debate, as distinct from an
harangue, it is usual to hear speakers from each
side alternately. As a debater you should know
that.

Mr PEARCE: It means nothing to me. It is no
debate as far as we are concerned. We are
listening to the Opposition's request that the
Government change its attitude with regard to the
proposal that the Cabinet approved on Monday to
support an application to the Industrial Com-
mission by the Trades and Labor Council as a test
case to have redundancy and termination pro-
visions placed in eight awards in Western
Australia. Not much argument has been put for-
ward by the Leader of the Opposition with regard
to that and I thought we would listen to the other
half of the Opposition's case before responding.
However, if the other half does not require re-
sponse, I will merely respond to the comments of
the Leader of the Opposition. Much of the reason
for his being in Opposition was fairly
demonstrated in his harangue and I support the
comment made by the Premier that if the Leader
of the Opposition had not shouted so much he
would have achieved a higher level of credibility.

When talking about the holocaust about to de-
scend on people one of the great difficulties of
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being an end-of- the- world prophet, like the little
man who walks around Kings Park saying the end
is nigh, is when one specifies a date. The appli-
cation will be put to the test and the Leader of the
Opposition will be in difficulty because he has
called down a holocaust which will not Occur.
There is nothing new about the provisions which
are sought to be included into awards in Western
Australia. In fact, they have already been inserted
in awards in the Federal court and no holocaust
has followed.

Mr MacKinnon: How many Federal awards
have been amended?

Mr PEARCE: Two major awards have been
amended and there has been no holocaust.

Mr MacKirnon- Which awards?

Mr PEARCE: It is not quiz time and I am
replying to the Leader of the Opposition's com-
ments, The Deputy Leader of the Opposition did
not have two words to say on this subject a second
ago and now he cannot be silenced.

The awards will flow through to other awards.
As the Leader of the Opposition has indicated,
these provisions have been placed in the Federal
award with the support in principle of the Western
Australian Government. Our attitude has not
changed with regard to the applications being
made to the State Industrial Commission and no
holocaust will follow.

I know this is an Opposition party which fecels
that its duty is to oppose things but it is extremely
rare for an Opposition to come forward in this way
to oppose job security, If there is one thing that
people in the work force-who comprise the vast
majority of the Western Australian com-
munity-are concerned about these days it is job
security. The Government is taking a stand in
principle in support of security provisions for the
jobs of Western Australian workers. We feel that
that is part of our responsibility. We carry and
accept a responsibility for all sections of the com-
munity including a responsibility for small busi-
ness. In approximately 25 minutes I shall have the
opportunity to list for the benefit of members
many of the initiatives we have taken in support of
small business in Western Austral ia-headed by
our unprecedented reduction oF payroll tax, which
has never been done by a Liberal Government.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: 1 am astounded by members of
the Opposition. Four minutes ago a supporter
could not be found for the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. Even when it came to standing up in sup-
port of the motion, some of the converts were a

little slow. However, now they want to discuss the
subject willy-nilly.

I will go through the proposals which are cur-
rently to be placed before the Industrial Com-
mission and demonstrate their reasonableness.
Secondly, I will indicate that the Government has
considerable concern for small business. Indeed,
the extensive measures we have taken- to improve
the prospects for business, including small busi-
ness, are such thA t small) business need not fear for
its position overall even if the Western Australian
Industrial Commission decides to support the ap-
plications being made to it, I will go through the
details of the application and perhaps those mem-
bers of the Opposition who are most vocal will
indicate as I go through them which particular
proposals in specific terms they oppose.

Members may be interested to know that the
application has three components: Termination of
employm~ent, introduction of change, and redun-
dancy. All three components are significant and I
should like to hear the Opposition's attitude to
them. With regard to termination of employment
under the awards, application is being made,
following amendments to the Federal awards, for
the following-

Employers are prohibited from dismissing
an employee harshly, unijustly or
unreasonably.

Are members opposite opposed to the principle
that employers should be prohibited from
dismissing an employee harshly, unjustly or
unreasonably? There is no sound from the galahs
opposite. Suddenly the birdcage has fallen into a
strange and unprecedented hush.

Secondly-

Employers must provide employees, on re-
quest, with a written statement of the em-
ployment record.

Thirdly-

Employers are now required to give a
period of notice, or payment in lieu, on the
following basis.

If a person has worked for a company for one year
or less he must be given one week's notice. That is
hardly a_ radical condition because it applies in
every area of the work force.

Mr Laurance: How many permanent employees
of Charlie Carter Ply. Ltd. have been affected
recently? The whole work force is employed on a
casual basis now.

Mr PEARCE: If the member for Gascoyne had
something to say he had an opportunity to do so
some time ago.
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Employees with more than one year but less
than three years' service must be given two weeks'
notice and those with more than five years' service
must be given a massive four weeks' notice. Does
it not seem reasonable to members that a person
who has worked for a company for more than five
years should be entitled to the courtesy of one
month's notice before his or her employment is
terminated? Surely the only thing being asked of
businesses is to plan ahead a little so that they are
able to give longserving employees a month's no-
tice. That provision is already widespread in
employment in Australia and many awards, in-
cluding the mining awards, make much more
generous provision for termination and redun-
dancy than those now sought in the Industrial
Commission.

Mr Court: Do employees have to give the same
period of notice before leaving?

Mr PEARCE: The application also includes the
following-

Employees over 45 years of age are entitled
to an additional week's notice of termination
after two years' service.

This is included on the basis that in these times
people who are older than 45 years may have
difficulty finding another job and are entitled to
some consideration. There is a whole range of
exemptions from even those very mild provisions.
For example, the extended periods of notice do not
apply in the case of summary dismissal or to part-
tithe, casual or seasonal employees or to employees
on daily or hourly hire. Those in the permanent
work force who have been employed for some con-
siderable time are entitled to some level of job
security and that is recognised by the community.

To the member for Nedlands who made a fool-
ish interjection earlier, something which young
and new members are inclined to do and which
demonstrates the level of their ignorance, em-
ployees are required to give the same period of
notice on resignation. The member for Nedlands
thought that the opposite was the case which
shows how little he knows about this subject.

Mr Court: I was simply trying to see how much
you knew.

Mr PEARCE: That is very weak. I think it is
incumbent on members of the Opposition to know
a little more about the proposal before they leap to
the defence of measures which will help to wreck
the security of jobs of Western Australian em-
ployees. They have a responsibility to know what
they are supporting and to know the details of the
holocaust which, according to the Leader of the
Opposition, is about to descend on our heads.

A further provision states the following-
A dismissed employee is entitled to one

day's time off on full pay for each week of
notice to look for alternative work.

Surely the resettlement of employees would be in
everyone's interest, if it is possible for these people
to find alternative jobs. Since in many cases em-
ployees dismissed or terminated would be given
pay in lieu of notice that provision would not apply
in many circumstances.

Finally, with regard to the termination settle-
ment procedure, it is required that disputes con-
cerning unfair dismissal are referred to the com-
mission for conciliation before any award enforce-
ment proceedings are undertaken. That is to say, if
there is a dispute about the way in which the
award applies, people have to come back to the
commission for conciliation before they can even
seek to enforce the Act.

Those proposals seem very reasonable indeed to
me. I want to make it clear that the Government's
proposal to seek leave to appear before the com-
mission is to support these things in principle only
and not in fact to support the detail of them at the
level I have gone through. Obviously we would not
take the decision to support in principle unless we
felt that the details generally were pretty reason-
able. However, it is very much up to the com-
mission to decide what it wants to place in West-
ern Australian awards, and the Confederation of
WA Industry and other employer groups will have
every Opportunity to present a case which may
bear on these details. The Government has every
confidence that the Western Australian Industrial
Commission will come to a fair and reasonable
decision on this matter.

It seems to me that although the Government
has that level of confidence in the commission, the
Leader of the Opposition is clearly indicating that
he does not have that level of confidence in it. It is
not the Government which will be making this
decision; it will be the commission.

Mr Hlassell: You are supporting it.

Mr PEARCE: We are supporting it in principle.
Nevertheless we have every confidence in the com-
mission.

Mr Peter Jones: That is an insult. Does that
mean you are not really agitating for it?

Mr PEARCE: I suggest the member have a
discussion with the Leader of the Opposition who
is at least aware of our support, which was also in
principle.

Mr Peter Jones: We discussed that in here be-
fore.

Mr PEARCE: That is right, and we are having
the same debate again.
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Mr Peter Jones: We had your then Minister
telling us what it would cost.

Mr PEARCE: If the member does not have an
understanding of the difference between a Govern-
ment's agreeing in principle, which means we ap-
prove of the general concept of this thing-

Mr Peter Jones: You support this?
Mr PEARCE: In principle, of course. The

Government thinks that the proposals in detail are
fairly reasonable, but that does not mean we are
committed to any one of them.

Mr Peter Jones: Has there been any discussion
or consideration of what it will cost?

Mr PEARCE: There has been plenty of oppor-
tunity for the member to speak. If any member
wanted to speak to this debate he could have got
up when the Leader of the Opposition could not
find a supporter and 1 would have responded to
everything that member asked.

The second of the three elements of the
proposed changes to awards is simple and it deals
with the introduction of technological change in
the workplace in Western Australia. The rate of
technological change has had a great impact on
employment prospects for Western Australia. In
some cases a great degree of dislocation has
resulted from new technologies imported into in-
dustry. Under the proposals which will go to the
Western Australian Industrial Commission, em-
ployers are required to notify, provide information
about and consult employees and their unions on
major changes in production, organisation, struc-
ture, or technology which will have significant ef-
fects on employees.

The Government supports that in principle, yet
the Opposition is asking. us not to go before the
Industrial Commission and say that we believe
employees should be consulted and provided with
information when it is proposed to make signifi-
cant technological changes to industry which will
have a bearing on employment patterns in that
industry. The Opposition is opposed to that be-
cause it does not give a damn about jobs for West-
ern Australians.

Thirdly, we come to the redundancy provisions
which, in the opinion of the member for Nedlands,
are the only sections of this proposal about which
he knows anything. I guess that will not prove to
be a very significant amount of knowledge, even i
this restricted area.

The redundancy proposal is for employers with
15 or more employees-and that provision, I
might say, exempts 78 per cent of businesses in
Western Australia. The vast bulk of small
businesses in Western Australia have 1 5 or fewer

employees, so they are not affected by redundancy
provisions. They can carry on their small
businesses totally untouched by the redundancy
provisions. These provisions will apply only to
those 22 per cent or businesses in Western
Aulstralia which have 16 or More employees.
Those are the larger businesses, 22 per cent of the
total, many of which already have arrangements
with their employees which are more generous
than these redundancy provisions I am about to
quote and which it is proposed to insert in the
award.

So the sector of business which will be affected
by this will be very small. So much for the holo-
caust. It will be a discriminating holocaust if it
ever comes to pass, because it will not touch too
many businesses. The vast majority of small
businesses in this State will be untouched. But
there is, of course, no holocaust to come.

Mr Hassell: It is obvious you have never had to
earn a bob in private enterprise!

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: Even the member for Nedlands'

boat business will not be affected by these pro-
visions, unless he has employed a whole lot more
people than he did the last time I was there. His
business would fall into the category of 15 or
fewer employees, so he would not be obliged to
give any consideration to the redundancy pro-
visions about which he is so concerned.

The second point is that employers must notify
the Commonwealth Employment Service about
retrenchments due to redundancy. That is hardly a
holocaust-style provision. Employees made redun-
dant will be entitled to the following standards of
severance pay: If they have served less than one
year, no severance pay. If they have served be-
tween one and two years, they are entitled to four
weeks' severance pay, going up to eight weeks'
severance pay if they have more than four years'
service.

Many awards make provision for more generous
severance pay arrangements in any event. Further-
more, that is an area over which the Western
Australian Industrial Commission will hear argu-
ment and make its own decision. The Government
is, not supporting the specifics of that proposal or
any other proposal, but giving a general indication
that in principle we support the concept in awards
or agreements that bear on the question of redun-
dancy.

Severance pay standards will not apply in the
case of dismissal for misconduct, for employees
engaged for a specified time or task, casual em-
ployees, seasonal employees, or employees en-
gaged by the day or hour. We are only talking at
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the most about that proportion of the 22 per cent
of businesses which have 16 or more employees
and which do not already have redundancy pro-
visions in the award which are more generous than
those I now mention. Take out those employees in
the categories which I have mentioned, and mem-
bers will see how little impact this will have on
employees in this State.

In extraordinary circumstances an employer
may apply to the commission for exemption; that
is to say, if the employer is likely to go bankrupt as
a result of the severance pay arrangements. For
example, if a business were in financial trouble,
and paying those severance payments would send
it over the edge, then it could go to the commission
to seek exemption.

That exemption might be granted in part or in
whole on the basis of incapacity to pay, on the
basis of certain superannuation arrangements, or
because the employer had found suitable alterna-
tive employment for an employee. That is to say,
an employer can avoid the whole of the redun-
dancy package by arranging alternative employ-
menit for his employee. Many large businesses, of
course, seek to do that in any event. There may be
a desire to apply common standards to workers
under Federal or State awards in the employers'
work force. So for a whole range of reasons the
provisions need not apply.

Finally, employees to be redeployed in redun-
dancy situations are entitled to a period of notice
of transfer to a new job equivalent to that which
applies in relation to termination of employment;
that is to say, a period of between one and four
weeks, depending on how much full-time service
an employee has given to a firm.

It can hardly be argued that this will cause a
holocaust which will consume businesses and in-
dustry in Western Australia. It is quite natural
that the Confederation of WA Industry or other
employer groups would go to the commission to
seek to have those applications watered down or
else defeated altogether,

We understand that that is always the ease be-
tween employers and employees: Employers will
seek to pay as little as they can and employees will
seek to get as much as they can.

Mr MacKinnon: Do you think the decision will
help the recovery of the Australian dollar?

Mr PEARCE: Would not the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition just love to see the Australian dol-
lar collapse down to 30c or 40c! What a patriot he
is! He supported the floating of the dollar and I
heard him do so in this House. Does he deny that?

Mr MacKinnon. I supported it wholeheartedly.

Mr PEARCE: However, as soon as the
Australian dollar floats down 7 per cent or 8 per
cent, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition gets to
his feet and yells, "The economy is weak". He
hopes the Australian dollar will go down further.
What sort of responsible Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is he?

Mr MacKinnon: I am sitting down; I am not on
my feet.

Mr PEARCE: Of course, we could not get any
Opposition members to stand a few minutes ago.

The Government understands that it is the
nature of industrial relations that employers will
seek to pay as little as they can and that they will
give only what they must in terms of conditions,
and employees will ask for as much as they think
they can get. That is the nature of the business,
and it is the job of people such as those who sit on
the Industrial Commission to resolve those kinds
of situations in order that a fair and reasonable
decision is made.

The Government has every confidence that the
commission will make a fair and reasonable de-
cision in this matter. However, in saying that, I do
not want to leave the House with the impression
that the Government is not aware that, if these
provisions meet with the acceptance of the com-
mission following on the decision already made
after substantial argument by the Federal com-
mission, there will or there may be some further
costs to those businesses which would fall within
the category that I mentioned with regard to re-
dundancy payments. The Government is aware of
that and it must make balancing-off decisions on
the one hand against the need to support business,
and, on the other hand, against the need to ensure
job security for all Western Australian workers.

T here fore, as pa rt o F ou r package of a pproa ches
on this matter I shall indicate to the House the
steps the Government has taken to make more
solid the position of business in this State, because
we have given a level of support to small business
that is unprecedented in terms of Western
Australian Governments in the recent or, indeed,
in the ancient history of this State.

In the 1984-85 Budget we reduced payroll tax
to all businesses by 0.25 per cent. That was the
first reduction in payroll tax in the history of this
State, and it was a reduction which was very well
received and supported by business. That rep-
resents a reduction in costs to business which has
been achieved by this Government and which
those who sat opposite-some of whom held busi-
ness and industry portfolios under the previous
Govern met-never took upon themselves to
achieve for business in this State.
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We increased the exemption level of payroll tax,
a measure which specifically supports and benefits
small business. As a result of that decision, 2 000
small businesses in this State were exempted
totally from the impact of payroll tax.

We reduced the financial institutions duty by 40
per cent, from 5c to 3c. As a result of an election
commitment we established the Small Business
Development Corporation and increased its
funding by 45 per cent in the 1984-85 Budget.

We have before the House the Commercial
Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreements Bill 1985
which will give very significant security and sup-
port and will offer avenues for dealing with shady
operators to those who hold commercial tenancies
for retail shops.

We have introduced into Parliament the small
business land guarantee scheme which is due to
commence in May, following passage through this
House and another place.

We have reduced water rates for 80 per cent of
businesses in this State.

Several members interjected.

Mr Tonkin: What did you do when you had the
chance? You did nothing.

Mr Spriggs: That isn't true and you know it.

Mr Tonkin. A total of 80 per cent of businesses
are paying less.

Mr Spriggs: That is untrue and you know it.
You increased rates by about 50 per cent; that's
what you did. The average consumer is paying 50
per cent more for water rates under your Govern-
ment than he paid previously.

Mr PEARCE: It is amazing that I can make
Opposition members speak, but they will not sup-
port their leader.

I sat in Opposition in this Parliament for six
years. Every year when we dealt with water rates,
small businesses would ask for relief, but they
never obtained it under Liberal Governments.
Under a Labor Government, 80 per cent of small
businesses have found that their annual water bills
are less than they were under a Liberal Govern-
ment.

We have appointed the irst of our regional
small business development officers to "Bunbury,
the largest regional centre outside the metropoli-
tan area. The Government hopes that is the begin-
ning of a scheme which will provide assistance to
small business in a range of regional centres, be-
cause we understand the importance of small busi-
ness in those areas.

One very important decision we have made
which will assist small and, indeed, larger business

is to ensure that the Government pays its bills on
time. When I was in Opposition I was inundated
with requests from small businesses in my elector-
ate asking that the Government pay its bills within
60 days. In some cases people were asking that
bills which had been outstanding for six months.
and which had been incurred by Liberal Govern-
ments in respect of small businesses, be paid.

We have made a commitment that, from April,
the Government will pay its bills within a strict
30-day period. More than anything, that move will
be of benefit to small businesses which trade with
the Government, because they will no longer have
to meet the cost of supplying equipment to the
Government when the Government is slow in pay-
ing for no good purpose or reason.

We have undertaken a range of actions to cut
red tape and ensure that business is less regulated
by the Government than was the case under Lib-
eral Governments.

We have established a Commercial Tribunal
which will replace 14 existing regulatory bodies.
We are introducing sunset clauses to ensure that
the dead hand of bureaucracy does not stay with
businesses long past the time that its usefulness is
over.

We are reviewing regulations which impact on
small business to ensure that the dead hand of
bureaucracy does not rest on business unnecess-
arily.

Under my Planning portfolio we are
amalgamating all the planning authorities to en-
sure that planning decisions which impact on busi-
ness, developers, and the like will be proceeded
with expeditiously and not under the "Topsy"
system which prevailed when the Liberals
governed Western Australia.

We have appointed this State's first Minister
for Small Business, and a very active and vital
Minister he is. He has indicated the level of activ-
ity with which we expect to see small business
deal.

The report on trading hours will soon be avail-
able for publicity and, of course, small business
has an interest in that.

in the next financial year we intend to reduce
land tax by $5 million. Again that will be of great
benefit to small business and industry in this
State. Details of that move will soon be announced
by the Treasurer.

If I may finish on a philosophical note, I indi-
cate that the difference between Government and
Opposition is this: It is the responsibility of a
Government to weigh up the interests of a com-
munity as well as the interests of specific groups
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within that community. It is our job to ensure that
we support those groups which need support and
that we make sure everybody in the community is
treated fairly. That is what the Government is
doing in this case.

It will always be the way of irresponsible Oppo-
sitions that they wilt charge in here to support this
or that interest group when they see a vote in it. I
suppose that is the way of Oppositions and one
cannot be very surprised that the present Oppo-
sition is doing it here today as it did on many other
occasions. However, let me say to Opposition
members that they will have to make the tran-
sition from that level of irresponsibility to our level
of responsibility in their hearts before they will
ever occupy these benches again.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [3.09 p.m.]: It indi-
cates the importance the Government places on
this motion when it has the member for Armadale
reply to it.

Mr Burkett: He is a Minister.

Mr COURT: The Minister has replied to it.

Mr Burkett: Show him some respect, boy won-
der!

Mr COURT: It is a bit of an insult to both the
business community and those employees who will
lose their jobs because of this decision which the
Government has supported.

The Minister said that the Government was
supporting job security. However, he knows very
well that in fact he is talking about job insecurity.
It is a great pity that the Deputy Premier, the
Minister responsible not only for small business
but for business as a whole, is not present in the
House to defend the insanity of this redundancy
decision.

This morning we said publicly that this decision
was going to be the death sentence for many small
businesses, and many larger businesses, in this
State. That does not seem to be of great import-
ance to members opposite. This decision will be
the straw that breaks the camel's back for both
small and large businesses. Small businesses no
longer will have any incentive to grow beyond 15
employees. Does the Government think that is a
good step? What happens to the small businesses
when the employees they take on number around
15? Already they have the payroll tax barrier to
get over and now they are likely to have the ad-
ditional barrier of this redundancy decision.
Everyone knows that besides those problems, those
barriers, small businessmen also have to meet the
normal problems of running a business, and these
are predominantly financial barriers they must
hurdle in trying to grow. Those small and larger

businesses which employ more than 15 people will
simply be clobbered by this decision.

So much for a Government which says it is
trying to help small business. The Government
seems to have no understanding, no reeling, of the
problems under which the business sector is
operating. It is a red herring for the Minister to
say that 78 per cent of small businesses are
exempt from this decision. If the Minister wants to
talk figures, why not talk about the people
involved, the employees involved, and then look at
the thousands of people who are going to be affec-
ted by this decision?

Mr Pearce: They are affected by getting greater
job security.

Mr COURT: They are getting job insecurity.
The Minister knows it and the employees know it.
I suggest that the Minister go out to a business
and sit down with the employees, not the boss, and
discuss this whole question of redundancy.

To reinforce that point, recently I was in
Albany and I went out to the light industrial area
to visit a business involved in a manufacturing
process. It employed 20 to 30 workers, which is a
good size business. We sat over morning tea and
had a discussion about this redundancy decision.
The employees fully understand that when this
decision is brought in some of them will have to
go.

Mr Pearce: Why?
Mr COURT: What a stupid question: Because

of the increased liability that employer will face
overnight. retrospectively. He will have an
increased liability which in many cases he will be
unable to carry and in many cases it will break the
business. It is the last straw. Small businessmen
are not sitting there making thousands of dollars
of which they can hand out a bit here and a bit
there to the Government. They are working under
a heavy burden of regulations and a very compli-
cated tax system. They are not making hundreds
of thousands of dollars.

Mr Pearce-. How many people have been laid off
under the previous awards?

Mr COURT: The Minister should go to New
South Wales where these redundancy provisions
apply and have a look at the employment situation
and the number of manufacturers in that State
who now manufacture their goods in Hong Kong.
The Minister maight. then think twice before re-
peating the statement he has just made. The Min-
ister has been concentrating on small businesses.
What about the large ones? Does the Minister not
mind if they go out of business? What about the
cost flow-ons from those large businesses which
supply the small businesses? Does the Minister
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think if they have to fork out more money they
will not have to put up their prices? There is an
indirect flow-through.

Towards the end of last year a survey was car-
ried out of the business community both small and
large and it showed that 85 per cent of the people
surveyed said that if this redundancy decision
came into being they would be laying off staff.

Mr Pearce: But 78 per cent would not be affec-
ted by the redundancy decision.

Mr COURT: No, 78 per cent of the small busi-
ness sector. The Minister should get his facts
right.

Mr Pearce: I have seen that survey which was
taken in the context of getting the provision to
exempt firms of I5 or fewer employees.

Mr COURT: We have the crazy situation
where the Government on the one hand is begging
employers to put people on while on the other
hand it is forcing people out of work. That is
totally absurd, that is going on in our community
right now. It is a union-Government gone crazy.
This Government wants to penalise labour-inten-
sive industries and the service industry. If one
looks at che labour-intensive industries for
example, a nursery, or a flower growing husi-
ness--one sees that they happen to employ a lot of
people. They wake up and find in the paper one
day that the Government has decided to put a few
million dollars into a nursery to compete against
them and next week they see that the Government
is supporting this redundancy decision. What is
the Government going to think of next? The
Government will hear a lot more from that indus-
try. How is the Government going to help that
industry? That industry will not put up with the
Government's going into direct competition
against it.

I must say that this decision is causing concern
to the business community. it is sending shock
waves through the business community, and if the
Minister does not believe it he should go out and
talk to the people involved. This is the one subject
that comes up all the time, The people who are
asking about it are those who employ fewer than
15 people and they are just as concerned as those
who employ over 15 people, which is what they
strive for.

Mr Pearce: They are putting people on. Tey
will hardly be touched by redundancy provisions.

Mr COURT: What a negative attitude. Does
the Minister not want to see a business which
employs 10 people grow to a business employing
20 people?

Mr Pearce: You do not have redundancy pro-
visions when a business is growing. You have them
when a business is declining.

Mr COURT: I would have thought the bigger
the business the more turnover of people and the
more this decision came into force.

It is a pity the Minister for Small Business is
not here. I would be interested in what advice the
Small Business Development Corporation gave on
this decision because last year the Deputy Premier
in answer to a question said that the Small Busi-
ness Development Corporation was looking at this
proposal. It was to advise the Government of the
attitude to it of small businesses. I would be
interested to know whether the SBDC said to the
Government that this would be a great help to
small business and "we think you should support
it". If the SBDC said to the Government, "I do
not think you should support it", then its advice
has been ignored and we all know why: Because
the Trades and Labor Council said to Mr
Dowding-who is in trouble-that he should
make sure that he gets the Government to support
the redundancy decision, and that was what
happened. IHe has to go out every month and ex-
plain away the unemployment figures and then he
has to go out and explain to business people why
his Government has supported the redundancy de-
cisiun. He will have a problemi.

This decision discriminates against well-estab-
lished employers, employers who have been loyal
to their employees, and have taken great pride
over the years in their efforts to ensure they kept
long-term employees. We know that the longer the
term a person has been employed the more this
decision will hit the employers. We know the de-
cision discriminates against labour- intensive in-
dustries, and we have already mentioned problems
facing the nursery industry, which employs a large
number of people.

This decision to support the redundancy pro-
visions has been made without any consultation
with those employers whom the Government says
proudly it talks to. I do not think the Govern-
ment's tripartite council has sat for some time and
I would think it should have met on an important
matter like this.

This action is a recipe for job insecurity. it
certainly does not provide job security, as the Min-
ister tried to blandly say it did at the beginning of
his remarks. This action attacks the financial vi-
ability of a wide range of businesses and it is sad
that when we thought that Australia was- pulling
out of its economic collapse, when there was a bit
of hope, we should have the crazy situation where
everything is going backwards for us and, on top
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of this, the Government wants to bring in another
disincentive for our industry to remain competitive
on the export market, something which we know is
so important to us.

Mr Pearce: There are not as many businesses
going bankrupt as there were when your rather
was Premier, but I bet you chuckle over every one.

Mr COURT: That is a really stupid thing to
say, but if it gives the Minister satisfaction to say
it, well and good.

The other factor we cannot ignore is the situ-
ation at the time of sale of the owner of an average
business employing, say, 20 people who have
worked for an average of eight years for that firm.
The liability of the owner will represenit
approximately 40 per cent of the goodwill value of
his business. The Minister knows that with a small
business the only thing a businessman has at the
end of his working career, or on reaching retire-
ment, is the value of the goodwill he obtains by
selling his business. However, some 40 per cent of
businesses have now gone bankrupt and those
businessmen are truly aware of the attack the
Government is supporting on the hard work they
have done over the years.

What is the cost of this situation? It seems to be
that the Government has instantly decided not to
consult with industry. The Government is not able
to tell this Parliament what it will cost the
Government. One week the Government says,
"We want to make Government departments more
responsible for their spending and we want
Government departments to have better financial
management", and the following week the
Government is prepared to support this decision
which will add tremendously to the cost of
Government.

in conclusion, instead of concentrating on re-
dundancy, why does not the Government concen-
trate on employment?

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

CONTROL OF VEHICLES (OFF-ROAD
AREAS) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 21 November 1984.
MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [3.24

p.mn.]: This Bill seeks to bring the provisions for
the wearing of seat belts and safety helmets in off-
road vehicles into line with those regulations re-
quiring similar devices to be used in vehicles driv-
ing on the normal road system.

Recent serious accidents have given rise to con-
siderable concern in relation to the operation of
off-road vehicles. The Opposition supports the

basic principle of the Bill which will require off-
road vehicles to have seat belts fitted and used and
the drivers of motor cycles in an off-road environ-
ment to wear protective helmets.

However, I want to bring forth many queries
regarding this legislation in the hope that the Min-
ister may be able to provide some satisfactory
replies to them. The principle involved in the Bill
is a worthy one, and it will provide and ensure
additional protection for those people who enjoy
the use of off-road vehicles-the vehicles I may
mention now require safety devices, for instance,
roll bars, and the use of seat belts is additional
protection to that already afforded by the roll bar.
One could say that an off-road vehicle with a roll
bar and no seat belts would probably afford little
protection because the occupants would be likely
to be thrown out of the vehicle should the vehicle
overturn in an accident. To maximise that safety
advantage, the fitting of seat belts is most desir-
able.

My query relates to a problem which occurs
with automatic seat belts in off-road vehicles. If
seat belts are required to be worn, surely that
requirement should be a sensible one in respect of
the people using the vehicle. I understand that
with many four-wheel drive vehicles the seat belts
fitted are the automatic lap-sash type. This means
that, as with an ordinary car, when the vehicle is
stationary or is in a non-accelerating or
decelerating mode, the strap can easily be pulled
out. However, if the strap happens to lock-and it
can lock by the person in the seat moving forward
with a sudden jerk-the mechanism is such that
the pressure on the seat belt must be released
before the locking mechanism will unlock. I
understand the problem is that in an off-road ve-
hicle such as a four-wheel drive, when it travels
over rough country, there can be a continuous
ratcheting effect on the seat belt, tightening it up
on the occupant of the vehicle. Because of the
jerking motion of the vehicle going over rough
ground, the seat belt tightens and will not release.
The following jerk in fact causes the person to
move forward and this causes the seat belt to
tighten an extra notch. This occurrence has been
reported to me, although I must admit I have not
experienced it. It has been reported as a problem
in relation to requiring the use of automatic seat
belts in an off-road environment. It would not
occur with a lap-sash seat belt of the fixed variety.
Many Off-road vehicles I have seen have fixed lap-
sash seat belts and these are of course adjusted
when the occupant enters the vehicle and the same
sort of problem does not arise.

I would appreciate the Minister's looking into
this matter because it may represent a difficulty
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when vehicles which are designed for normal road
use and which have the kind of seat belts that most
cars have are used in an off-road situation. I was
informed that the seat belt can become so tight
and the locking mechanism so secure that it be-
comes very difficult to release the seat belt from
the occupant of the vehicle and, should it become
a common experience with a wide range of auto-
matic seat belts, it would be a cause for concern.

An offence is committed under the Control of
Vehicles (Off-road areas) Act if a vehicle is used
in an area which is a permitted area, or on private
property with the permission of the owner, and the
vehicle is not fitted with seat belts. If a vehicle is
used in an area which is not a permitted area or in
an area where the owner's permission has not been
granted and the vehicle is not fitted with a seat
belt, is the offence compounded by that omission
on top of the offence of driving the vehicle in a
non-permitted area?

It would seem to me that an extremely
substantial financial penalty for non-compliance
with the Act will apply. It is not clear W ithin the
Bill whether that is likely to occur. I think the
same thing would occur in relation to the wearing
of a helmet by the driver of a motorcycle.

Another question I wish to ask relates to those
vehicles which are given an exemption, under the
Road Traffic Act, from the requirement to have
scat belts fitted, because they predate the intro-
duction of the Act. I do not know how many of
those vehicles are still in existence, but there was a
provision for that.

Mr Carr: There was a provision, but I think it
has expired.

Mr TRETHOWAN: If any of those vehicles
were used in an off-road sense, this Act would
require those vehicles to be fitted with seat belts,
even if they were exempted under the Road
Traffic Act. If the vehicles are used off road, they
would need to be fitted with seat belts anyway. I
just wanted to check the situation.

Mr Carr: That is my understanding.
Mr TRETHOWAN: One other matter that the

Bill does not make clear relates to the question of
who is to be charged with some of these offences.
The Bill provides that if seat belts are fitted to a
vehicle they are to be worn by children of three
years of age or older, and persons up to the age of
70 years, after which age there is an exemption. In
relation to motorcycles, the requirement is that
children over the age of six years must wear pro-
tective helmets.

If, for instance, we have a four-wheel drive ve-
hicle travelling in a permitted area and the parents
are strapped in, but a child of four years of age is

not strapped in, that child would technically com-
mit an offence under this legislation. However, the
Act does not make it clear whether the charge is to
be laid against the child or the driver of the ve-
hicle. It appears, from the Bill, that the penalty
will be assessed on the occupant of the vehicle who
did not wear the seat belt.

Mr Carr: Do you know what it is in the Road
Traffic Act?

Mr TRETHO WAN: I am afraid I do not.
Mr Carr- I do not know either, but I know that

the wording of this Bill, where possible, was to be
consistent with the Road Traffic Act. Without
knowing the answer to that question, I would pre-
sume the answer is the same as that which applies
in I he traffic Act.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Which would mean that
the individual person was responsible. It seems to
me that it would be unreasonable for the driver of
the vehicle to be made responsible for every pass-
enger not wearing a seat belt; that responsibility
rests upon the individual. I understand that what
is included in the Road Traffic Act, although I am
not sure. That area needs clarification.

The point arises whether a three or four-year-
old child will be charged in relation to the offence.
That represents a problem, because I understand
seven years is the age of responsibility under the
Criminal Code. 1 am not sure whether a child
under the age of seven years can be charged. In
fact, who is charged? Is it the parent?

This could become a difficult problem. The Bill
does not make the situation clear. It needs some
clarification. How will the prosecution be
exercised in such a ease, particularly in relation to
a child who is riding a motorcycle? Some motor-
cycles are designed for off-road use by children
between the ages of six years and eight years.
They are designed mechanically for use by
children of that age. It would seem to me that any
parent would be failing in his or her duty if he or
she did not make sure that the child was wearing a
helmet when riding such a vehicle. Protective hel-
mets are designed and available for children to
wear when riding these machines. I ask again:
Who would be charged-the person in charge of
the machine, or the parent? I think in both eases
there is a need for clarification.

The most serious concern I have about the legis-
lation relates to the penalties provided in it. Clause
5 of the Bill provides that if a vehicle which is
required to be fitted with seat belts is not fitted
with seat belts and is used in a permitted area,
that constitutes an offence, and the penalty is
$200 for the First offence and $400 for the second
and subsequent offences. That level of penalty
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does not seem to be unreasonable. it is certainly in
keeping with the levels of penalty within other
sections of the Act.

I mention the levels of penalty provided for in-
fringement notices, presuming the infringement
notice would relate to the fact that a person would
be required to pay the fine or be taken to court. If
a person does not pay the fine he has the option,
which will be exercised, to be taken to court. I ask
whether the $200 and $400 fine is mandatory, or
whether it is the maximum fine. If a person goes
before a magistrate, is the fine at the discretion of
the magistrate?

It seems to me that the penalty for the non-
fitting of seat belts to a vehicle is relatively reason-
able considering the other penalties in the Act.
However, the ocher parts of clause 5 which lay
down the penalties for not complying with the
requirement to wear a seat belt or safety helmet
are out of proporticn with the rest of the pro-
visions of the Act.

The penalty for not wearing a seat belt is $400
and up to $800 for the second and subsequent
offences. The penalty for a person not less than six
years of age who does not wear a safety helmet
when riding a motorcycle is $400 and $800 for
subsequent offences. It seems to me to be ridicu-
lous, if they are mandatory offences for which in-
fringement notices can be issued. The idea of issu-
ing an infringement notice for $800 for the non-
wearing of a cycle helmet or a seat belt seems to
me to be little short of ridiculous. I find it difficult
to accept that as a well thought-out basic penalty.

Even if they are maximum penalties, $800
would seem an extremely high penalty for the non-
wearing of a seat belt when under the Road
Traffit it involves a loss, I think, of two demerit
points and $50-] cannot remember exactly. That
is a pretty minimal cost commensurate with the
offence, and I would have thought it one which the
general community would accept as a reasonable
cost. It seems to me that to fine a person $400 for
failure to wear a seat belt and $800 for a sub-
sequent offence is out of all proportion to the
offence committed. I have very serious concerns
about that. I would appreciate knowing whether
people are to be subject to infringement notices
and whether there is discretion in the assessment
of the penalty. If there is no discretion I indicate
now I will be prepared to move an amendment to
bring these penalties for the non-wearing of seat
belts and helmets down to the more reasonable
level of $100 for the first and $150 for the second
offence. I would have thought that was consider-
ably heavier than the penalties applying under the
Road Traffic Act, but at least it is in keeping with
the penalties in the rest of the Act.

It is little short of ridiculous that a three-year-
old child may be fined $800 for non-wearing of a
seat belt. I really do not see that as a sensible
means of ensuring the enforcement of the law. A
child who rides an off-road motorbike while not
wearing a protective helmet and who commits that
offence more than once can be fined $800. Again
it seems to be nothing short of ridiculous and out
of all keeping with what the public is used to in the
level of fines under the Road Traffic Act.

The general thrust of the Bill is commendable.
If the community sees it as reasonable and fair
that seat belts should be provided for the
occupants of vehicles driven on public roads and
that the Road Traffic Act should contain a pen-
alty if the belts are not worn when people ride a
motorcycle on a road, and there is a penalty for
not doing so, it seems reasonable that these pro-
visions should be applied to off-road vehicles for
the same reasons and arguments advanced in re-
lation to vehicles driven on the road. In fact, it
might be the same vehicle because many four-
wheel drive Vehicles now serve both as family cars
and off-road vehicles, in which case when they are
driven on the highways they are subject to the
provisions of the Road Traffic Act and when used
off-road they are subject to the provisions of this
Act. It seems not unreasonable that the same pro-
visions and requirements should apply in both cir-
cumstances.

Subject to the queries I have raised, the basic
concern I have is that the penalties in this Bill for
non-compliance with the requirement to wear seat
belts and protective helmets seem to be out of all
proportion. It seems ridiculous that a person can
be fined $200 for not having his vehicle fitted with
belts but fined $400 for not wearing them in a
vehicle which has them provided. That is out of all
proportion and I fail to understand the logic of
those who drafted the Bill in fixing such high
penalties. It is as though the Government is saying
that because perhaps this may not be an easy Bill
to enforce and the principal Act is not easy to
enforce, higher penalties balance out the perhaps
lower risk of being caught compared with offences
under the Road Traffic Act, where the chance of
being caught is much higher because there are
traffic patrols whose job it is to thoroughly enforce
that Act's provisions.

Even so, a considerable degree of commonsense
should prevail, and it is niot commonsense, as gen-
erally perceived by the public, to say that the law
should provide an initial fine of $400 for the non-
wearing of seat belts and a fine of $800 for second
and subsequent offences. After all, in many of
these cases the law is there to encourage people to
protect themselves. The person who will suffer
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principally if he does not wear a belt and there is
an accident, is the motorist himself. Certainly a
community cost is involved-and this has been
canvassed in relation to the Road Traffic Act-in
terms of hospitalisation, care and rehabilitation
should the person suffer serious injury.

I fail to be convinced that the penalties provided
for the non-wearing of seatbelts and protective
helmets in off-road vehicles are in keeping with
the offences which they seek to deter. It is my
understanding that in general terms the Bill is
supported, particularly by those people who have
to enforce it, principally the local authorities
which have the responsibility of enforcing much of
the Contol of Vehicles (Off-road areas) Act. It is
generally seen as a move in the right direction. I
give notice that, depending on the answers the
Minister provides. I will seek to amend the penal-
ties relating to the requirement to wear a seat belt
and protective headgear.

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [3.47 p.m.); I
do not necessarily want to disagree with my col-
league, but I draw attention to the fact that this
Bill is a nothing. I do not know how many mem-
bers have read it, but it is the sort of Bill that
brings Governments and Parliaments into dis-
repute, and people ask what it is we do in places
like this.

This Bill is a good example of legislation that
sets out to try to protect people from themselves
by legislative means. It is almost like saying, "We
will legislate to make certain you do not get hit
when you walk across the road", because having
said that people must wear seat belts it is then
necessary for the legislators and their advisers to
define what is a seat belt. When they set to work
and talk about wearing helmets on motorcycles
they have to define what a motorcycle is. This Bill
tries to do that. A seat belt is defined on page two
of the Bill where it refers in part to ",a belt or
similar device that is fitted to a motor vehicle ...1
and so on. As if that were not enough it goes on to
tell people how to wear a seat belt and where
because it then refers to a "seat position". The Bill
on page three defines a "seat position", and we
start to get further into the mess. It states-

".seat position" in relation to a motor ve-
hicle other than a motor cycle, means a seat
position intended for one person and, in the
case of contiguous seating positions intended
for more than one person, means each com-
plete space of not less than 410 mm measured
along the front of the seat;

That is quite marvellous. I do not know whether
the Government has been able to ensure that in
the manufacture of motor vehicles which will be

subject to the equirements of this legislation that
seat position has been determined and is satisfac-
torily arrived at as being not less than 410 milli-
metres in contiguous formation. That is no less
than what the Government is seeking in this Bill.

The Bill further slates that compliance with all
of those matters is necessary unless one is travel-
ling to fight a fire or doing something in relation
to the saving of a life or trying to alleviate injury
or illness. How in the name of fortune is anybody
going to be able to prove or disprove that?

The member for East Melville has said already
that there is a heap of penalties-$200 for a first
offence, $400 for a second offence and so
on-and that various other penalties are provided
for.

This Bill is a good example of the mess Govern-
ments get into when they start legislating in areas
which are designed to protect people from them-
selves.. Fancy one's trying to administer clauses
such as the following-

The driving or use of or travelling as a
passenger in a vehicle in circumstances that
would otherwise be contrary to the provisions
of sections 9A. 98 or 9C is permitted for
purposes connected with the prevention, con-
trol or extinguishing of Aires or for or in re-
lation to the saving of lire or the alleviation of
injury or illness.

How does the Minister think that will be
administered? One will be able to drive a horse
and cart through that clause. It is quite ridiculous
to include such messy clauses. I know what the
Minister is trying to get at.

Mr Blaikie: With that sort of clause, you could
either be escaping from a fire or going to an acci-
dent.

Mr PETER JONES; Yes. "To alleviate injury
or illness" could mean anything in that situation,.

New section 98(l) states-

A person shall not, while occupying a seat
position in a motor vehicle to which this sec-
tion applies and to which a seat belt has been
fitted for that seat position, drive or travel as
a passenger in an area to which this section
applies unless he is wearing that seat belt and
the seat belt is properly adjusted and securely
fastened.

Who will prove whether it was or was not adjusted
or securely fastened? There is a penalty of $400
for a first offence and $800 for a second or sub-
sequent offence. How will anyone responsibly ad-
minister a law which states that a seat belt will
have to be properly adjusted and securely
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fastened? How can someone responsibly prove
that?

My
Bill. I
object

last example is contained on page 6 of the
do not know how anyone can work out the
of new section 9B(5). It states-

Subject to subsection (6), it is a defence to
a complaint against a person under subsection
(I) or (2) that the person-

(a) is driving or travelling in a motor
vehicle that is travelling backwards;

I wonder whether the Minister can tell us how
anyone can drive a vehicle backwards.

Mr Carr: It is the same as is in the Road Traffic
Act.

Mr PETER JONES: I know. I am drawing
attention to the fact that once one has embarked
on legislating on matters of this kindI which is
nonsense, one gets into all sorts of trouble. Those
are words that will be incredibly difficult to ad-
minister. There are so many loopholes in that
paragraph that any attempt to protect people from
themselves will be largely unenforceable.

New section 9C(3) states-

This section applies in every area of the
State to which the provisions of this Act ap-
ply except-

(a) on a road; or

(b) on private land on which the vehicle
is used by consent, being private
land that is neither a permitted area
nor a prohibited area.

How will a person be aware, before he moves into
a particular geographical area, whether the land
has becn designated and gazetted as a prohibited
area or a permitted area? The one thing that is
missing from the legislation is some method of
notification of what is the designated status of any
geographical area over which the Bill will apply
and over w hich the provisions of the Bill will be
enforced.

This legislation is a good example of the non-
sense we get ourselves into when we start trying to
legislate to protect people from themselves.

MR CARR (Gera ldton-Minister for Local
Government) [3.56 p.m.]: Firstly, I thank the Op-
position spokesman for his constructive approach
to and support for the Bill, and for his positive
comments. It was a little disappointing to hear the
member for Narrogin demonstrating to the House
just what an Opposition can be like when a mem-
ber of that Opposition chooses to adopt a very
negative attitude to matters which are before the
House and who chooses to criticise those matters
in a negative way. I think his contribution is best

left alone because it did not impress me one bit.
The only comment I make is that, when he re-
ferred to the impossibility of enforcing a number
of clauses, he was referring to sections which are
already contained in the Road Traffic Act and are
interpreted in that Act. Of course, the references
to such things as "a defence to demonstrate a
certain reason for having engaged in a particular
activity" is the basis of the whole legal system of
this State. A person who has been accused of an
offence has an opportunity to put up a defence in
accordance with the legislation to substantiate
why he should not be convicted. The member for
Narrogin's contribution was a negative and worth-
less one.

I turn now to the points raised by the member
for East Melville who demonstrated a much more
reasonable appreciation of the importance of this
legislation and the impact it has on large numbers
of people who have been the subject of accidents
and who are likely to be the subject of accidents in
the future.

He raised a number of points. I cannot claim to
have all the answers to all of the points at this
stage. I can comment on some of them and I will
attempt to do so. I am prepared to provide satis-
factory answers to the other matters at a later
stage. I have no wish to proceed to the third read-
ing of the Control of Vehicles (Off-road areas)
Amendment Bill today. Tomorrow, perhaps, I can
provide answers to any matters that I have not
clarified today.

I am not aware of any problem of a ratcheting
effect as outlined by the member with regard to
the type of seat belt which springs back automati-
cally against a panel when it is not being used. He
said that such belts could tighten further on a
passenger as the vehicle goes over bumps. I cannot
imagine that that is possible but certainly I will
have some inquiries made about whether consider-
ation has been given to that point and I will pro-
vide an answer.

The member raised a query as to whether a seat
belt or helmet offence is compounded upon
another offence thus creating two offences and
two charges. It is my understanding that that
would happen. If a person is driving a vehicle in an
area in which he should not be driving he commits
an offence by so doing, and if that person is not
wearing a seat belt or helmet, as well as commit-
ting an offence of being in the wrong place, he is
committing a further offence and would be the
subject of two separate charges. Once again, I will
check that.

If one compares that with the provisions of the
Road Traffic Act, one will find it is not unusual
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for a person to be apprehended for committing a
number of offences at the same time. A person
could be charged with speeding, dangerous driv-
ing, and for not wearing a seat belt and all of those
charges could arise out of one incident.

With regard to the question as to who is
charged when a passenger is not wearing a seat
belt, I have attempted to have a quick look
through the Road Traffic Code to satisfy myself
as to what is the situation. It is not something I
was able to pick up clearly enough in order to
answer the member. Reference is made in the code
to a person who rides in a vehicle without a seat
belt committing an offence, and there is also refer-
ence to a person who drives a vehicle while a
person over the age of ive years and under the age
of eight years is a passenger in the vehicle and is
not wearing a seat belt. In such a case the driver
commits an offence. I would like to give the mem-
ber a more accurate answer on that point
tomorrow.

On the question of penalties: Any penalties
imposed by infringement notices would, of course,
be modified penalties and would not be the penal-
ties in the Bill. I understand those penalties to be
maximum penalties and I presume that a court
would decide a lesser penalty. The penalties in this'
case are the same as the penalties under the Road
Traffic Code, and while it is possible to be fined
$800 for not wearing a seat belt on the road, an
infringement notice for not wearing a seat belt on
the road would not impose the same penalty.

I note that the wording in the Road Traffic
Code with reference to maximum penalties of
$400 and $800 is different from the wording in
this Bill, which simply refers to a penalty of $400
or $800. Whether there are two different ways of
drafting the same thing or whether there is some
significance in the wording, I am not sure. I
understand that the member proposes to move an
amendment in the Committee stage in order that
clause 5 will refer to maximum penalties of $400
and $800.

Mr Trethowan: I considered moving an amend-
ment that would bring the penalties in line with
the code. As the Minister has indicated that the
penalties are the same as those which apply in the
Road Traffic Code I would be prepared to provide
a safeguard by applying to a court in order that
the modified penalty would be in keeping with
that. I would be prepared to see the wards "A
maximum" placed before the word "Penalty" in
this Bill. The words appear in one of the earlier
clauses concerning penalties and they should also
apply in relation to clause 5.

Mr CARR: 1 am happy to agree with the words
"A maximum" being inserted, if the amendment
is moved during the Committee stage. If the mem-
ber prefers not to move it I will let the matter lie
until tomorrow. If we proceed to the Committee
stage now the mcmbcr may move his amendment
accordingly.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Carr (Minister for Local Govern-
ment) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 4 put and passed.

Clause 5: Seetioms 9A to 9C inserted-
Mr TRETHOWAN: Following the explanation

given by the Minister 1 propose not to proceed
with the amendment I have provided which sought
to amend the actual dollar values of the of'fences,
but as those dollar values are the same as those
which apply to the Road Traffic Code I propose to
move the following amendment-

Page 4, line 27-To insert the words "A
maximum" before the word "Penalty".

Mr Carr: It would probably be a better idea if
we used the exact wording in the Road Traffic
Code and ask the draftsman to do that. Would
you, Mr Chairman, prefer it if I reported progress
at this stage?

The CHAIRMAN: It may be appropriate for
the member for East Melville to seek leave of the
Chamber to continue his remarks at a later stage.

Leave to Continue Speech
Mr TRETHOWAN: I seek leave of the

Chamber to continue my remarks at a later stage.

Leave granted.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again,

on motion by Mr Carr (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).

JOONDALUP CENTRE AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 21 February.
MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [4.10

p.m.]: This Bill seeks to amend the administrative
procedure, which can he both time-consuming and
delaying, in relation to the sale of subdivided prop-
erty by the Joondalup Development Corporation.
It does not in any way reduce the requirement to

247



248 [ASSEMBLY]

seek the Minister's approval to any subdivision but
streamlines the administrative procedure for the
issuing of the title.

As such it appears to be a move towards ef-
ficiency without a reduction in ministerial re-
sponsibility. For that reason the Opposition sup-
ports the Bill.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Plan-
ning) [4.11 pmr]: I appreciate the support of the
Opposition for this Bill. It will save my time in
signing hundreds of documents. That is some ben-
efit to me, but it will also save hundreds of people
who buy blocks of land in the Joondalup area from
the potential for considerable delay in the transfer
of land titles to their names.

I appreciate the support of the House and I
hope the Committee stage will proceed with simi-
lar expedition.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

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

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

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

(Minister for Planning), and transmitted to the
Council.

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 21 February.
MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [4.14

p.mn.]: One of the key factors in good planning is to
ensure that there are adequate consultation and
appeal processes within the structure of the plan-
ning system. These factors give rise to public con-
fidence in the kind of planning system that exists.
Appeal provisions represent the most significant
factor in regard to individual confidence in the
planning system, particularly in relation to those
people who wish to develop land and those who
feel that they may be disadvantaged by the devel-
opment of particular land or properties.

At present in this State there are two processes
for appeal. One process leads directly to the Min-
ister, and it has been said in the past that this
process has the advantage that it is both cheap and
rapid. Because of the volume of appeals
increasingly generated to the Minister, the rap-

idity has been reduced by the sheer limitation of
the time of one man. The cheapness remains be-
cause nio charge is made.

Mr Pearce: A charge is now made of $40 to try
to even it out.

Mr Rushton: That is disgraceful.
Mr Pearce: Why is it disgraceful? I deal with

400 a year and the tribunal deals with 40.
Mr TRETHOWAN: It seems to me that it is

preferable for two forms of appeal to be available.
The Act determines who shall have the oppor-
tunity to appeal to either the Minister or the tri-
bunal. One of the biggest concerns that particu-
larly affects the industry is the time it takes for an
appeal to be heard and a solution justly given.

One of the reasons that the Town Planning Ap-
peals Tribunal was set up was to ensure that there
was an independent body to hear appeals, should
that process be chosen by the people seeking re-
dress. It is extremely important that the appeals
process should be maintained and streamlined. I
know concern has been expressed in the industry
that currently there are some difficulties in having
appeals heard by the tribunal because of the lack
of availability of members. I understand this is the
reason that the Minister has introduced this
Bill-in order to ensure that the people who are
nominated by the Government to form the tri-
bunal under the Town Planning and Development
Act, and those who can be appointed by the Min-
ister to be deputies for those people, are available
to hear appeals presented to them. One of the
concerns is that the people who currently hold
some of the positions in the tribunal, being people
of eminent professional qualifications, have con-
siderable responsibilities in addition to those
provided for in their position on the tribunal. This
sometimes makes it difficult to schedule hearings
at times when appeals may be sought.

One of the problems in the appeal process from
a developer's point of view is that any undue de-
lays represent financial burdens to be borne. It is
unreasonable to see those delays produce such a
financial burden that they become a penalty that
the appellant has to bear in order to seek redress
for some action which has occurred under the Act.
In most cases a development approval has been
refused and the grounds upon which the refusal
was made are considered inadequate by the person
appealing against them.

In many cases disputes reach an arbitrated sol-
ution. If that could be brought about rapidly, it
would reduce the cost of developing many proj-
ects, as well as allowing the industry to proceed at
a more rapid rate within the State. That is import-
ant, because this industry happens to be a rela-
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tively large employer of labour, and secondly, it
provides the land which is subdivided and built on
to provide the homes in which Western
Australians seek to live.

It seems to me that the provision in the Bill to
ensure that the Town Planning Appeals Tribunal
can rapidly be legally constituted, even if one of
the members or his deputy is absent, is one to be
desired, should it increase that rate at which ap-
peals are heard. As such, the Opposition does not
oppose those provisions of the Bill.

However, I want to express some concern about
the way in whidh these provisions could be used. I
have a very high regard for the current members
of the tribunal. They are people of eminent pro-
fessional competence arid experience in this ares.
They produce the kind of justice which allows the
planning system to be seen in a very positive light.
They provide an avenue of appeal which differs
from that to the Minister, which is seen as a more
formal structure and as such it performs an im-
portant role.

The members of the tribunal have a very com-
mendable track record in sitting and passing
judgment on matters before the tribunal. The
quality of the judgments of the tribunal and the
degree of confidence with which the community
and the industry sees the tribunal will depend oft
that high level of competence continuing. That
will be ensured only if the members constituting
the tribunal are of the same high quality as the
existing members. I therefore hope that when this
Bill becomes incorporated in the Act, the Minister
will seek to appoint to the tribunal to act in the
conditions provided under this Bill only those
people who have the type of reputation, experience
and professional qualifications that the current
members possess in order that the prestige of the
tribunal should be maintained.

I certainly, and I am sure others in the com-
munity, would have very great concern if the ap-
pointments made by the Minister under the
amending piece of legislation were related more to
political qualifications than to general professional
qualifications, experience and acceptance by the
industry, as is the case with the existing members
of the tribunal. I hope the Minister can give an
assurance that in the appointments he is to make
under this Bill he will continue with the kind of
people currently on the tribunal, because that tri-
bunal represents one of the centre focuses of jus-
tice in our planning system. It is important that
the quality of judgment of the tribunal which has
been evidenced so far should be continued into the
future.

With those words, Mr Acting Chairman, I indi-
cate I would not oppose the amendments
contained in the Bill because they will assist in the
more rapid hearing of appeals in many circum-
stances, and that is a very positive and good thing.
However, I hope that the Minister will exercise his
discretion under this amendment to ensure that
the quality, experience and professionalism will
match those existing members of the tribunal who
have given the State such good service.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [4.25 p.mn.]: It is not
my intention to speak at length, but the legislation
seeks to restructure the appeal system so I am
encouraged to say a few words about what is to
take place.

I agree with the previous speaker: The integrity
of the tribunal is dependent on an apolitical ap-
proach being adopted. This Government does not
have an encouraging record in the appointment of
people to boards and so on, therefore this will be
looked at with a critical eye by those who are most
interested in the planning process. We will await
results in due course.

The restructuring relating to the appeal system
was established during my administration. In
1974, when we came into office, there had been
tremendous criticism of the appeals system. We
had committed ourselves to creating this tribunal
so that people had an option of appealing either to
the Minister or to a tribunal. Most people have
agreed that this has functioned very well indeed,
and the quality of the people concerned is not in
question. I congratulate them on their success in
this area.

I remember speaking to the chairman of the
tribunal and asking him about the capacity of the
tribunal to hear cases. His response was that
something like 50 cases a year was its capacity.
The Minister interjected a short while ago and
said he was dealing with 400. 1 think I was dealing
with about 700 in my time. Obviously the excess-
ive charge which was introduced has cut them
back a bit, or the Minister has not been there long
enough to Find out where the appeals are.

It was very necessary indeed to create this
alternative appeal system, and also take out of the
Town Planning Department the referral body
which helped the Minister in dealing with the
administration. I believe that system stands high
and in front of any other system in Australia.

Whilst it might be irksome to the Minister for
Planning to attend to this task, which is a big one,
it still gives the appellants the best system avail-
able. That is why I mentioned this. I might be one
of the few who realise just what a disadvantage it
was that this charge of $40 was applied by this
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Government against what I call the small
appellants who need this avenue to have their
cases heard. Members should realise that the
people are appealing against a Town Planning'
Board decision. This is basically a Government
structure, or it is seen as such in the eyes of the
public. It is a nonsense and a shame that a
Government should introduce this charge. The
Government has obviously found the going too
tough and it wants to reduce the number of
appellants. With the very small people $40 is a
disincentive.

I read the Government's reasons (or introducing
this charge, but I do not think they are valid. The
Government should do everything in its power to
make it easy for people to appeal. The people
should be given every consideration, and where the
appeal does not transgress the planning process or
harm anyone, they should be given the benefit of
the doubt.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you agree that the 18A
amendment you passed should be promulgated?

Mr RUSHTON: No. I am able to say that I
was against that decision. I believe local govern-
ment should hold zoning powers, but my stance
was contrary to the majority view of the Cabinet
at the time.

Mr Brian Burke: You voted for it in the Parlia-
ment.

Mr RUSHTON: The Premier should read what
I had to say at the time. It is a power that local
government should have. Although it causes con-
cern to different people, I nonetheless believe in
grass roots democracy and this is one power local
government should retain.

Mr Brian Burke: I wonder why you voted for it
in the Parliament.

Mr RUSHTON: The Premier knows that when
a person is a member of Cabinet he does not have
the freedom to vote as he might wish when he is in
the House. The Premier will know that, in his own
Cabinet, if someone does not win an argument he
must support the majority view when he comes to
this place.

I would hope that in the Government's planning
review it gives this matter very careful consider-
ation before deciding to take away the rights of
appellants in the way outlined here. If an
appellant does not care to appeal to the Minister
for some reason, he should be able to go to the
tribunal. While this is a good alternative I
nonetheless believe that if all appeals go through
the tribunal, it will be a very limiting process, a
very time-consuming process. It is the procedure
which takes place in Victoria, where frequently an

appeal will take 15 months. When I took over
from a Labor Minister in this portfolio the aver-
age appeal was heard in about nine months. By the
time I left 4 5 years later appeals were being dealt
with in something like six weeks.

The very basis of success in planning is in
having an appeal system which receives quick and
fair attention. That is why I feel it has been a very
unfortunate experience to have had three Minis-
ters for Planning in two years. The First Minister
got into trouble because of his political decisions
in planning; the second got into trouble because he
was getting behind and not keeping up with the
appeal system. The third Minister has been in the
office five minutes and is making drastic
statements about planning delays. He has been
dealing with a report prepared in my time, most of
which has been translated into the present pro-
posal.

It is a retrograde step for the Government to
introduce a $40 charge for a simple appeal to the
Minister. It is a disgrace and something which will
retard the right of small people to make that ap-
peal. Further, the Government has much to
answer for with its constant changing of Ministers
for Planning. I wonder how long this one will last.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Plan-
ning) [4.33 p.m.]: I thank the member for East
Melville for his support of the proposition. His
exposition on the matter was in accordance with
the reasons I put forward for the legislation. I give
him the undertaking that the people I appoint to
temporary positions, as it were, to the tribunal will
be of the same high quality as people I have
appointed in other areas. I appreciate his com-
ments about the integrity of the appeal system,
particularly his comment that the integrity of the
tribunal needs to be unehallengeable so that
people will have confidence in it.

The remarks of the member for Dale were
altogether in a different category. One of the
reasons that so many appeals go to the Minister
and so few go to the tribunal-which is a situation
I do not. particularly support-is the way he acted
when in office. Certainly I sit in my office every
fortnight going through 40 or 50 appeals, so I feel
it would be better were these appeals directed to
the tribunal, which in some ways could make a
better decision than I could. A Minister is
subjected to a whole range of political pressures in
deciding these appeals. Although I aim to make.
decisions on appeals based on their merits, that is
not necessarily something previous Ministers have
done.

It was the practice of the member for Dale
when Minister for Urban Development and Town
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Planning to uphold all sorts of frivolous appeals
which made appeals to the Minister so popular,
cheap, easy, and successful. Around the
Armada le- Roleystone- Kelmscott area-indeed,
any area which has been, had been or could be in
the electorate of Dale in its pcrambulations during
various redistributions-there are what are called
"~Rushton subdivisions". Anyone who appealed in
a subdivision in any area which was in or any-
where near his electorate would have his appeal
handled straightaway and would usually meet
with success.

That is not the basis on which good planning is
carried out, although it is also the case that to
have three Ministers for Planning in a Labor
Government is not the best thing. I expect to stay
in this portfolio for a long time, certainly more
than a year. 1 have already said to the Premier
that I would like to hold it through the second
term and perhaps the third. Although some people
in the planning area have indicated their concern
about the turnover in Ministers, they have also
indicated that they thought it better than having
Minister Rushton. It is a good thing to have a
turnover when one wants to get rid of a drongo. So
while people feel that the turnover has been dra-
matic, they also look back to the times of stability
and realise it is not much good having stability
when they do not have a good Minister in the
chair.

I appreciate the general support the Opposition
has given to the amendment and I commend the
Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

DEFENCE: ANZUS ALLIANCE
Support: Motion

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [4.37 p.m.]: I move-

That this House advise the Federal
Government of its support for-
(1) The AN ZUS Alliance and our continued

defence relationship with the United
States;

(2) The build up of Australian defence
forces in Western Australia;

(3) The presence or US defence forces in
Western Australia, including the home
porting and visiting of US warships, both
conventionally and nuclear-powered; and

(4) The construction and home porting of
the Royal Australian Navy's new sub-
marines in Western Australia for both
strategic and economic reasons.

This House also supports the Royal
Australian Navy continuing to examine the
option of powering these new submarines
with nuclear power to enable Western
Australia to move into the modern world of
nuclear technology.

This House also calls on the Federal
Government to declare its Strong support for
the AN ZUS Alliance.

This motion is moved by the Opposition for two
reasons. The first is to state simply, clearly and
unequivocally our position as a party in relation to
our alliance with the United States and to the
defence of Western Australia. I make it absolutely
clear that there is no double-talk, double stan-
dards or equivocation in our position.

We believe that Australia's defence depends
upon our alliance with the United States. We be-
lieve that the alliance requires work and commit-
ment and that it is not something to be trifled with
or dealt with as a matter of convenience from day
to day as i f i t were of no su bsta nce.

We believe that our alliance requires a commit-
ment which sometimes involves the pain of leader-
ship and decision-making at the Federal level, by
which Government is there. Further, we are sorely
disappointed that the present Federal Government
has so badly failed in this respect as a result of the
influences of the left wing of the Labor Party,
which has directed the Prime Minister of
Australia, while on an overseas visit, to back away
from a commitment given by Australia in pursu-
ance of our general friendship and treaty obli-
gations with the United States.

The second reason for our moving this motion is
to test the Government, because it is our view that
the Government of this State, which has been able
to paint a picture, since before the last election, of
being interested in Western Australia's defence,
has now been shown up very clearly for its lack of
commitment to Australia's alliance; therefore, its
lack of commitment to Australia's defence.

The first showing of that attitude was clearly
demonstrated to Western Australia by the
Premier's support of and the Minister's conniv-
ance with the peace protesers at Point Peron and
with all their various backroom deals made
through the Women's Advisory Council and other
groups, to ensure that those protesters were given
an unfair right to occupy land, to desecrate public
property, and to attack the integrity and the mor-
ale of Australia's defence forces. I think one of the
recent events which requires attention is the atti-
tude Of the Premier of this State to ANZUS and
the MX missile crisis.
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I remember well, before the last State election,
how the Premier, as the then Leader of the Oppo-
sition, was able to obtain a headline on page 3 of
The West Australian newspaper during a critical
stage of the election campaign when he announced
and professed his party's concern about defence
and his party's commitment to the defence of'
Western Australia and of Australia. In that head-
line article he was able to dispel the fears of many
people then hitherto held that the Labor Party was
very shaky on the issue of defence, and that the
Labor Party was a closet member of a peace
group, or at least was pacifist in its outlook. As a
result of the Premier's being able to take that
action at the time, without being seriously
challenged on it, because of the way in which
things were being dealt with then by people who
were in the media and others who wanted the
whole matter to be put forward, the then Oppo-
sition which was shortly to become the Govern-
ment, was able to create an impression of commit-
ment to defence, commitment to our alliance, and
a commitment to the welfare of Western Australia
in that respect. That has continued.

We have seen the Government appoint a Minis-
ter for Defence Liaison and that Minister is the
Deputy Premier of the State. He has made a great
play of seeking defence contracts for Western
Australia and in making that play for con-
tracts-which I hasten to say he should have made
and which it is good to see-he has been able to
reinforce the impression previously created that
Western Australia's Labor Government had
woken up to the pacifism and the lack of support
for defence which it displayed in the past. How-
ever, when the test came the Government of this
State failed. This motion is to test the sincerity,
honesty, and integrity of the Government now,
because we are giving the Government the oppor-
tunity to join us in this House in expressing to the
Federal Government a clear, simple position, and
one which the Federal Government can under-
stand as our position in Western Australia.

If the Government passes this test and supports
the motion, we will be delighted, because we as a
State Parliament will have said to the federal
Government, "Here is our position; we support the
ANZUS alliance; we support continuing our de-
fence relationship with the United States".

We support the building up of defence forces in
this State and it is regrettable that over many
years there has been no more build up of defence
forces. We support the presence of the United
States defence forces in Western Australia from
time to time, including the home porting of
visiting United States warships, where that is poss-
ible, requisite, and proper. We support them

whether they are conven tionall1y- powered or
armed, or nuclear-powered or armed. We do that
because we have a commitment to an alliance
which gives effective defence to this State and we
want the Government to come out and say the
same things.

We have very grave doubts as to whether the
Government would be prepared to do so, because
recently we saw a very dishonest exercise by the
Premier of this State. He was trying to Create an
impression of one stance in this matter while really
his stance was quite different from the impression
he sought to create.

I refer members back to the week beginning 4
February-only a few weeks ago-when we were
in the midst of the MX missile test crisis. We had
a Prime Minister publicly exposed as having
agreed to continue a prior commitment to support
the United States in its test of its new missile, and
we saw the mighty forces of the left of the Labor
party marshalled together to fight the Prime Min-
ister and eventually to defeat him; to embarrass
his Foreign Minister who rallied to the defence of
the Prime Minister, and to turn the back of the
Government of Australia on the alliance, and the
associated requirement for commitment in the al-
liance.

That was a very heated week. Great headlines
appeared in the national and State newspapers
every day as this battle was reported. We saw of
course the collapse of the Prime Minister. We saw
him humiliated when he got off a plane in Brussels
and announced that his previous commitment
could not be counted on as being permanent. Of
course he did not say so. Of course the facts were
there and they were identified by the Australian
Press: The Prime Minister had felt the power of
the left wing of the Labor Party and he had de-
cided that the going was too rough, and as on
many occasions in the past in relation to industrial
matters, he could not stop the contract, but he
could renege on the contract. That is precisely
what he did.

We saw the left wing of the Labor Party
asserting itself blatantly, patently, and ve-
hemently. We saw Mr Gerry Hand, an identified
left wing Victorian member of the House of Rep-
resentatives appear on television; he was heard on
radio, and was extensively reported in the news-
papers.

He and his colleagues were calling the tune and
the Prime Minister was dancing to the tune. It was
in the context of the heat of the crisis and the
controversy that we saw, on the front page of The
West Australian newspaper, the article headed,
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"Party rebels upset Burke". The article read as
follows-

THE WA Premier, Mr Burke, was careful
yesterday niot to take sides in the row over
Australia's involvement in the testing of the
MX missiles.

But while recognising that any Australian
involvement in the arms race caused deep
community worry he slammed into ALP poli-
ticians who were "shooting off at tangents."

He said of Mr Gerry Hand, a prominent
leftwing Victorian MHR: "I have no
tolerance of Mr Hand who somehow thinks
he is not a member of the ALP and is going to
go off and hold a press conference.

"Mr Hand, Mr Beazicy and the Prime
Minister can all have their say in caucus but I
can't tolerate people shooting off at a tangent
to state a point of view that may or may not
be at variance with party policy."

Mr Burke said that it was easy for some
people to ignore a side of the argument and
this was that the last ALP national confer-
ence had supported the ANZUS treaty.

What is the impression and implication of that-
reported statement of the Premier of this State?
What is the impression that all'of us were intended
to be left with? What is the impression the public
of Western Australia were intended to be given by
that statement? It is very clear that the impression
intended to be given was that the Premier of this
State was at variance with Mr Hand and the rad-
ical left of the Labor Party and that he was in
support of the Prime Minister.

Mr Court: Was that the impression?
Mr HASSELL: Yes, it was the impression; it

was not the substance that was at issue because
the Premier was careful, as the article said, not to
take sides. However, the nice feeling that people
were meant to have at the end of the article was
that the Premier was on the side of the goodies;
that is, on the side of the Prime Minister in his
original commitment to our obligations to the
United States in relation to the testing of its miss-
iles.

Mr Bateman: Which side are you on?
Mr HASSELL: For the benefit of the member

for Canning, I would have thought that it would
have been absolutely clear, even to him, which side
we are on by the termsof the motion before the
House. We will see very soon which side he is on
when he votes on this motion.

The clear impression created by the article, and
especially in the last paragraph, was that the
Premier was on the side of the Prime Minister. He

did not want to see the Prime Minister attacked in
public. He did not want to see him put in a
position of doing other than supporting the ALP's
national conference decision on ANZUS. That was
the intent of the impression. Of course, there is
magnificent irony in the fact that the Premier was
attacking people who were not following Labor
policy in public. One should bear in mind that the
Premier has been at variance with Labor policy in
a number of areas in public when he saw it as
being politically advantageous; he has been doing
that for a long time. Never mind; that does not
matter. He attacked the left wing and he attacked
Mr Hand so that he could create an impression.
Of course, he created that impression, just as he
created the impression before the last election that
he was in favour of defence for Western Australia.
What then happened? In the evening of the day
that was reported, the Premier went to a meeting of
the administrative committee of the Labor Party,
of which he was a voting member, and voted in
support of a unanimous resolution of that com-
mittee opposing Australian support of the
American tests of its MX missiles. That was done,
however, supposedly in secret. That was not
intended to come out.

M r Read: How do you know, then?

Mr HASSELL: Because it did not remain a
secret. It was reported on Channel 9 on
Wednesday of that week and was subsequently
reported in The West Australian newspaper.

Mr MacKinnon: Did the Premier release a
Press statement?

Mr HASSELL: No, because that may have
contradicted the false impression which he had set
out to create by his front-page newspaper story of
5 February. The reason is that this State Govern-
ment, led by its Premier, is a master of deception
and this is an example of that deception. The
reality is that the Government does not want to
give its wholehearted support to our allies. It has
demonstrated, by its actions and by its tacit sup-
port of the various peace protesters of one kind or
another, and by its failure to come out clearly and
unequivocally on the side of Australia's alliances
and Australia's friendships, that it does not sup-
port those allies.

This motion gives the Government the oppor-
tunity to set the record straight by its giving sup-
port to a clear-cut position. Alternatively, it gives
the Government the opportunity to state where it
stands and to say that it does not support the
presence of United States defence forces and de-
fence ships in this State. We do. We have stated
our position and we are not equivocating about it.
We believe in the alliance with the United States
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and we believe that it is the foundation of our
defence system. We believe that it requires the
fulfilment of a broader obligation than the techni-
cal adherence to a treaty and we believe the good
government of Australia requires the Prime Min-
ister to have the strength to stand up to the left
wing of the Labor Party, whether it be in the guise
of Mr Gerry Hand or whether it be in the guise of
Mr Brian Burke, and say that what is right is that
we should support the needs of our ally and sup-
port the development of or defence by our ally,
and what is wrong is to renege on those obligations
and run away from them and to succumb to the
interests of the left wing pacifists and others in the
Labor Party whose real alignment is with the
Communists and no others. That is the simple
truth of the situation and the Premier knows it.

If anybody thinks that Mr Gerry Hand and his
mates are supporters of Australia, they ought to
think about what they are doing because they are
destroying our relationship with the United States
and the defence arrangements of Australia and
are placing in jeopardy our future. We reject that
stand and we give the Parliament and the Govern-
ment the opportunity to state its position in clear
terms so that everyone can understand it.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.58 p.m.]: I second
the motion. In the past it has not been all that
common for this House to debate defence matters.
That has been the preserve largely of the Federal
Parliament. However, in recent years, this Parlia-
ment has become more interested because of the
appointment of a Minister for Defence Liaison.
One of the roles of the present Minister is to
ensure that we get our fair share of defence spend-
ing and to a limited extent, to make sure that we
have a fair share of the defence forces of Australia
located in Western Australia. We all know that
very little of the defence budget is spent in West-
ern Australia. We wvill certainly provide all the
support we can to ensure that more of it is. Cer-
tainly, not much of the spending involved in de-
fence technology is spent in this State and we
support moves [or an increase in that expenditure.

In very recent times the Labor Government,
both Federally and in this State, has created
another problem to contend with in addition to the
economic problems of defence spending and the
defences located in Western Australia. It has very
effectively and quickly in the last year or so weak-
ened our alliances with friendly countries which
have taken years to develop. The whole defence of
this country has been put at risk by the activities
of certain sections of the Labor Party which have
enough power to control the Premier and the
Prime Minister. That is probably highlighted by
an article in todayfs Daily News where Mr Hawke

is reported to have told the Federal Parliament
just how serious the rift has become between New
Zealand and the United States. Of course, the
same forces at play in New Zealand are also at
work in this country. Members will have the op-
portunity to vote on whether we should support
trying to strengthen the alliance we have with
countries such as the United States and to indicate
their attitude to countries such as New Zealand
and the position it has adopted.

Mr Brian Burke: What would you do about the
New Zealand situation?

Mr COURT: The Government is very quickly
getting into the same situation.

Mr Brian Burke: How would you deal with New
Zealand?

Mr COURT: We would not get into the situ-
ation where nuclear ships would be banned.

Mr Brian Burke: What attitude would you ex-
press to New Zealand and how would you handle
their problem?

Mr COURT: If we were running New Zealand
it would not be adopting this attitude.

Mr Brian Burke: But what about if you were
running Australia?

Mr COURT: The Prime Minister has a real
problem now because the reason that New
Zealand is in this mess is that it did not allow
nuclear ships to visit New Zealand. The Premier
knows that that situation already exists in New
South Wales and Victoria on a de facto basis.

Mr Brian Burke: What would you say to New
Zealand if you were Prime Minister?

Mr COURT: I would say to Mr Cain and Mr
Wran. "Allow ships in". As far as New Zealand
goes it is a hypothetical question.

Mr Brian Burke: You can be Prime Minister to
talk to Wran but not to Lange.

Mr COURT: As Prime Minister of Australia
one has more control over State Premiers than
over the Prime Minister of New Zealand.

Mr Brian Burke: But how would you deal with
New Zealand?

Mr COURT: I would tell Mr Lange that he
should allow ships to visit New Zealand.

Mr Brian Burke: What action would you take in
the present situation?

Mr COURT: Mr Lange has done the damage.
We are saying that the same thing will occur in
Australia because of the activities of certain sec-
tions of the Labor Party in this country. We
already have the situation in Victoria and New
South Wales of US and British warships not being
welcome. One of the few places they can currently
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visit is Western Australia. Of course, Joh Bjelke-
Petersen makes them welcome in Queensland.

It must be recognised that many leaders run-
nling the different States, the Prime Minister, and
people in senior positions have been fortunate in
that they have not had to fight to defend this
country. A generation of people coming into these
positions has not gone through the horror of a war.

Mr Brian Burke: You sent a few to Vietnam.
Have you forgotten that?

Mr COURT: World War I and World War Hl,
the Korean war and the Vietnam war were all
times when we had to send troops to try to defend
this country.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think we were
defending this country in Vietnam. Not even the
Liberal Party believes that.

Mr COURT: The Premier should read what the
Prime Minister had to say. In his words there is a
very serious threat in our region today and the
defences of our region have been put into a pre-
carious position.

Mr Brian Burke: By not going to Vietnam?

Mr COURT: By the Labor Prime Minister. He
has talked about areas closer to Vietnam.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you want to send them to
New Zealand?

Mr COURT: The Premier is being flippant
about the subject.

Mr Brian Burke: You are being absurd and you
know you are.

Mr COURT: The Premier has not had to fight
for the Country and fortunately I have not had to
do so either. During the second World War this
State was bombed. The effect can be seen when
one goes through the Kimberley, Darwin, and
Broome; I think the bombers came to Exmouth
and Geraldton, although I am not an expert on
that.

Mr Clarko: They were off Fremantle.

Mr COURT: This State has been under threat
in recent years and I am sure we all agree that we
want to keep the defences of this country in good
shape. No-one wants war but any country would
be silly if it did not realise that it must defend
itself. The motto of the RSL is that the price of
peace is eternal vigilance. We will not have that
vigilance under Labor Governments. They seem
determined to destroy many of the important
things we have which are essential in the defence
of this country. Labor Governments have seriously
weakened our defences and have done so very
quickly. They have done more to weaken our de-
fences and our relationship with allies than any

other Government in Australian history. They
have brought defence alliances to their knees;
visiting US and British warships are unwelcome;
and they have refused to assist with US missile
tests after initially agreeing to do so.

The Government has just about successfully
dismantled the cadet units in this State. It may be
a small point but it is important because that is
where training can commence if we are serious
about defending this country. The Government
has openly funded hostile peace units, much to the
joy of our Communist leaders. That makes mem-
bers at the rear of the Chamber laugh, particu-
larly the member For Mandurah who talks about
reds under the bed. He knows what the peace
movements are all about. It is about time that the
Labor Party realised that everyone must pull his
weight to help defend this country.

It was quite a joke yesterday when the Premier
trotted out his national service concept. He
wanted to give the impression that he was trying
to improve the defence of Australia. He knows
that in practice he is kicking the defences of this
country to death. He knows that the concept he
put forward yesterday would be accepted by the
public but not by the Labor Party.

Mr Wilson: It was not accepted by the Liberal
Party.

Mr COURT: We accepted the concept of vol-
untary national service.

Mr Wilson: Sinclair did not.
Mr COURT: Sinclair supported the concept of

volunt ary national service but not compulsory
national service, as did the Liberal Party.

Mr Brian Burke: Are you saying it is a good
idea?

Mr COURT: Yes.
Mr Brian Burke: Thank you very much.
Mr COURT: We said so yesterday.
Mr Brian Burke: I said it the day before.
Mr COURT: The Premier knew that his party

would not have a bar of it.
With regard to the MX missile, one day the

Labor Party supported it and said that Gerry
Hand did not know what he was talking about and
the next day it made a complete about-face.

People in Australia want to know where this
Premier and the Prime Minister stand on defence
matters, as do people overseas. The same forces
that put the Lange Government into the ridiculous
and hopeless situation it is in now are at work in
Australia and in Western Australia.

Mr Brian Burke: Who are they?
Mr COURT: People within the Labor Party.
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Mr Brian Burke: Name them.
Mr COURT: Nobody in the Labor Party is

prepared to stand up and say "We support the
visit of nuclear-armed, nuclear warships to West-
ern Australia".

Mr Brian Burke: I do;, I say that now.
Mr COURT: The Premier supports the visits of

nuclear-armed, nuclear powered warships?
Mr Brian Burke: I have said it a third time.
Mr COURT: That is good; who else in the

Labor Party supports them?
Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: It is the party's policy.
Mr COURT: So alt members of the Labor

Party here support such visits. Do members sup-
port the home parting of nuclear warships?

Mr Brian Burke: No, not home porting.
Mr COURT: Do members support the home

porting of Australian warships in Western
Australia?

Mr Brian Burke: You are being ridiculous. We
arranged for HMAS Stuart to be ported here.

Mr COURT: So members opposite do not sup-
port US or British warships being home ported in
Western Australia?

Mr Brian Burke: No, not ships of any foreign
nation, only Australian ships.

Mr COURT: Why?
Mr Brian Burke: You want to have an

American ship home-ported here. Which foreign
ship is home ported in America?

Mr COURT: I do not think other nations need
their ships home ported in America.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: The other thing I want to touch

on is the hysteria about nuclear power.
Mr Bateman: How about having a good gander

at what happened at Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
where millions of people died and thousands are
still suffering as a result of the use of nuclear
weapons?

Mr COURT: Let us talk about it. The member
is definitely allowed to stand and make his own
contribution to the debate. I now turn to nuclear-
powered propulsion. Whenever there is mention of
the word "nuclear", people in the Labor Party get
up in arms about it. Nuclear propulsion has be-
come conventional technology in many countries,
but not in Australia, because it has never been
introduced into Australia. We have a Government
here which is always talking about high tech-
nology. Whenever one mentions the words
"nuclear", there seems to an abhorrent fear of it.
Members know there have been many develop-

ments in recent years in the field of nuclear power.
The Germans have to live with the awful threat of
nuclear war right on their borders with the Soviet
Union.

Mr Tonkin: They are not on the border of the
Soviet Union at all.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: There is a vast difference between

nuclear power and nuclear arms. I think a group
of members opposite visited Europe last year and
saw the advances being made in the field of
nuclear power generation. KHIC in Korea is
building nuclear power stations; the same in
Japan. There is no problem about nuclear power
in any country, except apparently in Australia.

All I am saying to this House is that we have to
accept new forms of technology without necess-
arily being scared of them. I am not supporting
nuclear arms, but I am saying nuclear power is a
separate thing. It is something we should not run
away from; we should have a look at it.

While on the nuclear subject, the Government
does not have consistency on its uranium policy.
Some States are allowed to mine and export
uranium while others are not. This is typical of the
inconsistenicy within the Labor Party.
Unfortunately, Western Australia happens to be
one of the States the Labor Party sold out and
said, "You cannot be in that type of business".

Leave to Continue Speech
I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later

stage of this day's sitting.
Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

[Quesmiors taken.]

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 p.m.
Mr COURT: Part of this motion is to tell the

Federal Government that we support the construc-
tion and home porting of the new RAN submar-
ines in Western Australia. The Opposition has
made it very clear to the Government that it fully
supports the Government's initiatives to have these
submarines built and located in Western
Australia.

As we have said in the past, we will help
wherever possible to ensure that the importance of
this very large contract is realised. It is a large
contract. The initial construction will be over
many years, but beyond that there is the continu-
ing service and maintenance side of it. We will do
everything we can to assist in having the submar-
ines built in Western Australia.

We believe there are very good economic
reasons, but besides economic reasons, there are
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certainly very good strategic reasons why they
should be based here. If one looks at the Pacific
Ocean, there are a number of friendly centres
throughout the area where there are defence
forces. When one looks at the Indian Ocean, how-
ever, it is very barren. For that reason Fremantle,
Western Australia, will become an important proj-
ect centre for defence purposes. This is not some-
thing to be afraid of; it is something that we need
here if we are to make any show of defending
ourselves.

The Indian Ocean is vulnerable. It also provides
very important sea routes for our trade. We tend
to underestimate the amount of trade which leaves
this State. Unfortunately, not too many ships
leave Fremantle these days, but in the other ports
of WA a lot of sea trade goes on, and it is import-
ant we have a good defence presence in this State
to keep those sea routes open.

The Deputy Premier is not here, but through
the Premier I would like to say that we are trying
to get the work for the submarine contracts. I
know the Government has been concentrating
more on the hull construction side of the contract,
but it is important that we also try to get our fair
share of the more sophisticated electronic systems
and other systems which go into submarines.

When I was in Europe last year I took the
opportunity to learn a little about the types of
submarines which the Navy has been looking at,
including the forms of propulsion. I was amazed at
the number of valves, pipes, and instruments
which go inside a submarine and which we are
capable of making in Western Australia.

For example, the weapon system uses a large
proportion of standardised electronics which can
be made in this State and even if the overall con-
tract for the weaponry system went to a firm
which operates interstate, I would like to think we
could obtain our fair share of the contract. It has
certainly been proved to me by the local manufac-
turers that they are capable of doing this type of
work.

As I mentioned earlier in respect of nuclear
propulsion, it is not something of which to be
afraid. We do not have the backup on the land to
service a fleet of nuclear submarines and it would
be unfair for the defence budget to, by itself, bear
the total cost of building up the type of backup
which is required in this area.

We have now had a generation of physicists and
engineers who have been trained in this area, but
who have had to go overseas to find employment.
They now live and work overseas because this
country has chosen not to be a part of the world of
(9)

nuclear technology, and we are missing out be-
cause of that.

In conclusion, I shall be critical of the Govern-
ment on the whole question of defence. The
Government is unsure and wishy-washy in relation
to defence matters. It is often embarrassed by thc
statements it makes and, as we have been shown in
the debate tonight, the Government frequently
does a quick about-turn from one day to the next
in respect of what it has been saying because of
the pressures from within the party. The Govern-
ment is hypocritical on many issues and it is cer-
tainly hypocritical on defence matters. This type
of posturing is unfortunate, because it puts the
defence of the nation at risk.

Internationally people have lost confidence in
Australia from a defence point of view and that
lack of confidence has flowed through to the econ-
omy. That is a serious matter. I am sure many
members heard Mrs Thatcher talking on radio
about the New Zealand situation. She highlighted
the absurd position into which New Zealand has
now got itself. As I said earlier in the debate, if the
Labor Party keeps dithering in this way we will be
the next country to arrive at this ridiculous
position on defence matters.

I would like to think that the Government will
support the motion so that the world knows
exactly where we stand on defence matters. The
public of Australia will not stand for Governments
which give up trying to defend Australia, and we
are now faced with a very real threat that that
could be the case. The powers of this country-the
Prime Minister and his party-are now dithering
on defence issues, and that is very serious. They
pay lip-service to the whole defence question. In-
deed, our Premier is the best exponent of that
tactic. Publicly he says that he will do this and
that, but behind the scenes he does everything in
his power to weaken our defence forces.

I urge the Government to show its support for
the contents of the motion and I would like to see
it support the motion as I certainly do.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Brian
Burke (Premier).

HORTICULTURE: WINE CROWING
INDUSTRY

Select Cornmittece: Motion

Debate resumed from 20 February.

MRt HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [7.36 p.m.]: The two sides of the House
intend to agree on some amendments to this mo-
tion. The member for Katanning-Roc has arrived,
and he is prepared to handle the motion.

257



258 [ASSEMBLY]

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [7.37 p.m.]: This
motion is of great importance to the wine industry
in Western Australia as, indeed, it is to the pri-
mary industry of Western Australia. I am hopeful
that, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said
in my absence last week, we may be able to com-
bine this motion with a similar Opposition motion
which appears on the Notice Paper, because I
believe that both the Government and the Oppo-
sition are endeavouring to proceed in the same
direction.

The wine industry has been hit very seriously,
especially in this State. Despite a tremendous
amout of investment in the industry and a great
deal of work by small investors, very little reward
has been achieved to date. We have now reached a
situation where some of the small wine producers
in Western Australia are in an almost impossible
financial crisis. Members of this House will be of
great service to the industry if they can reach a
position of consensus and are able to agree that,
for the good of the industry, they are prepared to
take a unified stand in an endeavour to achieve
some sort of rationale in respect of an industry of
importance. Today that industry is not only faced
with a financial crisis but also, especially in the
Swan Valley, it is faced with a crisis brought
about by very bad weather for grape growing.

The photographs in this morning's edition of
The West Australian indicated the problems
which are being experienced by vignerons in the
Swan Valley. This is certainly not the First time
they have faced such problems, but, according to
the Bureau of Meteorology, this has been the
worst heatwave in the history of Western
Australia. The heatwave has come at a time when
the grape harvest is imminent and obviously it will
cost the vignerons, whether they be wine pro-
ducers or vine-dried fruit producers, a tremendous
amount of money.

In the interests of the industry members of the
Legislative Assembly in Western Australia should
get together and make a submission to our Com-
monwealth counterparts. The genesis of the prob-
lem goes back a fair way in political history, bear-
ing in mind that one day in politics is a long time,
and that the situation has been due to the impo-
sition of taxes and duties on an industry which can
ill-afford such a handicap.

The wine industry in Western Australia is to a
great degree a fledgling industry. The Swan Val-
ley has certainly been recognised as a producer of
premium wines for many years, but only in the last
20 years has there been a move into areas such as
Margaret River and Frankland River; in fact, a
survey conducted some 20 years ago indicated that
an area of land from Margaret River virtually

right through to Mt. Barker was eminently suit-
able for wine grape growing. With that in mind,
some Eastern States companies evinced interest in
commencing an industry in this State. In the
event, the small wine producers who emerged are
the people who have actually carried that industry
in the south-west and the lower great southern,
and I will mention this subject again later.

It has been a fairly sad story that this industry
has been bugged not only by decisions by various
Governments, but also by impositions on vignerons
which they are virtually unable to sustain.

I refer to an article in the Daily News of
Thursday, 21 February, not very long ago, when
the future of the wine industry was discussed. This
article quotes Mr Richard Farmer, described by
the reporter as "one of Australia's leading re-
tailers", as follows-

,,,salecs of bott led i mported wi ne willI a c-
count for 25 per cent of the local market in a
few years ...

This in itself is a very damaging statement, but he
told the recent winemakers forum in South
Australia that not many Australian wine pro-
ducers could offer the deals that were available
from overseas suppliers. He said that they had the
right wine at the right price. That of course is the
attitude of the wine retailer; it is certainly not the
attitude of the vigneron or winemaker, but it is the
root of the problem. The end user, the person who
buys the wine, has a certain amount of loyalty to
the Australian industry and certainly in Western
Australia consumers have a great deal of loyalty
to this State's industry. However, when the good
old raw matter of price emerges, and when one is
able to go into a bottle shop and buy imported
French or Eastern States wines at a much lower
price than one can buy premium Western
Australian wines, the purchaser becomes very
tempted to look to the imported wines, and he
cannot be blamed for that. The blame must be laid
fairly and squarely at che Administration in this
country and it is unfortunate that the livelihood of
many primary producers in Western Australia
rests upon the views of the person who walks into a
bottle shop and makes his or her selection of wine.
It is quite significant that Mr Farmer goes on to
say-

it's beside the point that imported wines
currently occupy only about 4 per cent of the
Australian market-the real perspective is
that they're all in bottles and they probably
account for at least 12 per cent of bottled
sales in this country.
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That in itself is very pertinent to the Western
Australian wine industry. Mr Farmer goes on to
say-

"I can tell
moving now,
cent in a very

you that at the rate things are
that figure will reach 25 per

few years."

I have stated that is a very serious thing as far as
the Western Australian wine industry is concerned
and I want to elaborate on that statement because
the Western Australian wine industry is virtually
being run by small business people who in some
instances have invested their life savings in a patch
of land in Margaret River, Frankland River, Mt.
Barker, or wherever it may be, in an endeavour to
promote a very important industry in Western
Australia.

The effect of the tax on the small vignerons i s
probably best illustrated by the fact that they are
now finding great difficulty in continuing their
operations because they need maximum liquidity
to carry on. Many of these people who have
started up small wineries in the southern part of
the State can be compared with people who took
up conditional-purchase land in the 1960s in the
southern and south-eastern part of Western
Australia. These people were prepared to battle
like hell to carve a farm out of virgin land to the
exclusion of their personal comforts, including ad-
equate housing, on the premise that once the farm
got going they would be in a position to be able to
build a house and bring up their children in com-
parative comfort. However, this in many instances
never happened. These people virtually lived in
sheds. Not very long ago I was speaking to a group
of vignerons from the Margaret river area and two
of those vignerons who are producing prermi.um
wines are still virtually living in sheds, because
they are ploughing all their surplus funds, if any,
back into improving their vineyards; so they are i n
the same situation, but probably on a slightly dif-
ferent scale.

This sort of thing is not only very traumatic for
the agricultural industries, but also very important
to the economy of Western Australia. Currently
there is a Commonwealth inquiry, the Kerin in-
quiry, going on and my understanding was that
the results of that inquiry were to be available in
February. That date has now been put back to
March with the proviso of April, and I would be
very surprised if we get any findings by May. If
we do it will be not only surprising, but a welcome
change.

To the best of my knowledge there has been no
representation by Western Australian growers and
no opportunity for those growers to make sub-
missions to the inquiry.

Mr Troy: That is not so.

Mr OLD: I hope the member will elucidate on
that in his reply.

The inquiry will not cover Western Australian
conditions; it is designed primarily for the Eastern
seaboard where the bulk of wine is produced.
There is no doubt that volume wines-the bulk of
wine-are produced in the Eastern States, but
Western Australia has about 15 per cent of the
total number of wine producers in Australia
producing some two per cent of our wine. That
gives some indication of the magnitude of the in-
dustry in Western Australia. I would be very
interested when the member for Mundaring eluci-
dates on his interjection and tells us how much
input the Western Australian industry has made. I
will be more interested to see how much mention
is made of the Western Australian industry in the
report of the Kerin inquiry.

The interesting point is that in Western
Australia there are some 72 wineries which make
up 20 per cent of the total number of wineries in
Australia. If one considers the figures of two per
cent of wine production and 20 per cent of
wineries in Australia, one can understand the
magnitude of the premium wines being produced.
I do not say they are being produced because we
happen to have 20 per cent of the national total of
wineries-those wineries could not possibly exist
unless they were producing premium wines.

I do not think the Kerin inquiry will show the
full impact of the 10 per cent sales tax on wine
which I have not yet touched on. I will have to
hurry because it is my intention to move some
amendments at the end of my dissertation. I hope
they will be acceptable to the House because I
firmly believe the motions introduced by the mem-
ber for Mundlaring and the Leader of the Oppo-
sition are quite compatible and would give great
impetus to the wine industry in Western Australia
if we could only get ourselves organised and come
up with a united front.

Mr Davies: Whose motion are you
amending-the Leader of the Opposition's or
ours?

Mr OLD: We are speaking to the member for
Mundaring's motion.

Mr Davies: Have you circulated the amend-
ments?

Mr OLD: No. I am quite happy to do that.
With your permission, Mr Speaker, I will circulate
a copy of the amendments I propose.

Probably the greatest indictment of the Federal
Government is the litany of broken promises firom
the last election. These broken promises to a very
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large degree impacted on the wine industry. I will
quote one or two of those election promises. One
was, "Labor will not impose a sales tax or an
excise tax on wine". That probably is the root of
the problem. A sales tax was imposed on the wine
industry and that was one of the death blows dealt
to the Western Australian industry. Not only was
a sales tax imposed on wine, but section 31 A of
the Income Tax Act was repealed.

Mr Troy: When was that?
Mr OLD: Section 31 A previously allowed tax-

payers to value wine stock at a set value. That was
repealed in 1973. It was not one of the Govern-
ment's broken promises. Section 31 of the Income
Tax Act allows primary producers to value stock
on band at a given level. This has been of great
value to primary industry. It was not previously
available to wine producers until section 31A was
introduced as an amendment to allow vignerons to
have the same advantage under the Act as other
primary producers.

It is a matter of whether Government s of vari-
ous colours are prepared to accept that vignerons
are primary producers. The repeal of section 31 A
in 1973, when it becomes effective, puts wi ne pro-
ducers at a serious disadvantage to their brethren
in primary industry.

Mr Davies: When does it become effective? Did
you say it is yet to become effective?

Mr OLD: No, it is effective. What it has done,
in effect, is to preclude wine growers from taking
advantage of section 31 of the Income Tax Act. It
means that when wine is put down, as good red
wine is for a period of four or five years, the wine
is revalued every year to take account of its added
value through being put down. At the same time,
an inflation quotient is added and the wine as-
sumes a new value and the producer is taxed on
that value. This immediately reduces the wine pro-
ducer's liquidity, and takes away his ability to go
ahead with the improvements he has planned for
his winery and vineyard, or for that long promised
homestead.

These are the mitigating factors which are mak-
ins the attitude of the Federal Government in the
main quite anti the wine industry. If anybody feels
the wine industry has no impact on Western
Australia, I would like to quote a few figures not
relating to the wine industry so much as to the
tourist industry.

Before I do so, I would like to mention that
Australia is the only country which has a signifi-
cant wine production to impose a tax on wine. The
tax is counter-productive not only on the industry,
but also on the coffers of the Federal Government.
When the Federal Government-this was after

1983 and during the Hawke regime-decided in
its wisdom to break its promise of no tax on wine
and imposed a 10 per cent wine tax on the wine
industry it immediately allowed sales tax on
imported wines to be reduced from 20 per cent to
10 per cent. This occurred because under the Act
if sales tax did not apply to local wines, sales tax
could be raised on imported wines and if there was
sales tax on local wines the same tax would apply
to imported wines. Therefore, the tendency was
towards French wines and suddenly we had a situ-
ation where imported wines were able to flow into
Australia at a reduced rate of sales tax, but there
was still approximately an I I per cent excise duty
on them. The European community subsidises its
wine industry to the extent of $100 billion a year.
This Figure has been checked with the Embassy
which has confirmed that that is the case.

What is happening is that very heavily
subsidised European wines are coming into
Australia under the GATT agreement; if it can
prove that the wines are being dumped, the
Government of Australia is able to impose a
countervailing duty. The Federal Government has
taken no action whatsoever-if it has, it has been
done very secretively.

It appears that the inactivity of the Federal
Government not only is exacerbating the situation
of Western Australian wine producers, but also is
encouraging Eastern States wine producers to
dump their product on the Western Australian
market at a greatly reduced price.

I am sorry that my time is running out because
I could give some very good examples of Western
Australian wine retailers who are able to sell East-
ern States wine at dumped rates. We do not have
legislation restricting the dumping of Eastern
States wine-the legislation we have concerns only
wines which are dumped from overseas.

Amendments to Motion
I move the following amendment-

To delete paragraph (iii).

If my amendment is successful, I propose to move
the following-

New subclause (3) to read-
"The effect of the repeal of section

3l]Aof the Income Tax Act on the indus-
try."

Subclauses (4) and (5) be re-numbered (7)
and (8).

New subclause (4) to read-
"The impact on the industry of the

apparent dumping of European wines in
Australia."
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New subclause (5) to read-

"The added disadvantage to the West-
ern Australian industry due to the activi-
ties of Eastern States wineries in heavily
discounting their product to capture a
larger proportion of the local market."

New subeclause (6) to read-

"The apparent lack of activity by the
Commonwealth in not applying
countervailing duties as provided for in
the General Agreement on Trade and
Ta riffCs."

I would ask members in this House to take a
bipartisan view of the amendments in order that
we can go forward together as a Parliament in
seeking the Commonwealth Government's support
in saving an industry which is vital to the Western
Australian economy.

Point of Order

Mr EVANS: Mr Speaker, I seek your guidance
on the procedure that should be adopted because I
would like to move some amendments to the mo-
tion moved by the member for Katanning-Roe.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition suggested a
marriage of the contents of the two motions.

The SPEAKER: In the interest of proceeding
with the business of the House I will leave the
Chair until the ringing of the bells and ask the
member for Katanning-Roe and the Minister for
Agriculture to join mec in my Chamber in order
that we can reach a compromise.

Sitting suspended from 7.57 to 8.24 p.m.

Mr EVANS: The motions are compatible to a
very large degree. Mr Speaker, I would like you to
give me your advice on how these matters should
be treated and whether I should move to delete all
of the words after the word "That" in the motion
moved by the member for Mundaring with a view
to inserting other words as circulated.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: In an endeavour to meet a
situation which was going to be somewhat messy
and which would, perhaps, prolong the proceed-
ings of the House, I called the parties together in
my chambers. However, I am not a very good
negotiator. As a result of those negotiations it is
obvious that the Minister's point of order must be
upheld because his amendment comes prior to the
action which was proposed by the member for
Katanning-Roe. I uphold the point of order raised
by the Minister for Agriculture.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for
Agriculture) [8.26 p.m.]: In the interests of ex-
pedition of this matter I seek to delete certain
words in the member for Mundaring's motion. I
move an amendment-

To delete all words in the motion after
"that" in line I and to substitute for the
words deleted the following-

A Select Committee be formed to
examine, report and make
recommendations regarding-

(1) the current level of Financial difficulty
facing grape growers in Western
Australia;

(2) the effect of Commonwealth taxation
measures on wine producers-including
the impact of the current regulations in
regard to stock holdings;

(3) the impact of the increased importation
of wine on the Western Australian indus-
try resulting from both interstate trade
and overseas importation;

(4) the need for an effective advisory organ-
isation and representative body for the
viticulture industry in Western
Australia;

(5) the findings of the present national in-
quiry. with particular regard to the fam-
ily based industries operating within the
State.

I commend the member for Mundaring for his
initiative in bringing his motion before the House,
It was well-neceded, and I am pleased that the
Opposition endorses the sentiments in principle. It
indicates that there is a general level of support by
the Opposition for the motion.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said in his
remarks-I took the trouble to read them in
Mansard-that he was unaware of any expressions

of interest by the member for Mundaring. How-
ever, I am fully aware of the actions taken by the
member for Mundaring and I assure the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that they were fairly
extensive.

Among other things, he has organised meetings
of growers to discuss the problems of the industry
with the Federal Minister for Primary Industry
and with me. He has made representations to the
Deputy Premier about a number of matters
designed to assist the wine industry and the grape
industry in Western Australia. In his submissions
he has sought assistance for individual growers to
establish cool-store facilities. These are sorely
needed.
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A Federal inquiry into these matters has been
set up. However, it is uncertain when the report of
that inquiry will be brought down. I understand
that it will be available in March. However, there
is no guarantee that that will happen and, hence,
the need for this inquiry.

Representations and submissions have been
made to that Federal inquiry. Submissions were
made by the Western Australian Government and
by at least two of the grower organisations in this
State. The formal Government submission was
quite detailed and very explicit in the points that it
made. A point that the Government made in its
submission was that it was responsible for the
Federal Government setting up the inquiry to
examine the industry as a result of the 10 per cent
sales tax. This Government submitted that the 10
per cent sales tax on wine be revoked and all
moneys paid be refunded. That was contained on
page 20 of the submission which was presented to
the Federal inquiry.

That submission had the very strong support of
the grower organisations in this State, as far as I
am aware. The problems of the industry were
outlined quite succinctly by the member for
Katanning-Roe. He did that quite well in the time
that he had available.

We import into Western Australia the bulk of
the wine consumed in this State. The Western
Australian industry accounts for only 16.5 per
cent of the total product consumed. The West
Australian wine industry represents only two per
cent of national production.

The member for Katanning-Roe said that 15
separate wineries produced wine in Western
Australia. I thought there were 17; however, that
is a minor matter. The percentage number of indi-
vidual wineries in Western Australia is very high.

It is also allied to many other aspects of devel-
opment in country areas. The wine which is of
particular importance is the high quality premium
table wine, and, as the member for Katanning-Roc
pointed out, this industry has been developed par-
ticularly in the broad regions of Margaret River
and the Frankland area.

Mr Stephens: What about Mt. Barker?
Mr EVANS: I include Mt. Barker in the broad

region of Frankland so the member should please
not take offence. The quality of the wines is excel-
lent as has been domonstrated by the number of
awards that have been won not only in this State
but also in other States of Australia. This indi-
cates that the industry has come of age and it can
hold its own with anything produced in Australia.

The imposts that have to be met by the industry
are significant and the Federal taxes and charges

involve a statutory levy on crushed wine grapes of
$2.40 a tonne, tax on wine stocks, l0oper cent sales
tax on wine based on the last wholesale price, and
taxes and charges on imported wines.

The label producers are confronted with two
additional concerns in the marketplace. These in-
volve heavily discounted wines from the Eastern
States. In some cases agents have been offering
various kinds of agreements which are not uncom-
mon in the industry but are very difficult to prove.
I understand this goes to the extent of offering
overseas trips. There are various ways for this
funny money to change hands and that is one of
the aspects which appears to require close scru-
tiny.

The other question is the importation of wines
from overseas, particularly Europe. This has been
facilitated by the effect of the 10 per cent levy
which has already been explained to the House. A
major problem exists.

I should draw attention to the amendment
suggested by the member for Katanning-Ro. It
stems from the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition which refers to the apparent lack of
activity by the Commonwealth Government in not
applying countervailing duties as provided for in
the general agreement on tariffs and trade. There
is concern about the importation of wine from the
EEC, bearing in mind the production measures in
the EEC countries. However, I do not think we
can sustain leaving that as a term of reference to
be discussed by the House to put before a Select
Committee. With regard to the apparent lack of
activity, we note that the Prime Minister of this
country and the Minister for Primary Industry
have taken some action.

Mr MacKinnon: Who was responsible for im-
posing the tax on the industry in the first place?

Mr EVANS: The Opposition also knows that
the official attitude in this State, as I indicated to
members, was that the levy should be removed and
the moneys collected should be refunded. Any
more questions?

Mr MacKinnon: I am not denying that, but you
should be well aware of where the tax came from.

Mr EVANS: I am telling the member of the
attitude it has evoked at an official level from this
State.

Recently the highest level discussions were held
in Brussels with officials of the EEC, and these
embraced a range of issues.

Mr Old: Mostly on the beef industry.

Mr EVANS: The dairy industry got a mention
also.
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Mr Old: A very small mention according to
what you people did.

Mr EVANS: It is my understanding that efforts
have been made by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment with regard to the examination of whether
the importations contravene the gcncral agree-
menit on tariffs and trade. That is certainly a mat-
ter for Commonwealth jurisdiction but it is some-
thing that holds our very close interest.

Mr Old: Why not include it in the motion?
Mr EVANS: I do not think it can be said with

complete certainty that it should be included, It
cannot be proved to an extent that would warrant
its inclusion. For that reason there is a question of
propriety as far as the House is concerned. Never-
theless, the member should look to the wording of
the amendment; that is, "the impact of the
increased importation of wine on the Western
Australian industry resulting from both interstate
trade and overseas importation". The
recommendation is that the committee should look
at the effects of all imported wines on this State. If
it can be shown in the course of those investi-
gations that there is a case for countervailing ac-
tion to proceed by the Commonwealth, this com-
mittee will make a recommendation. To that ef-
fect the matter is included in the terms of refer-
ence and I would shy away from the wording of
the motion moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. It will be seen that the amendment is com-
patible with the motion of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. There is no question of that.

While talking about importation, I cite the
Leader of the Opposition's motion which reads, in
part-

(a) The impact of the industry of the appar-
ent dumping of European wines in
Australia;

He also complains of the lack of activity by the
Commonwealth. That is covered sufficiently in the
terms of reference.

I draw attention also to the effect of taxation
measures on wine producers, including the impact
of current regulations in regard to stockholdings;
so although reference is made by the Leader of the
Opposition to section 31(a) of the Income Tax
Act, there could well be other areas, not only of
the Income Tax Act, but in other fiscal legislation
of the Commonwealth which could well be
explored. The greater concept of the terms of ref-
erence is preferable to the approach taken by the
Leader of the Opposition.

As far as paragraph (v) of the terms of refer-
ence is concerned, relating to the findings of the
present national inquiry, with particular regard to
the family-based industries operating in the State,

the content of the Federal inquiry will certainly be
very important. It is hoped that the report will
become available.

Perhaps I should say too it concerns not only the
production of wine, but impinges on other indus-
tries as well. There is the development of the tour-
ist industry and the support industries which have
accompanied the development of the wineries in
the Vasse area, and in the Frankland and Mt.
Barker areas. There is the provision of accommo-
dation, the sale of fuel, the sale of fast foods, and a
range of activities. It is important to recognise that
as part of the wine industry and part of the tourist
industry. The recent performince at Leeuwin Es-
tate by the London Philharmonic Orchestra is
something which would be very hard to match.
Wi thout question it has given a great fillip to the
tourist industry and to the potential of the Vasse
area.

I also refer to the fact that paragraph (i) of the
Troy motion has regard to the grape industry.
There are significant interrelated problems as far
as viticulturists are concerned, whether they are
producing dried fruits, table grapes, premium
wines, or the more general types in competition
with the Eastern States.

There is, then, scope for the committee to exam-
ine in detail the interrelated situations which exist
as far as the total industry is concerned. To that
end the amendment was based a little more
broadly than the Leader of the Opposition had
suggested.

Finally, paragraph (iv) in the Troy motion con-
cerns the need for an effective advisory organis-
ation or representative body for the viticultural
industry in Australia. There has been a certain
lack of representation of producers in the past. It
is believed quite firmly that this representation
can be improved; in what way and to what extent I
am not prepared to conjecture. That is the reason
it is a term of reference for a committee.

I commend the amendment to the House.
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [8.47 p.m.J: I

second this amendment because it represents a
more positive approach to the action desired by
this House than those listed on the Notice Paper.
and indeed, the amendment moved by the member
for Katanning-Roc. As a consequence it gets on
with the job.

Mr Old: It has been gingered up a bit, but not
enough.

Mr JAMIESON: The wine industry in this
State has come a long way since the first efforts of
Doctor Ferguson to produce wine on the Swan, at
the Houghton Estate. Many will know that his
first attempts in large barrels proved to be some-
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what unsuccessful because be misjudged the
amount of grapes that he put into the barrels for
the purpose of fermentation. In those days they
did not have the mechanical and other contriv-
ances to get the excess effluent off the top. He
found it was not bubbling over the top, so he had
to use water-washed stones from the Swan River
to lift it to the height necessary to achieve his
objective.

That was the first attempt made in those early
days to produce wine in the Swan Valley. From
then things proceeded rather slowly to the stage
where, after the First World War, many war set-
tlers were placed on small holdings on the Swan.
They produced a variety of vigneron types using
various dried fruits in which the area seemed to
excel. They marketed and exported table grapes,
and produced some grapes which were turned into
wine.

It was probably not till the time of migration
between the First and Second World Wars, when
many Slays and some Italians took over a number
of farms in this area, that wine producing really
started in this region. From there it spread to
Wanneroo and down to Spearwood; there was
even some at Bakers Hill and several places in the
Darling Range. It was not a very big industry by
comparison with the development which has oc-
curred with the advent of table wines, where we
now have development from up near Gingin to Mt.
Barker where various varieties and styles are culti-
vated for the purpose of making different types of
wines palatable to various customers.

During that lime a complete change has taken
place in the industry. After leaving school I
worked in the industry for a period and then, when
I returned from war service, I was involved in it
again. At that stage the industry was involved
mainly in the production of table grapes, dried
fruit, and export grapes. One wonders why the
grape industry has not followed the trend of ex-
pansion of other primary industries in this State.

Prior to the war there were many hectares of
overhead trellis vines which produced table grapes
for overseas markets. After coming to this House I
asked a number of questions about whether the
production and sale of grapes was increasing, but
no-one seemed to be very interested in the subject.
I could not get the local department interested in
what was happening in the grape-growing indus-
try.

At that time the grapes were sent mainly to
agents in Singapore. However, the grapes were not
sold on the Singapore market, but rather were sent
to Sarawak and other places and dispersed in that
way.

Therefore, no-one knew the capabilities of the
market in the region. The grapes were packed in
granulated cork, which was an expensive way to
export them.

Large quantities of grapes were exported to
Europe, particularly those of the O'honaz variety
which was actually the Spanish Almira, and was
given an Australian name for the benefit of the
export market.

In those days grapes were exported by sea.
Sometimes they were even carried as deck cargo.
Bearing in mind containerisation and other
methods of shipping goods in this day and age, we
should be in a position to supply this type of
produce in greater quantities to many more mar-
kets.

Unfortunately, we have seen the dried fruit
market wither away in this State. Previously in the
Swan Valley there used to be at least three large
packing sheds. One was the Swan Co-op, another
was situated on Great Eastern Highway. and a
third was located on the West Swan Road. Those
packing sheds were very active for many months
of the year and employed a large number of people
in the area.

Some years ago I took a member from the
Murray area who was visiting Perth to see some of
the dried fruit produced in the Swan. He was an
expert in this field in his area and he confessed
that the fruit produced in the Murray could not
compare with the currants being produced in the
Swan.

I do not know the quantity of dried fruit
produced in the Swan Valley now, but, bearing in
mind the number of drying racks one sees today, it
is clear the quantity has diminished greatly over
the years. In the main, dried fruit is not being
produced in the quantities it used to be.

A number Of rural employees were occupied
throughout the grape picking season from the start
of the picking of the currants through to the sul-
tanas and other varieties. Sultana processing was a
very heavy job, because the fruit was dipped in a
solution of caustic and olive oil. It was placed in
big buckets and put into large vats containing the
boiling solution. On days like today when one was
working in that area, it was very exhausting.

The grape-growing industry was very turbulent,
but it was rewarding in that the produce which
resulted from it was very good. One wonders why
that industry has not followed the trend in other
primary producing industries towards the pro-
duction of greater quantities and better quality of
produce. This industry has grown, but the growth
has occurred mainly in the production of wine
variety grapes.
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When I worked in the vineyards, most of them
sold to Houghton Wines, Valencia Vineyards Pty.
Ltd., and the like. Their excess crops of muscats
were used mainly for fortified wines, such as
sherries. In more recent years, the market has
been greater for lighter table wines. After World
War 11 a great deal of European immigration oc-
curred and, as a result, the industry became more
sophisticated, because the immigrants looked for
produce to which they were accustomed. The
trend towards lighter table wines has continued
since then. Indeed, today one would not go out to
lunch or dinner without thinking about the sort of
wine one would have with it. The only exception to
that are the temperance people who do not imbibe.

People enjoy various types of table wine. How-
ever, I am concerned that the industry in this
State is involving itself in too many different
varieties, and I hope the committee addresses that
aspect. For example, the Hunter Valley has its
Traminer variety in which it specialises. The
Coonawarra area specialises in reds, and it
probably produces the best reds in Australia. The
Barossa Valley produces various styles of German
wine which have been popular for a long time
because of the large settlement of German mi-
grants which occurred early in the history of grape
growing in that valley.

These varieties have arisen mainly as a result of
people experimenting, and frequently those exper-
iments were conducted by those who were not
associated with winemaking until they took over
their holdings. These people have done a remark-
able job, especially those at Margaret River and
Mt. Barker. I mention also the developments
which have been entered into by the bigger organ-
isations in this field such as Houghtons. They have
found they can grow many varieties of grapes and
produce very palatable wine.

Of course, this is a very competitive market,
especially when one produces a number of differ-
ent types of wine. The first wine to really make a
splash on the market throughout Australia was the
Houghton type of white burgundy. When one first
talked about white burgundy people said,
"Burgundy is not white. What are you talking
about?" Now everyone makes, or tries to make,
white burgundy. As a result Houghtons has found
it necessary to go into other varieties of wine such
as Verdelho and some types of French wines in
order to be competitive in a market which de-
mands different styles of wine for different tastes.

Because of that they have a limited quantity to
supply. I have heard members asking for certain
wines they have been getting in the Parliament
House dining room and they have found they can-

not get them until the next season's lot comes in.
This is a tremendous problem for the people sell-
ing those wines because it is a must that they have
a continuous supply, otherwise their customers
will drop off. It pays a lot of them to limit tbeir
grape selection to suit just a certain group of cus-
tomers in order that they might guarantee a
supply from season to season. These are just some
of the problems which have occurred over the
years that I have been fairly closely associated
with the winemaking industry.

It appears to me to be high time a look-see was
had into this industry to make sure it is going in
the right direction, to See whether the State is
helping all that it should through legislative pro-
grammes and other assistance which might be
given by this Government, and to see whether
action taken by the Commonwealth Government
in various spheres is causing a degree of damage
that should not be tolerated.

However, I sound a warning here. Members
might be advised to look at the newsletter Alcohol
News. The Alcohol Advisory Council of Western
Australia points out a growing problem of the
incidence of sclerosis of the liver. It is evident that
there has been an upsurge in the drinking of cask
wines because they are cheaper than beer. How-
ever, cask wine has a considerably higher alcohol
content and it could be doing considerable damage
to the health of our population. [f it is, that type of
wine should not be completely exempted from pro-
viding returns to the Government if the Govern-
ment has to spend money caring for the people
who consume the product.

The problem is a difficult one for the small
holdings. Paying a percentage overall is an
alternative we do not relish or favour. On the
other hand it may be that bulk wine could in some
way be taxed rather than bottle wines of specific
quality and nature.

Some of the stuff coming in from overseas is
undoubtedly rubbish and will not hold a candle to
quality wines produced here. What worries me is
that wherever one goes in the Eastern States or
here and visits a first-class restaurant and or-
ders a high-quality table wine, one finds that
Western Australian varieties are the very top-
priced wines; they exceed all the others. As the
member for Katanning-Roe said, one is divided
between one's loyalty to go for the WA wine and
going for something a little less to one's palate but
more to one's pocket. We have to watch out that
by having a large number of varieties and styles
we do not do ourselves out of the market.

All these things can be observed and considered
'by the Select Committee if the House agrees to it.
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It is time that we had a good look at these matters
and to that extent I compliment the member for
Mundaring on his proposal for this Select Com-
mittee. Should a Select Committee be agreed to, I
hope that by the time it Finishes its inquiries we
will be able to go forward with a greater pro-
duction of all sorts of vigneron products in this
State. I do not refer only to the wines we have
mentioned tonight but also to such products as the
dried fruits. Why are they and the other products
not able to be produced now? Why has the cost of
producing them become so high when the quality
was so excellent and the demand so evident?
These products were in demand in various
Australian markets because of their high quality.
This is an important move and I see the amend-
ment as a positive way of achieving what the
House properly desires. I am pleased to second the
amendment.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roc) [9.06 p.m.]: I am
disappointed that the efforts of the Speaker to
obtain some consensus were to no avail, because I
believe, as the spokesman for the Opposition, that
I conceded to the Minister for Agriculture and the
member for Mundaring more than I had originally
intended to concede. But I was prepared to go
along with the major parts of the amendment
suggested by the member for Mundaring.

I still believe it is necessary to look at the apply-
ing of countervailing duties by the Commonwealth
Government. It appears the Minister reels that if
we criticise the sacred cow we are in trouble. With
respect I point out that in regard to the matter of
taxes and charges imposed on the wine industry,
we on this side never shirked from espousing the
view that the taxes put on by the Fraser Govern-
ment were unacceptable. We did not agree with
the Commonwealth and we made that clear quite
often when we were in Government.

Surely to goodness the Government of the day
has the intestinal fortitude to come out and
criticise the present Commonwealth Government,
otherwise what is the use of having an inquiry? If
we are to pussyfoot around and say that because
this happens to be a Commonwealth matter we
should make no criticism, we will do a grave dis-
service to the wine growers of this parish. We
should put our foot fairly where it hurts most.

We are in accord with what the member for
Mundaring is trying to achieve, because it was a
matter of only 60 seconds between his motion and
our amendments being moved. Okay, the Govern-
ment has put the motion before the House. We are
prepared to assist the Government in making sure
that the wine industry in WA is well-served and is
given the treatment it deserves. But for goodness
sake do not let the Commonwealth off the hook.

Because it happens to be Prime Minister Hawke
does not mean to say that he should not be
criticised. He was criticised by his own party over
his MX missile blunder. Let us criticise Mr Kerin
over the blunder be has made in taxing the wine
industry.

Let us have a look at the reason that the Com-
monwealth Government has not looked at apply-
ing countervailing duties on imported wine. If it
has looked at those duties, let it come out and tell
us why it did not apply those duties. The pro-
visions are there under the GATT agreement to
apply these countervailing duties where dumping
can be demonstrated.

Perhaps the EEC is not dumping wine in
Australia, but I will be a monkey's uncle if it is
not, because wines have never come from Europe
cheaper than they are coming to Australia today.
The EEC is being subsidised to an absolutely dis-
graceful level to produce wines which are not
wanted throughout the world.

It is a fact that today in California more French
wines are being sold than Californian wines and
we are heading towards a similar situation. How-
ever, Western Australia is the end of the line.
When the train is shunted, the last carriage ends
up in this State. To demonstrate that point, EEC
wines are being imported, in the main, into the
eastern seaboard because that is where the major
market lies, and Eastern States people are buying
French wines at a very cheap rate. Consequently
Eastern States wines-some of which are very
good-are neglected to a large degree. As the
Minister for Agriculture said, the exporters are
doing horrendous deals and are even offering free
trips around the world to get their wines into WA.
At one stage if a person bought a pallet of wine he
obtained another pallet for nothing; in other
words, the wines could be purchased for 50 per
cent of their nominal value, and probably not even
their true value. Then the Eastern States must get
rid of these wines to make room for the next
vintage.

In WA, especially in the Swan Valley, nature is
taking care of the problem, and that is a very
unfortunate fact for our vignerons. These People
are very hard-working and it is a labour-intensive
industry. I suppose one could refer to it as a
"sunrise" industry in WA. [I was static for many
years and confined only to the Swan Valley, but
Over a period of two decades it has blossomed out
into the Margaret River area right down through
Mt. Barker and even into parts of Albany.

The wine industry deserves preservation. It is an
important labour-intensive industry which will
employ the people whom the Premier talks about
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employing. If he really wants to employ people let
him come out strongly and tell the Common-
wealth, "We do not like what you are doing".
That is what we are talking about and that is
where we need consensus.

I concede on behalf of the Opposition every
point of the motion except one, and at this stage I
foreshadow that I will move another amendment
which I will read before I resume my seat. It is
most important that my amendment is accepted
by the Government.

I return to the article I mentioned in my pre-
vious speech and quote as follows-

FAQ projections disclose that the rising
tide of world wine is expected to reach more
than 36.7 billion l itres in the 198 5 vintage.

That represents an increase of 2.4 billion
litres-25.3 per cent--over average 1980-81-
82 levels which had led to the massive sur-
plus,

The problem has arisen and we are pussyfooting
around saying that we cannot criticise the Com-
monwealth Government because its members are
the moguls and they know what they are doing.
However, they do not know what they are doing.
As a matter of interest in regard to what is
happening throughout the world the article later
discusses wine consumption. We always think, of
Italy as being a country in which wine is quaffed
down by the bucketful, but the article reads as
follows-

Consumption in Italy fell from 113.3 litres
per head in 1970 to 81.6 litres in 1983..

That represents a fair drop in consumption. Then
we go to the country where most wine is drunk,
France. During the same period consumption in
France fell from 108 litres to 86.3 litres-no won-
der the French vignerons are sending their wine to
Australia! No wonder they are polluting our wine
industry. No wonder they are sending out
undergrade wines to Australia. Thec wines are be-
low grade. They do not conform to the quality of
wines required under our regulations. Every bottle
of wine that is sent overseas from Australia must
be quality tested and the cost of quality testing is
about $120 a bottle-absolutely astronomical!

Apart from that, when Australian wines are
received overseas they are tested again-another
charge on the industry-but when overseas wines
are accepted into Australia they are not tested.
The amount of $120 per bottle is the testing fee
charged by the Australian Wine Research Insti-
tute.

If a producer puts in one bottle of wine for
testing it will cost him $120 to get a batch sent
away. A recent survey of Perth liquor outlets'

stocks of imported wines revealed that they do not
comply with the minimum alcohol requirements
under the WA Act. This is probably contrary to
the argument put forward by the member for
Welshpool. I respect his argument because he is a
man who has been in this Parliament for many
years and he has a very good grip of what goes on
in WA. He put forward the point that the alcohol
content in these wines is too high. Certain regu-
lations are laid down in this State and whether
they are morally right or wrong does not mean a
thing.

[Quorum formed.]
I was talking about che minimum requirements

of wine imported into Western Australia. This
requirement is covered under the Health Act
which is more sacrosanct than many Acts on the
Statute book. Under regulation Q1006 the mini-
mum alcohol requirement is eight per cent-I sup-
pose that means alcohol content by volume.

Not having the alcohol specified on the label is
an offence according to regulation Q01 013. My
understanding is that the Minister for Health in
this State has been acquainted with the fact that
the regulations have been breached on several oc-
casions, with the importation of overseas wines,
but he has taken no action.

What is the point of regulations if they are not
applied? Is there any point in the Department of
Health being interested in levels of alcohol in
wine, be they high or low, unless the regulations
are enforced? The Minister for Health stands con-
demned. If the information I have is correct it
probably should be the subject of a motion of no
confidence in the Minister. That information has
been given to me on very good authority.

1 will move an amendment and hope that it will
be acceptable to the Government. We, on this side
of the House have bent over backwards to have
this motion put forward in reasonable form. I
firmly believe that unless we look into these
countervailing duties we are wasting our time; we
are letting the Commonwealth off the hook, and
why should the Commonwealth Government be let
off the hook? if it is sounding the death knell to
the small vignerons in the southern part of the
State, in the great southern and the south-west, it
deserves to be condemned in the strongest terms.

.It is up to this House to inquire into this matter.

Amendment on Amendment to Motion

Therefore I move an amendment to the amend-
ment-

To insert a new subparagraph to stand as
(3)(b) as follows-

(3)(b) whether there is a need for the
Commonwealth Government to apply
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countervailing duties as provided for
under the General Agreement on Trade
and Tariffs as a further means of assist-
ing the Western Australian wine indus-
try;

I have watered that down far more than I would
wish, because I believe it should go further than
that. I do hope that the House will see fit to accept
that foreshadowed amendment.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [9.23 p.mn.]: I wish also
to make some remarks about the amendment
moved by the Minister for Agriculture on the need
for a Select Committee to examine, report, and
make recommendations on the wine industry in
Western Australia.

I join with the member for Welshpool in saying
that it is long overdue for the Parliament and
State to be better informed and have a broader
knowledge of the implications involved and the
problems the wine industry is facing so that de-
cisions can be made for its future benefit.

This dilemma in the wine industry has occurred
in recent months in this State, and other States in
Australia, as a result of the imposition by the
Federal Government of a 10 per cent sales tax on
retail sales of wine. Prior to the introduction of
that wine tax, the industry had its share or prob-
lems, but was able to overcome them. However,
the fiddling of the Government has caused this
current dilemma which has proved to be a pro-
found one which affects every wine-growing dis-
trict across Western Australia.

The retail price of Australian wine has been
increased by 10 per cent, therefore, imported
wines are much more attractive to buy. This has
reduced the competitiveness of local wines on the
market.

These imported wines come from countries
which have a keen regard for their agricultural
industry, to the extent that in the main they are
heavily subsidised. One could talk of the European
Economic Community "wine lake" which is
heavily subsidised by European countries. The
community is looking for dumping grounds
throughout the world for its wine. The Common-
wealth Government 10 per cent tax has resulted in
a bonanza for European countries because they
are now able to dump their wines on the
Australian marketplace, with a 10 per cent ben-
efit.

That of course has resulted in the Australian
wine producers being more price competitive in
the marketplace. Prices are keener and more at-
tractive discounts are offered in order to combat
the imported, subsidised wines. The section of the
industry which is suffering the real brunt of this

keenness of competition happens to be the small
boutique wineries. In that regard, the worst effect
of the Commonwealth Government's decision to
impose this wine tax has been on the small, fam-
ily-operated farms, so there is good reason that
this amendment should be supported; and there is
good reason that there ought to be an inquiry into
the wine industry. The real facts and problems
confronting vignerons in Western Australia will be
fully understood as a result of an inquiry.

The large wineries in Western Australia cer-
tainly have market pressures from the Eastern
States and from overseas growers, but they have
the ability to change policy and direction and are
able to diversify their interests. The impact on
them will not be as significant as it will be to the
small producer. When I refer to the larger
wineries I am referring to Sandalfords, Houghitons
and Leeuwin Estate.

I believe this is an appropriate time, during this
debate, to give accolades to Dennis H-organ, the
proprietor of Leuwin Estate for his contribution
to Western Australia, as well as the significant
contribution he has made to the district of
Augusta- Marga ret River. Only this weekend his
contribution was highlighted by his arrangement
for the London Philharmonic Orchestra to travel
to the winery to give a concert at the vineyard.

Mr Jamieson: I understand it cost a further $2
to put that label on his wines.

Mr BLAIKIE: No doubt if it is the case that it
cost an extra $2 to put the London Philharmonic
Orchestra label on his wines it sheets home the
very point I made; the Commonwealth Govern-
ment will take 10 per cent of the increase and will
benefit from this. So, the Commonwealth Govern-
ment cannot miss out.

The Leeuwin vineyard is a credit to the skill and
entrepreneurial abilities of Mr Dennis Horgan. He
has developed a winery which has won acclaim in
Australia and its produce has won acclaim in in-
ternational wine shows. Again I speak of the stan-
dard of excellence which he strives to achieve and
the important contribution he has made to the
Augusta-Margaret River district. He has inspired
confidence in people in a whole host of other in-
dustries be they the tourist or other industries. A
definite community spirit of optimism exists be-
cause of the impact, skill and success of the
Lecuwin Estate winery.

I want to make one final point regarding the
LPO concert. 1 have attended Some Outstanding
functions in my life and some of them I will never
forget. Of all those functions I believe the Leeuwin
concert to be the most outstanding and significant
I have attended. The setting, the manner in which
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the concert was carried out and the professional-
ism displayed was a great credit to the proprietors.
It has brought a new dimension to Western
Australia, and the entrepreneurial skills displayed
by Mr Horgan can only benefit all Western
Australians. He has already indicated it is his
intention to stage further concerts. They will be
important to the tourist industry, to the region,
and to Western Australia, and no doubt the very
success is important to Mr Horgan as well. I want
to give him the highest accolade possible and ac-
knowledge his most significant contribution in the
development of part of a district I represent.

I have indicated that large wineries have the
ability to diversify. I see the small wineries as
having the greatest problem in meeting the series
of impositions placed in their way. This 10 per
cent tax is the straw which will break the camel's
back for a number of them. The Frankland-Mi.
Barker area is a new, developing area and I will
not speak at length about it because no doubt the
member for Stirling will cover that adequately.

The Margaret River district also is a new area
and some interesting statistics are available on the
number of hectares planted and the production
from that area. In 1972-1973, 63 hectares of vines
were planted which produced 44 tonnes of grapes.
Five years later in 1977-78 that had grown to 365
hectares with 385 tonnes of production. Another
five years on, in 1982-83, some 458 hectares of
vines produced 1 941 tonnes of grapes. It is a
significant industry and one of great importance
for the whole region.

Another area with which I have had recent as-
sociation is the Swan Valley. I am very concerned
for the welfare of growers in this area and no
doubt the member for Mundaring has already
indicated his concern because he initially moved
the motion in this House. My concern comes from
seeing a number of very small producers with
small acreages of vines which have been under
production for many years. How these people were
able to cope in 1985 and meet costs and conditions
I do not know. No doubt it put great pressure on
them.

They will also have a voice and a Select Com-
mittee of this House will be able to go to those
districts and make personal inspections and give
growers in those areas the opportunity to express
their concerns. Again it will be up to the members
of the Select Committee to make the appropriate
recommendations to ensure that the wine industry
has a future. It will be up to the committee to
make recommendations in relation to the respect-
ive wine districts.

I refer again to the tax because it has been a tax
on quality and not on volume. It has hit bard at
those people who have attempted to achieve stan-
dards of excellence. People who put out bulk wines
have got off relatively cheaply.

A number of constituents of mine were most
distressed when the tax was introduced. I do not
intend to read all the letters I received but I will
read one from the proprietor of Chateau Xanadu,
a new vineyard at Margaret River. The words may
be flamboyant but they describe the feelings of a
proprietor who had made a heavy financial com-
mitment to establish his wines looking to a long-
term future. He expected it would take 10 to 15
years to get any return from the wines and then he
heard over the radio during a Federal budget
broadcast that overnight he would automatically
lose 10 per cent of his income. He wrote to the
Hon. R. J. Hawke, Prime Minister, Parliament
House, Canberra on 22 August, the day after the
Budget was announced.

Mr Bertram: In the event he has done very well
and got over that.

Mr BLAIKIE: He certainly has not got over it
yet, but his letter will give some idea of the feel-
ings of people in the area. The language may be
flamboyant, but it was his expression. The letter
stated-

Dear Prime Minister,
I wish to record my disgust, anger, loathing

and contempt and despair direct to you on the
Canberra Government's action when you
imposed a wine tax in direct denial of your
previously stated promise on this matter.

My deep felt contempt for your action in
this respect would be best summed up by
paraphrasing the great Dr. Samuel Johnson
"Politics is the last refuge of a scoundrel".

Yours sincerely,
DR. J. G. LAGAN.

22nd August, 1984.

That was the feeling of one grower. I can read out
letters ad nauseam from growers who wrote to me
and to the Prime Minister.

Mr Old: Was that one to you?
Mr BLAIKIE: A copy came to me.
Mr Davies: I think he" has misquoted Dr

Johnson. He said patriotism was the last refuge of
a scoundrel.

Mr BLAIKIE: Whether he misquoted Dr
Johnson or not I thought his quotation fitted this
situation very well. I have a number of letters on
file in which people expressed great concern. Their
future was at stake as was the financial contri-
bution they had made to the industry from which
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they would get no short-term benefit. There might
be a long-term benefit but that was a long way
down the line.

At the same time I wrote -a letter to the Prime
Minister, not couched in the same terms, but as
one would expect a member of Parliament would
write. 1 also wrote to the Federal Treasurer. My
letter said-

Dear Prime Minister,

re: 10% Sales Tax on Australian Wine
The imposition of the above tax will cause

severe hardship to wine producers in the
Margaret River wine growing region.

The region is a new wine-producing area
and although profitability has not been estab-
lished, the early success of wines produced to
date has had an important effect- on this pre-
viously predominantly dai rying region.

The tax imposed by your Government
shows no regard for the alcohol content in
wine but the sales tax imposed, in my view is
nothing more thban a value-added tax.

Virtually all vineyards in this region are
small, family owned and farmed. Their pro-
duction, by Australian standards, is minimal
and their future is tied to producing premium
quality wines.

Because of the district's high quality wine,
the cost charged per bottle in order to remain
viable, means that local producers will pay a
grossly disproportionate tax on each bottle of
wine when compared to the rate paid on cask
and bulk wines produced by large companies.

Your tax will be a distinct disincentive and
will discriminate against premium wine pro-
ducers.

My further concern relates to the increas-
ing levels of imported wine from European
countries.

With a new tax of 10%, producers will find
it increasingly difficult to compete on the
Australian market.

I am aware of the problems facing the
Australian dairy industry in trying to com-
pete with imported dairy products from
E.E.C. countries that benefit from substantial
subsidies from their respective governments
and see a similarity to this in the wine indus-
try's post-Budget dilemma.

The Australian steel and motor manufac-
turing industries have had considerable levels
of Government protection over many years
and I would ask why your Government has
not seen fit to apply similar safeguards on this

occasion to this important agricultural indus-
t ry.

Much can be said about the multiplier ef-
fect the wine industry has in the region
through the tourism, transport industries, etc.
and the employment benefits that flow to so
many people.

However, my urgent request is for your
Government to be aware of the enclosed mo-
tion, carried unanimously in the Western
Australian Parliament, as being a clear indi-
cation of the serious concern of your Govern-
ment's decision and how it will affect an im-
portant and developing State industry.

I seek your favourable response.

Yours sincerely,
Barry Blaikie, MLA

MEMBER FOR VASSE
Although I thought that was a fairly reasonable
letter and although I have written to the Prime
Minister and Treasurer on a couple of occasions
since, I have never received a reply.

It is important that an inquiry be held. One can
relate the dumping we are seeing of wines to the
problem that the Australian dairy industry is
facing at this time with dumped dairy products.

The member for Katanning-Roc wishes to move
a further amendment to the amendment moved by
the Minister for Agriculture. That amendment re-
lates to countervailing duties. If ever there was an
opportunity for a Federal Government to act or
for a State Government to set up an inquiry into
this industry to see whether countervailing duties
should be applied and if they are applied whether
they will benefit the Western Australian industry,
that time is now.

I fully intend to support the amendment to be
moved by the member for Katanning-Roc. It will
give the necessary direction to the committee
which that committee needs. It will give it the
purpose that it needs to get on with the job.

In summary, the wine industry is an important
industry and there is a definite need for an inquiry
to be held. I support the amendment with the
proviso that the House must support the further
amendment to be moved by the member for
Katanning-Roe.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [9.43 p.mn.]: I sup-
port the general concept that is before the Chair.
A motion has been moved which has been
amended by the Minister for Agriculture. Notice
has been given of a Further amendment to the
proposed amendment.

Before I begin to debate this matter in earnest, I
would like to point out that the area that I rep-
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resent began producing wines only in 1972. 1 am
proud of the fact that 1, on behalf of the then
Minister for Agriculture, the member for Warren,
picked the first bunch of grapes in the
experimental vineyard at Mt. Barker.

Mr Davies: Well done.
Mr STEPHENS: It is a notable achievement, I

know.

Mr Blaikie: Did you have approval to do it?
Mr STEPHENS: I said that I did it on behalf of

the Minister for Agriculture. I take this oppor-
tunity of paying Credit to the Department of
Agriculture and to Mr Jamieson, the then viticul-
turist, who foresaw the potential in that region
and started experimental vineyards which have
grown since then and have now become known as
Mount Barker Wines and which are owned by Mr
and Mrs Tony Pea rse.

Since that time the wine industry has grown
into a wider area and now includes the Margaret
River area which is within the electorate of the
member for Vasse. The area I represent quickly
developed a reputation for premium wines and
includes many small producers. In the wine indus-
try there is a conflict of interest between the East-
ern States and the smaller producers in Western
Australia. I venture to suggest, correctly, that the
smaller producers are hardest hit by the current
situation. That conflict of interest has been under-
stood by producers in my area and in Western
Australia in general. We have, therefore, seen the
formation of the Western Australian Grape
Growers and Wine Producers Association. That
association is currently negotiating with the West-
ern Australian Wine and Brandy Producers As-
sociation to amalgamate and form one association
to represent the industry in Western Australia. Of
course, that is a step in the right direction.

The Western Australian Wine and Brandy Pro-
ducers Association had a loose affiliation with the
Australian Wine and Brandy Producers Associ-
ation. Generally speaking, I believe that the West-
ern Australian association felt that the Australian
Wine and Brandy Producers Association
represented only the interests of the big producers
and that was why local growers initiated the move
to form the Western Australian Grape Growers
and Wine Producers Association.

Much of what needs to be said in connection
with the wine industry has been said already. It is
not my intention to cover the same ground again.

In supporting the amendment which is before
the Chair, I found it possible also to support the
original motion as I found it possible to support
the motion, notice of which has been given by the
Opposition. They are basically the same. The oni-

ginal motion moved by the member for
Mundaring was very broad. it encompassed all the
specific points included in the Notice of Motion
given by the Leader of the Opposition. I think that
the original motion handled many of the conflicts
between the two motions. The original motion
mentioned the effects of Commonwealth taxation
measures on wine producers. That is a very broad
statement. It met the problem mentioned by the
Opposition in relation to section 31A in the In-
come Tax Assessment Act. Surely the effects of
the Commonwealth taxation measures are all-em-
bracing. Surely those who form the Select Com-
mittee wilt have sufficient intelligence to give the
terms of reference that interpretation.

The same situation applies to the impact of the
increased importation of wines on the Western
Australian industry. The Opposition proposes to
include interstate wines as well as overseas wines.
1 feel that the committee could have interpreted
that term of reference to mean all imported wines,
not just those from overseas. Interstate wines are
also imported into Western Australia. While the
Opposition's proposed amendment is speciflc I see
no reason for it to spell things out in that way.
Basically, I think it is an exercise in semantics.

I know that it is not proper for me to speak
about the foreshadowed amendment. However, it
refers to the Commonwealth Government apply-
ing countervailing duties. Once again, I feel that
that could be interpreted by the Select Committee
as being included in the effects of Commonwealth
taxation measures on wine producers. I believe
that a tariff is a form of taxation. However, I have
no argument with the suggestion. Perhaps it could
be suggested that it clarifies the matter. I am
putting forward the view that it is unnecessary.

I said at the beginning of my remarks that I
support the motion, the amendment to the motion,
and the proposed amendment to the amendment
to the motion.

Mr Jamieson: That is great co-operation.

Mr STEPHENS: We always try to co-operate
in the interests of good Government.

1 conclude by saying that the idea of a Select
Committee would, of course, have the support of
the National Party. We have always supported
any move which would enable this House to obtain
more information upon which to make its
judgment. if a Select Committee is appointed it
will make an inquiry into an industry which is
certainly disadvantaged at the moment.

The small producers who have made a consider-
able investment and who have put a lot of time
and effort into the industry, especially those in
country areas, could make a significant contri-
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bution to the economies of their areas, not only in
grape and wine production but also in relation to
tourism. The wine industry is a labour-intensive
industry and adds to employment opportunities in
the country areas.

it is essential thai. as a Parliament we do every-
thing that is possible to assist the grape growers Of
Western Australia and to alleviate the problems
from which they are suffering. The National Party
is quite happy to support the amendment before
the cha ir.

MR CRANE (Moore) (9.51 p.m]j: As one who
i's actively engaged in primary industry and who
represents primary production in many areas, I
would like to add my support to the amendment
before the Chair.

The amended motion would fully cover what is
required, especially with the addition of the
foreshadowed amendment. I was more impressed
tonight than I usually am with the comments
made by the member for Welshpool. He gave the
House an insight into the wine industry about
which'he obviously has a great deal of understand-
ing and he mentioned many things about which I
was not aware, but which are close to my heart.

I represent an area which grows a lot of grapes
and this motion and amendments cover not only
the wine industry, but also the grape growing in-
dustry in Western Australia. A lot of currants and
sultanas are grown at Chittering and at Bindoon
and those industries are important to Western
Australia. The amendment will include those in-
dustries and will also allow them to be examined.
The people involved will be able to give evidence
and put forward to the committee, the problems
they encounter.

Mr Troy: You do have Moondah Brook in your
area.

Mr CRANE: I was getting to Moondah Brook.
I have one of the oldest vineyards in Western
Australia in my area. The Coringa Vineyard at
Ringa is just south of Toodyay. It is owned by
Messrs Doug and Hector Wood and was in exist-
ence many years before the war. Messrs Wood
have written to me on a number of occasions over
the years and have always complained about the
excise duties imposed on the wine industry. I
have written to two Federal members of Parlia-
ment, Mr Blanchard and Mr Wilson Tuckey, and
I have asked them to raise this matter in the
Federal Parliament. This motion would give to
people, such as Messrs Wood, the opportunity to
put their case to a Select Committee. With the
provisions of the foreshadowed amendment, the
problems affecting the industry could be
examined, especially those relating to excise du-
ties.

Mr Jamieson: You probably have the oldest
vineyard in your area.

Mr CRANE: I still represent Wyening, where
the Benedictine monks had their vineyard.
Unfortunately, it has been closed down because
Mr Wiesberger, their winemaker, was too old to
make the wine. The property is now being used to
pasture sheep. Of course, I have in my area the
Moondah Brook estate which is situated at Gingin
and I am sure that members have sampled the
wine from that estate in Parliament House and
they know what it is like.

Mr Old: What about Hamilton's Sauterne?

Mr CRANE: It is a superb wine and I know
that it is not made in Western Australia. I am a
connoisseur of good wines-good wines are like
good women, they can never be too sweet! I do not
like dry wines but I like the sweeter wines such as
moselle and sauterne. Perhaps the Select Com-
mittee may look at the possibility of sauterne be-
ing produced in the Moondah Brook area. It
would be too sweet to produce in the south-west.

I support the motion, and when the member for
Katanning-Roe's foreshadowed amendment is in-
cluded-I am sure he will introduce it in the right
spirit-we will have the opportunity to assist an
industry which is in need of assistance.

There are no political connotations to my
remarks and you, Mr Speaker, would know, as one
who has been on Select Committees with me, that
I have never been backward in criticising the Fed-
eral Government about its taxation policies. This
was evident, particularly in regard to the Select
Committee inquiring into rural hardship. I
mentioned on several occasions during the course
of that inquiry the effect the taxes imposed by the
Federal Government had on that industry.

We should not be afraid to criticise where criti-
cism is due, especially when it is constructive criti-
cism and will help an industry which is in need of
help.

I was interested to hear what the member for
Welshpool said about the industry which used to
exist in Western Australia; that is, where table
grapes were exported overseas. No doubt there is a
very good reason that that industry has flagged,
but there may be some way in which it can be
revived. The member for Welshpool mentioned
that grapes used to be sent to the United Kingdom
by ship, but with the advent of air travel it should
be a simple matter, although more expensive, to
ensure that table grapes exported from WA arrive
in the UK in a better condition than they did
previously.

It is an opportune time for Western Australia to
give a lead to an industry which is asking for help.
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It deserves help because in the main it involves
family businesses. It has been mentioned in the
original motion, and it is mentioned in the amend-
ment before the House, that wineries operating
within the State are family-based industries. We
must encourage family-based industries, particu-
larly in the rural centres, because they will be the
ones which will survive against all odds while
others have failed.

I give my strongest support to the amendment
before the House and I am sure that with the
proper spirit of this Parliament and with the incor-
poration of the foreshadowed amendment the mo-
tion will be a well-balanced one. I have every
confidence that the grape industry in Western
Australia will benefit immensely from the inquir-
ies and recommendations of this proposed Select
Committee.

MR D. L. SMITil (Mitchell) [9.59 p.m.): I do
not wish to delay the House any more than is
necessary, but I wish to support the setting up of a
Select Committee and the terms of reference
which have been suggested, including the amend-
ment foreshadowed by the member for Katanning-
Roe.

A number of grape growers operate in my elec-
torate, two of whom I regard as producing some of
the best wines in Western Australia. During the
last Federal election I had the privilege of arrang-
ing for several of the winegrowers in the south-
west a meeting with the Federal Minister for Pri-
mary Industry (Mr Kerin) at Bunbury. During the
course of the discussions which took place it be-
came apparent to me that the wine industry is
both a complex industry and one which has a
multitude of problems, including profitability and
future market development.

It is an opportune time for a Select Committee
into this industry to be set up under the terms of
reference which have been proposed in order that
we can set a proper course for the future of the
industry in Western Australia.

With those few words I support the appoint-
ment of a Select Committee.

MR TROY (Mundaring)[lO.O1 p.m.]: I hope to
deal with this matter fairly quickly and with a few
closing remarks I shall be happy to finalise the
debate. The whole exercise has been completed in
a beneficial way. We have arrived at consensus
although at an earlier stage the indications were
that that might not be the case. However, it ap-
pears that the amendment before the House is
acceptable to both sides.

One of the key points I emphasised with regard
to the terms of reference of the Select Committee
is that too often a single direction is pursued when

talking about wine and grape growers. That direc-
tion is the wine industry. It is natural that that
should be the case because it is the publicity end of
the industry. However, there is a wide range of
activities outside that immediate sector: For
example, the growing of grapes in the first in-
stance, the dried vine fruits, and table grapes.
These sectors are all linked. It is pleasing to note
that those issues have been included in the con-
siderations of the House.

Mention was made earlier of the level of invest-
ment in the wine industry and the work that has
been put into this new industry, particularly on
recently developed properties. No objection is
made to that because it is a fact that this has
occurred. However, we should not lose sight of the
fact that the same investment has continued in
older areas such as the Swan Valley where many
vineyards have vines which are no older than 10
years. That is a significant changeover in that time
and a very large investment was necessary to
achieve it.

The people in this area have continued to invest
and to put a great deal of work into the industry.
The comparison made between new wine pro-
ducers in developing areas and the old time pion-
eers is not disputed. However, we should not for-
get the position of the Swan Valley group. There is
no question about the quality of their wine, but
they have operated at a lower profit margin level
and as a result of the changes in recent times they
do not enjoy the margins of profit that other areas
do. That must be borne in mind and it is covered
by th e f irst term ofr refere nce.

I wish to correct a couple of comments made by
the member for Katanning-Roe. The first involves
Western Australian input to the national inquiry.
I mentioned in the original motion that Western
Australian input had been sought and, in fact, the
inquiry committee was in Western Australia for a
week in November. It received input from various
elements of the industry, certainly from my area,
and subsequently received submissions from these
groups. At the time the inquiry was announced the
Deputy Premier said that the State Government
would offer assistance to the various industry sec-
tors in making submissions to the inquiry. The
Grape Growers' Association of WA (Inc) took up
that offer to assist in the collection of data for its
submission.

The second point raised by the member for
Katanninig-Roe and the member for Vasse related
to the so-called broken Federal Government prom-
ises on wine tax. The record needs correction on
that point. During the lead-up to the 1983 Budget,
the Government promised that there would be no
wine tax. In fact, a wine tax was not imposed; an
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excise duty was applied in 1983. One needs to look
very carefully at the 1983 Budget Statement by
the Treasurer because the implication was that a
wine tax would be imposed in the subsequent year.
Members on both sides are against that, but some
correction of the statement made earlier was
needed.

The third point referred to the claim that the
Government had taken no action. That was a very
delicate point and I am pleased the recent amend-
ment on countervailing action has straightened it
out. Implied criticism was made of the Federal
Government with regard to action it could have
taken under the GATT provisions. Although we
are all aware of what is going on with imports, it is
not easy to conclusively prove this and it is doubt-
ful whether the actions could be officially classi-
fled as dumping. In practice I have no argument
with the Opposition that the present activity has
the same effect as dumping, but there is a defini-
tive aspect in that the wine may not be sold any
cheaper in this country than it is on the home
market. Under the GATT rules this would not be
classified as dumping. It was necessary to exercise
caution in this matter and that has been achieved
with the amendment.

The formation of a Select Committee will serve
a very useful purpose. It will cover the wide range
of the industry and it is essential to do so. It will
focus on particular circumstances and the need for
the development of varietal wines in Western
Australia to compete with the massive bulk pro-
duction from the Eastern States. I believe we can
be confident of success. We must ensure that our
local industry gets over the difficult times and that
we can be optimistic about its future.

It gives me pleasure to accept the amendments
to my original motion. In doing so I add that the
House has worked very effectively to bring this
together.

Amendment on the amendment put and passed.

Amendment, as amended, put and passed.

Question (motion, as amended) put and passed.

Appointment of Select Comnmittee
MR TROY (Mundaring) [W0.10 p.m.]: To com-

plete this exercise it is now appropriate to form the
committee. It is evident from the speeches and the

length of the discussions tonight that, in actually
forming the committee, the First part of the mo-
tion referring to keeping the options open is
probably no longer relevant. I therefore move-

That the following members be appointed
to serve on the Select Committee, together
with the mover-the member for Cockburn
(Mr Hughes), the member for Welshpool
(Mr Jamieson), the member for Vasse (Mr
Blaikie), and the member for Stirling, (Mr
Stephens).

F have spoken to those members during the course
of today's debate and earlier. Each member has
indicated his willingness to serve on the com-
mittee. We have on the proposed committee three
members with very significant parts of the indus-
try in their electorates.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [10.1] p.m.]: I
must object to the composition of this committee.
The Opposition has not been consulted about the
members to go on the committee. We object to the
composition, apart from those nominated by the
Government. The actual composition of the com-
mittee should be left in abeyance until the Oppo-
sition puts forward its nominees.

I suggest agreement in principle be passed; that
is, that there will be three members from the
Government and two members from the Oppo-
sition, and I wish to so move. We will advise the
Government of our nominees tomorrow, and I
suggest the motion to name the members of the
committee be moved tomorrow.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Carr
(Minister for Police and Emergency Services).

BILLS (2): ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and read

notifying assent to the following Bills-
1. Conservation and Land Management Bill.
2. Unleaded Petrol Bill.

BILl-S (2): RECEIPT AND FIRST READING
I . Local Courts Amendment Bill.
2. Justices Amendment Bill.

Bills received from the Council; and, on
motions by Mr Grill (Minister for
Transport), read a first time.
House adjourned at 10.16 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: EQUITY
Western A ustrTalian Development Corporation:

Percentage

2185. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) What percentage of the south-west alu-

minium smelter operation is likely to be
taken by the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation?

(2) What total monetary commitment would
such a percentage involve?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) No decision has been made on

the level of equity or the period over
which such equity would be held by the
Western Australian Development Cor-
poration and, as a consequence, it is not
possible at this stage to estimate the ex-
tent of any capital commitments.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT:
DEPARTM ENT

Staff: Advertisements

2186. Mr HASSELL, to the Deputy Premier:
What is the reason for the advertisement
for nine new positions in the Department
of Industrial Development us appeared
in The Australian newspaper of
Saturday, 9 February 1985?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The advertisements were placed to ac-
commodate the reorganisation of the De-
partment of Tndustrial Development, de-
tails of which are contained in my recent
statement to members of the House.

TAXES AND CHARGES: TAX HOT LINE
Public Opinion

2187. Mr HASSELL, to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Are there any clear results in terms of

expression of public opinion from his so-
called tax hot line on-
(a) income tax;
(b) payroll tax;
(c) death duties;
(d) capital gains tax;

land tax;
financial institutions duty:

(g) wealth tax;
(h) value added tax;
(i) other indirect taxes;

(I) other taxes?
(2) If so, what are those results?
Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) and (2) The tabulation of results from
the taxation hot line is currently being
undertaken.

STATE FINANCE: CENTRAL BORROWING
AUTHORITY

Loans: United States
2196. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

Would he give information about the
United States dollar loans obtained
through the Central Borrowing Auth-
ority, or otherwise, for semi-Govern-
mental instrumentalities since his
Government took office with the follow-
ing particulars-

(a) number of loans;
(b) the respective authorities/

instrumentalities for which each
loan has been obtained;

(c) date of settlement when the auth-
ority/instrumentality received the
loan;

(d) the capital amount of the loan;
(c) the interest rate and its due dates;
(f) the term of the loan and its maturity

date;
(g) the "hedging" arrangements made

for each loan?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Central Borrowing Authority has
not entered the off-shore markets to
date.
The State Energy Commission has been
the sole semi-government authority to
borrow funds off-shore under the
Australian Loan Council approved pro-
gram me for the State since my Govern-
mnent took office.
Particulars in accordance with you-r
questions are-
(a) Three
(b) The State Energy Commission of

Western Australia
(c) Loan 1-21 July 1983

Loan 2-17 April 1984
Loan 3-21 August 1984
19 September 1984
24 October 1984
21 November 1984
19 December 1984
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(d) Loan ]-$US 50 000 000.00
Loan 2-S US 63 000 000.00
Loan 3-SUS 125 000 000.00

(e) Loan 1-11.50 per cent per annum
paid annually in arrears on 21 July
Loan 2-12.25 per cent per annum
paid annually in arrears on 17 April
Loan 3-0.500 per cent above the
London Inter-Bank Offered rate
(LIBOR) with interest periods of
three or six months duration at the
Commission's discretion

(f) Loan 1
Term: 15 years

Repayment dates:
21 July 1991
21 July 1992
21 July 1993
21 July 1994
21 July 1995
21 July 1996
21 July 1997
21 July 1998

Loan 2

Term: IS years

Repayment dates:
17 April 1995
17 April 1996
17 April 1997
17 April 1998
17 April 1999

Loan 3
Term: 1 5 years

Repayment dates:
31 March 1990
30 September 1990
31 March 1991
30 September 1991
31 March 1992
30 September 1992
31 March 1993
30 September 1993
31 March 1994
30 September 1994
31 March 1995
30 September 1995
31 March 1996
30 September 1996
31 March 1997
30 September 1997
31 March 1998

SUS(M)

6.0
6.0
7.0
6.0
6.0
7.0
6.0
6.0

$US(M)

12.0
12.0
15.0
110
12.0

$LJS(M)

4.375
4.375
4,375
4,375
4.375
4.375
4.375
4.375
4.375
4.375
4.375
4.375

14.500
14.500
14.500
14.500
14.500

(g) Each loan is continuously under re-
view for market opportunities to
hedge or buy forward currencies to
meet future commitments.
To add to my reply to a question
from the Leader of the Opposition
on Tuesday, 19 February, the State
Energy Commission has fully

hedged its exposure in regard to any
immediate interest and principal re-
payments due.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION
Short-term Money Market

2197. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
(I) With the recent transfer of handling

short-term investments for Government
and most semi-Government
instrumentalities, would he please in-
form the House how many persons, in-
cluding experts and support staff, have
been employed by the Western
Australian Development Corporation for
this purpose?

(2) Correspondingly, how many persons
(expert professionals and support staff)
have been dismissed or transferred to
other duties from the Treasury?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Final staff numbers and recruitment
have not yet been completed by the
Board of the WADC.

(2) It is expected that two officers in
Treasury's Short Term Money Market
operations will be allocated other duties.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS:
"WESTERN AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT

NOTES"
Subscriptions

2218. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) How many people, individual companies
or organisations currently pay a sub-
scription to receive a copy of the West-
ern Australian Government Notes?

(2) How much does it cost to--
(a) print; and
(b) distribute each issue of the notes?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) 368.
(2) (a) The average cost of printing each

issue of Western Australian
Government Notes to date has been
S3 120.

(b) As advised in Question 914, distri-
bution costs are contained within

276



[Wednesday, 27 February 1985]27

normal departmental expenditure
and are not separated.

H EA LTH: N URS ES
Shortage: Government Action

2245. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:

What action has he taken to avert the
shortage of trained nurses in the State?

Mr HODGE replied:

As already announced, the Government
has launched an overseas recruitment
drive for 100 nurses, in the first instance,
to relieve the immediate shortages.
A number of local measures have also
been implemented including additional
refresher/re-registration courses both in
the metropolitan area and particular
country areas.

Other measures to alleviate problems
caused by the transition of nursing edu-
cation to the tertiary sector will be
undertaken in conjunction with the
Commonwealth.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Wanneroo: Bed Occupancy Rate

2246. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What has been the bed occupancy rate at

Wanneroo Hospital since doctors be-
came engaged in sessional appoint-
ments?

(2) What was the bed occupancy rate for the
12 months prior to the change?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The change to sessional appointments
was effective from I May, 1984 and the
bed occupancy rate for the period May
1984 to January 1985 was 65.1%.

(2) The bed occupancy rate for the 12
months prior to the change, being the
period May 1983 to April 1984 was
73.7%.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Osborne Park: fled Occupancy Rate

2247. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:
(I ) What has been the bed occupancy rate at

Osborne Park Hospital since doctors be-

came engaged in sessional appoint-
ments?

(2) What was the bed occupancy rate for the
12 months prior to the change?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The change to sessional appointments
was effective from 1 May, 1984 and the
bed occupancy rate for the period May
1984 to January 1985 was 56.4%

(2) The bed occupancy rate for the 12
months prior to the change, being the
period May 1983 to April 1984, was
72.6%.

FISHERIES: ROCK LOBSTER
Compressed Air Divers: Legislation

2249. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:
(1) Is any legislation proposed to restrict the

taking of rock lobster from deeper waters
by divers using compressed air?

(2) What are the details of the proposed
legislation?

(3) Is he aware that the larger rock lobsters
found in the deeper waters off the south
coast are not accessible to divers using a
snorkel?

(4) Can he advise the extent to which cray-
fish are professionally fished along the
south coast?

(5) Will he give consideration to restricting
the terms of new legislation to the west
coast?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) There is no doubt that divers using a

snorkel can only dive to a limited depth
off any coast.

(4) There is a relatively small fishery
centred in Augusta and another centred
in Esperance.

(5) Not applicable.

CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES%(ICWINANA)
PTY. LTD.: POLYCHLORLIC-PHENOLS

Disposal: Report
2250. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for

Health:

(1) (a) Has a report been prepared on the
handling and disposal of
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polychlorlic-phenols at Chemical
Industries, Kwinana;

(b) if so, when will it be released?
(2) If such a report has been prepared, what

action is proposed to be taken on its
recommendation?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) I am not sure what is meant by
the term polychlorlic-phenols nor to
which report the member is referring. If
the term is meant to refer to
trichiorophenol, CIK are not permitted
in their licence to manufacture this
chemical or any substance containing it
(as from September 1983).
Numerous internal reports in various
Government departments on handling
and disposal of all types of chemicals
handled by CIIC have been made.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: BLAST
FURNACE

Reopening: Proposal
2251. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(I) Is he aware of any proposal to reopen the

Australian Iron and Steel blast furnace
at Kwinana?

(2) Is he aware of any contracts for the
supply of iron or steel products from
Australian Iron and Steel, Kwinana to
the People's Republic of China?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) l am not only aware of such aproposal, I
in fact initiated it.

(2) Discussions have been ongoing for some
time now between BHP, the State and
Commonwealth Governments, and
agencies and political leaders of the
People's Republic of China. BHP has
submitted proposals to the People's Re-
public of China aimed at reopening the
blast furnace at Kwinana and seeking
contracts for supply of pig iron. These
negotiations are continuing.

NATURAL DISASTERS: FLOODS
Mitigation Measures: Carnarvon

2253. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What arrangements has the Public

Works Department made with the Main
Roads Department for flood mitigation
measures adjacent to Brown's Range at
Carnarvon?

(2) Has the Public Works Department
agreed to a spur level being built from
Brown's Range to the Gascoyne River?

(3) Has the Public Works Department
agreed to a new bridge being designed
for the Gascoyne River at the site of the
present river crossing?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) Details of the latest design of the
proposed spur levee flood mitigation in
the Brown Range area were supplied to
the Main Roads Department to ensure
that roadworks are not inconsistent with
the department's plans.

(2) The Public Works Department and the
Carnarvon Shire Council have reached
agreement, in principle, that construc-
tion of the levee is desirable subject to
satisfactory negotiations with affected
landowners.

(3) The Main Roads Department has sub-
mitted a preliminary proposal to the
Public Works Department for comment.
This proposal is still being examined
with respect to its effect on flood levels.

HORTICULTURE: FRUIT FLY

Eradication Programme: Carnarvon
2254. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
Following the successful conclusion of
the fruit fly eradication programme at
Carnarvon using sterile male fruit flies,
what plans does the Government have to
ensure the Carnarvon area remains fruit
fly free?

Mr EVANS replied:
2252. Postponed. The Government is providing technical

support for a community programme.
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TRANSPORT: RAILWAY
Fremantle-Perth: Cost Benefit Studies

2255. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What cost benefit studies havc been done

with regard to the Perth- Fremantle pass-
enger rail link?

(2) What cost benefit studies have been done
in relation to alternative forms of public
transport between Perth and Fremantle?

(3) Are comparative figures available be-
tween the cost of operation of the passen-
ger rail link between Perth and
Fremantle and the costs of operation of a
similar Line-bus service?

Mr GRILL replied;

(1) to (3) 1 would refer the member to the
following reports:
(a) "Perth- Fremantle Corridor Study"

Bureau of Transport Economics
January 1973.

(b) Perth Central City Railway Feasi-
bility Study
Wilbur Smith & Associates 1974.

(c) Urban Public Transport for Perth
Rail and Bus Policy
Minister for Transport April 1979

(d) The Fremantle Rail Service
An analysis of rail and bus policies
for the Perth-Fremantle Corridor
Friends of the Railways May 1979

(e) An Economic Development Concept
for the Pertb-Fremantle Railway
Corridor
Peter Newman, J. Kenworthy and
D. Annandale
Environmental Science
Murdoch University 1982

(f) The Perth-Fremantle Corridor Re-
view of Public Transport:
report to the Minister for Transport
WA
R. Travers Morgan June 1982.

CHA RITABLE ORGAN ISATION: J ESUS
PEOPLE INC.

Fairbridge:, Government Assistance
2256. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Youth

Affairs:
(1) Adverting to question 2157 of 1984, con-

cerning the Jesus People, has any request
been received for assistance in retaining
their operation at Fairbridge Farm?

(2) If "Yes", what was the request and what
was the response?

M r W ILSON replied:

(1) I am now informed that Jesus People
Inc. made an initial approach to
Treasury in June 1983, for support for
the project. In June 1984 a further ap-
proach was made to Treasury which was
not referred to my department.

(2) The initial request was for $ 107 240 to
provide for salary costs for the initial six
months operating period. The response
was that the State was unable to provide
funds necessary for the operation at
Fairbridge Village in view of the current
budgetary situation.
The second request was for $50 000 to
assist their operations as they had a pro-
jected deficit of some $370 000 to the
end of 1984-85. The Treasury response
was that it was not possible for the State
to accede to their request.

WATER RESOURCES: KARRIBANK
Reticulated Supply

2257. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(I) On what basis was a reticulated water

supply provided to Karri Bank?
(2) (a) Are similar schemes envisaged for

towns such as Munglinup, Lake
King and Lake Varley;

(b) if "Yes", when is it likely that con-
nections will be made?

Mr TON KIN replied:

(1) The Lower Great Southern Water
Supply has been extended to consumers
at the Porongurups, including Karri
Bank, under the terms of an agreement
as provided for in Section 35 of the
Country Areas Water Supply Act.
This agreement provides, inter alia, for a
non-rated supply of up to 500 kilolitres
per annumn per domestic consumer for
purposes other than drinking. A copy of
the form of agreement is hereby tabled.
The reticulation main was funded by the
State with assistance from the Common-
wealth under the Community Employ-
ment Programme.

(2) (a) and (b) The provision of a reticulated
water supply to Munglinup is under con-
sideration but the conditions of supply
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and the construction timetable have still
to be determined.
Reticulated water supplies under the
provision of the Country Areas Water
Supply Act are not envisaged in the near
future at Lake King and Lake Varley.
This is principally because of the small
number of existing dwellings and the
high cost per consumer.

The agreement was ta bled (see paper No. 463).

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Signals: Badgebup Crossing

2258. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
Referring to debate on Estimates,
Wednesday, 28 November 1984, when a
request was made to have redundant
flashing light signals relocated from the
Katanning/Broomehill Road on the
Katanning/Kojonup railway crossing to
the Katanning/Nyabing Road at the
Badgebup crossing, has he been able to
have this matter resolved?

Mr GRILL replied:

The level of protection at the Badgebup
crossing is under review by the Railway
Level Crossing Protection Committee
and a decision is expected shortly.
I will advise the member in writing of
the result.

ROTTNEST ISLAND: ELECTRICITY
SUPPLIES
Distribution

2259. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Who administers the distribution and ac-

counting for electricity on Rottnest
Island?

(2) If this is not the State Energy Com-
mission, are there any plans for the com-
mission to take over this responsibility?

(3) Would the Minister provide me with
comparable electricity costs being
charged to residential and business users
on the island as compared with mainland
metropolitan users?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) The Rottnest Island Board.
(2) Yes. Negotiations are being undertaken

and are still continuing.

(3) Existing RIB tariff rates (based on 31-
day month) valid from 1/7/1983-

0-1 085 units per month-14.13 cents per unit
I1086-4 030 units per month-I 3.76 cents per
unit
4 031 and upwards units p/rn-I 1.53 cents per
unit

Existing SEC LI tariff rates-General
business (based on 30-day month) valid as
at 1/7/1984-
0-I1050 units per month-12.59 cents per unit
1051-4950 units per month-12.21 cents per
unit
4 951-49 500 units per monh-9.89 cents per
unit
49 501-495 000 units per month-8.53 cents
per unit
495 001 and upwards units p/m-.?6 cents
per unit.
Also a supply charge of 18.84 cents per
day.

ROTTNEST ISLAND: STORE
Lease: Expiry

2260. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Has the lease of the Rottnest Island

Store expired?
(2) If not, when does it expire?

(3)
(4)

Is this lease again to be let for tender?
If so, when will the tender be advertised
and subsequently let?

(5) In the event that a major supermarket
chain be the best bidder, will the
Government approve their taking over of
the store?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) No.
(2) 30 June, 1985.
(3) Yes, conditions of tender are presently

being formulated.

(4) In the near future.
(5) The Rottnest Island Board will make

that decision when tenders close and full
details of all tenderers are duly con-
sidered.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Rostra ta: Completion

2261. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minster for
Education:

When is it anticipated that the next
stage of the Rostrata primary school will
be constructed and ready for occupancy?
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Mr PEARCE replied:

No works are proposed at Rostrata dur-
ing the current financial year. Consider-
ation is being given to including ad-
ditional classrooms during the prep-
aration of the 1985-86 Capital Works
Budget.

FIRES: EXTINGUISHERS
Plastic Heads: Replacement

2262. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware that the Melbourne Metro-

politan Fire Brigades board has made
the following statement- "it has come to
the notice of the Metropolitan Fire Brig-
ades Board that some plastic heads,
namely "Universal D Type" (male
thread) and "Delrin" on stored pressure
extinguishers have been found 'to be
faulty. In the opinion of the Brigade a
failure of a plastic head on such an ex-
tinguisher could be a serious source of
danger to persons in proximity to the
extinguisher at the time of failure. [I is
recommended that urgent steps be taken
to replace such "Universal, D Type"
(male thread) and "Delrin" plastic heads
on stored pressure extinguishers. In the
meantime, the Board will not refill any
such extinguishers fitted with the
abovenamed plastic heads"?

(2) Does the Western Australian Fire Brig-
ades Board intend to adopt the same at-
titude as the Melbourne Metropolitan
Fire Brigades Board?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am advised that the Brigade
has been aware of problems with Delrin
fittings on stored pressure type ex-
tinguishers for at least five years. The
problem is that the Delrin deteriorates
over time so that the head is likely to
crack when the extinguisher is picked up
by the carry handle with the result that
the head and the body separate under
the force of the stored pressure and both
become projectiles.
In the case of the dry chemical ex-
tinguisher this Brigade stopped servicing
them five years ago and advised the cus-
tomer to approach the manufacturers
who would supply them with a replace-
ment metal head at no charge. It is not

known whether they still replace the
head free of charge.

Since July 1983 the Brigade has declined
to Service Water, foamn Or BCF etc. Stored
pressure extinguishers fitted with Delrin
heads. Since then the manufacturers
have offered to exchange such BCF ex-
tinguishers for a new one at a special
price of around $59 which is less than
the cost of a replacement head alone.
"Universal D Type" (Male Thread)
This Brigade has encountered no prob-
lems with this type of head. As far as is
known, the ones in use in this State are
of plastic but are not Delrin.

It is suspected that problems
encountered with this type of head else-
where may be ascribed to faulty
servicing in that the threads may be
damaged if over tightened by use of a
lever inserted into the "D".
The designation of "universal" indicates
that there is a female thread on the in-
side of this head and a male thread on
the outside so the reference to (male
thread) as part of the appellation in this
case is not clear.

EMPLOY ERS' INDEMN ITY
SUPPLEMENTATION FUND

Balance
2263. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:
(1) How much currently stands to the credit

of the Employers Indemnity Supplemen-
tation Fund?

(2) For what purposes are these funds to be
used?

(3) Will the Minister table for me the last
balance sheet of the assets and liabilities
of the fund?

(4) If not, why not?

(5) Is the Government planning any amend-
ments to the Employers Indemnity Sup-
plementation Fund Act?

(6) If so, what is the nature of those amend-
ments?

(7) When will the amendments be proceeded
with?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) $2 550 464.82 at 31 January, 1985.
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(2) The fund was established in 1980 to
meet claims against failed insurers as a
result of Palmdale-A.G.C.l. Ltd. going
into liquidation. Claims are being met in
respect to both Palmdale and the more
recently railed Bishopgate Ins. Co. Ltd.

(3) The Income and Expenditure Statement
and Balance Sheet to 30 June 1984 of
the fund was presented to Parliament on
13 December 1984.

(4) See (3) above.
(5) to (7) The Insurers Advisory Committee

established under Section 27 of the Act
will review the Fund in June and no ac-
tion is intended until a report is received.

HOUSING: LOANS
Low Income Applicants: Approvals

2264. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

With reference to his announcement that
900 Western Australian families would
receive low income loans before
Christmas, would he advise how many
low income loans to date have been ap-
proved under that programme?

Mr WILSON replied:

As the Member has displayed some pre-
vious interest in this matter, I believe it
is appropriate to acquaint him with prog-
ress in some detail.
Prior to Christmas 1984 some 922 letters
were forwarded to applicants on the
State Housing Commission purchase
waiting list, offering, subject to eligi-
bility and desire, financial assistance to
erect or purchase a home of their choice.
To February 11, of the 922 approaches
made:-

336 resulted in applicants electing
to proceed, and these have either
found, or are pursuing their individ-
ual accommodation requirements.
184 applicants elected to defer their
applications due to personal circum-
stances.
183 applicants withdrew their appli -cation as they were no longer
interested or had already purchased.
219 did not respond. Personal fol-
low-up by Commission officers have
now been made with all of these.

By way of further explanation, I would
advise the Member that the Com-
mission's procedure is to counsel appli-
cants regarding the financial commit-
ment inherent in home purchase. The
reason for this is to ensure that clients do
not unwittingly overcommit themselves.
The Commission's activities in this re-
gard are being complemented by advice
from established lending institutions and
will soon be further reinforced by staff
exchanges.
No doubt such counselling is reflected by
the figures of 184 applicants electing to
defer proceeding. Their situation will be
assisted by the further innovative pur-
chase schemes being developed by the
Commission.
As to the 183 withdrawals, I believe it
would be fair to say that those of these
who had already purchased had been
able to do so by taking advantage of the
First Home Owners Scheme, and the ad-
ditional funding provided to Terminating
Building Societies by this Government.
In effect the Government's action has
resulted in a rather unique situation; this
is that as at Christmas 1984, all appli-
cants registered on the Commission's
metropolitan purchase assistance waiting
list up to and until November 14, 1984,
had been offered assistance. This situ-
ation has only been realised through the
Government's action of allocating
substantially increased funding levels for
housing.
The Commission has now commenced to
offer loans for home purchase to appli-
cants on the rental waiting list-again a
rather unique occurrence.

PLANNING: SUBDIVISION
South Lakes: Clearances

2265. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Did he request the Cockburn City Coun-

cil to waive the usual clearances
associated with the new 149 block
subdivision at South Lakes?

(2) Why did he seek this exemption?
(3) Is it normal policy for him to seek

exemption from rules and conditions
which apply to private property
developers?
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Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No. The Council was requested to give

early clearances as is common practice
with developers when development has
reached a certain stage.
In such instances, security for
completion of works is provided by Bond
or Bank Guarantee however as a matter
of courtesy some Local Authorities ac-
cept a letter of undertaking from the
Commission in lieu of Bond or Guaran-
tee. My approach simply related to the
means of obtaining clearance.

(2) As advised in (1) above no exemption as
such was sought.

(3) Answered by (1) and (2) above.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Rockingham Economic Development Study:

Report
2266. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for

Industrial Development:
(1) Has the final report on the Rockinghanm

Economic Development Study been
completed?

(2) Tf so, when will the report be made pub-
lic?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Subject to publication and printing ar-

rangements, the report should be avail-
able to the public next week.

TOURISM: WEEK
Government Contribution

2267. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) What financial contribution has the

State Government made towards Tour-
ism Week?

(2) What non-financial contributions has the
State Government made towards Tour-
ism Week?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(t) The Tourism Commission made a
515 000 contribution to the Western
Australian Travel Industry Association,
the organisers of Tourism Week.

(2) Staff and display material support
through the Tourism Commission.

HEALTH:-ALCOHOL
Serenity Lodge: Funding

2268. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:

What amount of funds will be provided
to Serenity Lodge, Rockingham during
the year ending 30 June 1985?

Mr HODGE replied:

An amount of $34 000 will be available
to Serenity Lodge in 1984-85.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE
Ord River Station: Sale

2269. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Is the Ord River Station being con-

sidered for sale?
(2) if so, to whom has the station been

offered for sale?
Mr McIVER replied:

(1) and (2) As previously reported, the
Government is currently giving consider-
ation to the best future utilisation of the
old Ord River Station.
In the context of its endeavours the
Government is aiming to improve and
enlarge the market for Kimberley
produce.
As is also known, the Government is
examining a number of initiatives to
secure the future of primary industry in
the north of our State.

HAIRDRESSERS REGISTRATION ACT
Amendment

2270. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:
(1) Has the Government any plans to amend

the Hairdressers Registration Act?
(2) If so, what will those amendments

achieve?
(3) When is the amending Bill likely to be

introduced into the Parliament?
Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) The Government has received
representations from the Hairdressers
Registration Board to amend the Hair-
dressers Registration Act.
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The amendments requested are still
under consideration.

(3) 1 do not expect that amending legislation
will be introduced during this session of
Parliament.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET
Programme and Performance Budgeting:

Introduction

2271, Mr Mac KINNON, to the Treasurer:,
(1) Has the Government yet introduced pro-

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

introduced?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) See answer to question 935 of 26

September, 1984.

AUDIT: EFFICIENCY AUDITS
Government Instrumentalities

2272. Mr MacKIN NON, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Government carried out any ef-

ficiency audits other than that which in-
cluded the Artificial Breeding Board?

(2) If so, which departments, Or authorities,
have been, or are being, so audited?

(3) Who is carrying out, or who did carry
out, these audits?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) and (3) The Auditor General is

conducting an efficiency audit at the re-
quest of the Western Australian Potato
Marketing Board.
In addition, the Functional Review Comn-
mittee is progressively examining the op-
erations of departments. Price
Waterhouse has also prepared reports on
the operations of the Superannuation
Board and the Tourism Commission.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING: SKILLS
WEST '85

Promotion:, Costs
2273. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

When can I expect an answer to part (2)
of question 2027 of 28 November 1984,
concerning the promotion costs of Skills
West '85 Campaign?

Mr PEARCE replied:

It is important to note that Skills West
'85 is a campaign to promote community
awareness of the importance of skills and
to enhance the opportunity for
developing appropriate skills for employ-
ment. As at 31 January S44 596.75
has been spent on publicity.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING:
COMMUNITY EMPLOYMENT

PROGRAM ME
Work Details

2274. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

Will the Minister provide me with the
detailed work involved with the following
Community Employment Pro-
gram mes-

Project No. Sponsor Tue
WaE 34S calvary Welfare Service Job Force-Bunbury

Inc
WCE 596 Theatre of Difference Inc Community Theatre Out-

reach Co-ordinator
WCt 637 Someone Cares of Someone Cares lor

Kalamunda Kalamianda
WCf 664 Trades and Labor Council Trades and Lab~or

of Western Australia Data-Migrant Workers
WC5 379 Departmnt of Employ- Youth Employment In-

ment and Training itatives-Working Party
Program

WC5 406 Stare Housing Corm- Improvemens-Low I n-
mission come Housing -Met ro

South?

M r P EARPCE repl ied:

The information requested will be
forwarded to the member by letter.

TOURISM: COMMISSION
Managing Director: Terms of Employment

2275. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Who is the Managing Director of the

Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission?

(2) What is his annual salary?
(3) What are his allowances and

entitlements in addition to annual sal-
ary?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) B rett G ood rid ge.
(2) $55 000 per annum.
(3) Motor vehicle.

Normal business related expenses
recouped.
Telephone rental and recoup business
calls.
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TOURISM: COMMISSION
Staff: Dismissals

2276. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(I) What officers of the Tourism Com-

mission were sacked in December?
(2) What retirement, gratuity, or redun-

dancy payments were made to them?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) No officers were sacked. Five officers of
the Commission had their secondment
from the Public Service Board
terminated and were returned to the
Public Service as from 5 December,
1984.

(2) Retirement payments are currently be-
ing calculated in respect of two of the
officers who ha~e elected to take advan-
tage of the Voluntary Severance and Re-
tirement Scheme.

COMMUNITY SERVICES: JUVENILES
Convictions: Gnowangerup

2277. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Community Services:

in view of persistent reports of vandal-
ism, shoplifting and stealing in
Gnowangerup, and reports of convictions
of juveniles in connection with these of-
fences, will he please advise the House
how many convicted juveniles from
Gnowangerup have been placed in Wel-
fare Department institutions during the
past 12 months, following conviction?

Mr WILSON replied:

In the period January 1984 to the end of
January 1985 a total of 14 children ap-
peared on 16 charges of offences against
property including vandalism, shoplifting
and stealing in Gnowangerup. Four of
these children were remanded to a De-
partmental facility for assessment and no
children were placed in Departmental fa-
cilities following convictions, as this was
not recommended by the Court.
The 16 offences for the given period
compares with 38 offenees in those
categories for the previous I12 months,
i.e. 1983, and therefore represents a
substantial reduction in the rate of
offending in Onowangerup.

TRANSPORT: SCHOOL BUSES
Time Limits: Education Department Policy

2278. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) In accordance with the Education De-

partmnent policy what is Lhe earliest time
children may be dropped by a school bus
at a school in the morning, and the latest
time children may be picked up by a
school bus in the afternoon?

(2) Is supervision of these children provided
by teachers during these periods?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Existing Education Department policy
states that no child should be picked up
prior to 90 minutes before the com-
mencement time of their school or
delivered home more than 90 minutes
after the finish of school. Individual
student pick- up/set-down times will vary
within this 90 minute period depending
on the number of schools serviced by a
bus, number of students involved and the
distances travelled by the bus. Bus con-
tractors are required to arrive at the last
school on a run not less than ten minutes
before the time at which that school
opens. Departure from the first school on
a contractor's run must occur within ten
minutes of the time of that school
closing.

(2) Where a waiting period is involved,
teacher or bus warden supervision is
provided.

ARTS: GRANTS
'A rtlook': Accounting

2279. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for the Arts:
(1) Has he obtained satisfactory accounting

for the $90 000 granted to Artlook in
1983?

(2) If not, what steps does he propose to take
to assure strict accountability in accord-
ance with the requirements for such
grants?

M r DA V IES replied:

(1) The Western Australian Arts Council in-
forms me that it is still not fully satisfied
with the accounting details of the grant
of $90 000, approved by the previous
Government, to the Nine Club to
produce 12 issues of Artlook magazine in
1983.
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(2) I have instructed the Western Australian
Arts Council to obtain a full accounting
as a matter of high priority.

TRANSPORT: SCHOOL BUSES
Maximum Loading: Supervision

2280. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) (a) Is it the responsibility of the Police

Traffic Branch to establish the
number of children to be carried by
a school bus;

(b,)
(2) (a)

proposed to build a new primary school
to "public purpose"?

(2) Did he accuse the Waroona Shire Coun-
cil of causing the price of this land to rise
in price and cause a delay in the pur-
chasing of the land?

(3) If this is fact, is he going to apologise to
the Waroona Shire Council?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes, the Council was asked to rezone
land for educational purposes in a letter
dated January 10, 1980.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

if not, whose responsibility is it?
Is it a fact that the allowance is
three children per two adult seats;

(b) if"Yes"-
(i) is this decided on age limit;

(ii) is allowance made for the size
of the children?

(3) (a) Is it permissible that when all seat-
ing accommodation is taken up a
certain number of children may
stand;

(b) if "Yes", what is the number of
children and are there any con-
ditions involved?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) (a) Yes;
(b) not a

(2) (a) Yes;
(b)

pplicable.

(i) Yes;
(ii) yes, where such cases are

brought to the attention of the
Education Department.

(3) (a) Yes;
(b) 50 per cent adult seating capacity.

Bus must have sufficient headroom
in accordance with Road Trarffic
Act.

PLANNING: REZONING
Primary School: Waroona

2281. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Did the Education Department in 1980

write to the Waroona Shire Council and
ask the council to rezone the land

STATE BORDER: WELCOME SIGN
Condition

2282. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) (a) It has been reported that the

"Welcome to Western Australia"
sign that is located on .the Eyre
Highway at the Western
Australia n/South Australian border
is in a dilapidated condition and is
in need of repair: Is this fact;

(b) if "Yes", would he take immediate
steps to upgrade the sign?

(2) (a) Is the car park adjacent to the sign
untidy and littered with rubbish;

(b) if "Yes", would he arrange for the
area to be tidied so as to create a
better first impression on visitors to
this State as well as supporting the
Keep Australia Beautiful cam-
paign?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) (a) Yes.
(b) This matter was taken up with me

on I I January by the member for
Kalgoorlie, Mr Ian Taylor, and the
replacement sign will be delivered to
Kalgoorlie on 22 February and will
be erected on site during the week
commencing 25 February.

(2) (a) It is possible that the parking bay
may be untidy at times.

(b) This and other bays on the Highway
are cleared up on a regular fort-
nightly basis.
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EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING:
UNEMPLOYMENT

Benefits: Lowering
2283. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Is it his Government's policy to support
or oppose the Commonwealth Govern-
ment's recently announced lowering of
some unemployment benefits paid to
young people, in view of his strong oppo-
sition to the Liberal Party's policy about
extra award employment contracts with
young employees?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

All States have agreed not to make any
statements on income support measures
for young people until the Common-
wealth's comprehensive package on pro-
posals for income support which is cur-
rently being prepared, is presented for
consideration by Ithe States.
The Liberal Party policy is opposed be-
cause it is unworkable, discriminatory
and unrealistic.

SHOPPING: BOANS LTD.
Stock: Purchases

2284. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Small Business:

Considering the Government's concern
and involvement at least to the extent of
gaining information at the time of the
take-over confrontation over Boans Lim-
ited, is there any concern about the ef-
fect now on Western Australian small
business of the recently announced de-
cision by Myer that all the purchasing
for Myer/Boans stores is going to be
done in Melbourne?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The Government is concerned and has
arranged for the Department of Indus-
trial Development to monitor the -pur-
chasing activities of the Myer G roidp.
The Government has received an assur-
ance that Myer intends to maintain the
aggregate level of its purchases from
Western Australian manufacturers at
the level which applied prior to the
takeover of Boans.

ROTTNEST ISLAND: HOOLIGANISM
Advertising Campaign

2285. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:

Is there any connection between the
campaign the Minister for Tourism has
launched and which was announced in
the 21 January edition of The Western
Australian Government Notes, as
"Brand New Image for Roitnest-No
Larrikins Guarantee for Parents" and
the reported disorderly behaviour on
Rottnest Island on the Australia Day
long weekend?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Government and the Rottnesr Island
Board are doing everything possible to
ensure a trouble-free holiday at
Rottnest.
It is unfortunate that a minority can and
do spoil things for others.
The Board has made certain
recommendations to Cabinet, and when
a decision is made as to what options are
to be adopted to assist in reducing or
eliminating the larrikinism, then Parlia-
ment will be advised accordingly.

DRAINAGE: RATES
Albany: Review

2286. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Has the announced investigation of resi-

dential property drainage rates in the
Gledhow and Lockyer areas in Albany
been concluded?

(2) If so, what alterations, if any, will be
effected to the drainage rates?

(3) If not, when is he expecting the investi-
gation to be concluded?

M rTONKIN replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) Whilst. the responsibility for the

operation and maintenance of the drains
serving the area remains with the Public
works Department, there will be no re-
mission of rates. However, the Albany
Town Council has been asked if it would
be prepared to take over the drain serv-
ing this area which is now almost com-
pletely urbanised. The Council is still
considering the position.
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ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Claims: Riverbeds

2287. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Is it the Government's policy to accept
the Seaman Aboriginal Land Inquiry's
recommendation in section 6.39 of the
report, that the Rights in Water and Irri-
gation Act should be amended, allowing
a grant of the beds and banks of rivers to
Aboriginal claimants for adjacent land?

(2) If so, will such amendment restrict itself
to Aboriginal claims or will it open up
claims for river beds and banks to every-
one?

M rTON K IN repl ied:
(1) No amendment to the Rights in Water

and Irrigation Act is proposed.
(2) Not applicable.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS

Claims:, Dam Catchment Areas
2288. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:
What is the Government's policy gener-
ally to protect dams and catchment areas
(that are existing or arc planned to be
constructed in the future) from claims by
Aboriginals based on the Seaman In-
quiry Report's recommendation?

Mr TONKIN replied:

Regardless of what was recommended by
Mr Seaman, areas already vested for use
as dams or catchment areas will not be
available for claim. The tribunal will be
required to take into account any future
possible sites for such Purpose when con-
sidering a claim.

ENVIRONM ENT: CONSERVATION
STRATEGY

Committee: Representation
2289. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the

Environment:
Referring to his statement about devel-
opment of State conservation strategy.
would he consider having manufacturing
industry also represented on the steering
committee besides pastoral, primary and
mining industries?

Mr DAVIES replied:

Yes.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL COUNCILS
Schools Selected

2290. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

Which are the schools chosen for ex-
tended roles of school councils to have
decision-making power on school man-
agement, finances, discipline and home-
work, as announced recently?

Mr PEARCE replied:

At the end of 1984 schools were invited
to join a pilot project to explore
strategies which would increase com-
munity participation in schooling as
recommended in Chapter 5 of the
Beazley Report.
The schools which have elected to take
part in the project are:

Roleystone District High School

Laverton District High School
Morawa District High School
Girrawheen Senior High School
Wirrabirra. Primary School

Maids Vale Primary School
Lesmurdie Primary School

A variety of structures will be trialled in
these schools, one of which may be the
establishment of a School Council. The
extent of the decision making in the
areas listed in the question will depend
upon the organisational structure deter-
mined by the school community in each
of the above schools.
It should be understood that all other
schools will be implementing strategies
to increase community participation in
schooling during 1985.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Royal Perth: Board Chairman

2291. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

When is the position of the Chairman of
the Royal Perth Hospital Board
expected to be filled?

Mr HODGE replied:

The resignation of the current Chairman
does not become effective until March
15.
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When recommendations have been
received from the Board, a decision will
be made.

ENERGY: OIL
Harriet: Production

2292. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What is the expected quantity of crude

oil to be produced from the Harriet off-
shore permits?

(2) What is the quality of the crude, and in
which refinery is it expected to be re-
fined?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The recoverable reserves for the Harriet
Field have been estimated to be between
9 and 10 million barrels (1.4 to 1.6
million kilolitres). Initial production is
expected to be at a rate of 8 500 barrels
of oil per day (I 350 kilolitres per day).

(2) The crude is of excellent quality with a
gravity of 38 Degrees API and is low in
non-com bustibles. It is hoped that the oil
will be refined at Kwinana but this is
dependent on the Crude Allocation
Scheme.

HOUSING: POLICY
Busselton: Objections

2293. Mr BLAlKIE, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has the State Housing Commission

received objections from the Shire of
Busselton over the commission's housing
policy and programme in Busselton?

(2) Further to (1), what is the commission's
current policy on housing and intensity
of housing?

(3) Further to (2), does the commission pro-
pose building any group residential hous-
ing, including housing for Aboriginals,
and if so, what localities are under active
consideration?

(4) Is he aware that the high level of activity
by the State Housing Commission in
Busselton is causing concern to owners
whose properties are adjacent to State
Housing Commission acquired land and
houses?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The Commission recently accepted an
invitation from the Shire of Busselton to

discuss the Commission's activities and
Senior officers attended a meeting with
Council and related the intended housing
programmes including location, inte-
gration and design aspects.

(2) The current policy on housing is to en-
deavour to attain a desirable social mix
of public housing of the order of a one to
ten ratio in private estates.

(3) A proposal to build 13 group houses as a
first stage on Webb Street is currently
with Council for appropriate rezoning. A
further 5 unit development is nearing
completion in Peake Street. No group
housing is envisaged for Aboriginal ten-
ants, but two single detached houses are
under construction in David Drive.

(4) At the recent meeting referred to in (1)
above, Council presented the concern of
adjacent owners at the Commissionss
presence. Councillors were assured that
properties being rented would be of de-
sign standards compatible with the com-
munity standards and tenancies would be
supervised to ensure behaviour and prop-
erty ca re responsibilites were
maintained.

HOUSING: CONSTRUCTION
PROGRAMME

Bussdtlon

2294. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What has been the State Housing Com-

mission Busselton building programme
in all categories, i.e. I bedroom, 2 bed-
room, 3 bedroom, etc. and Aboriginal
housing and arrangement with Masonic
Homes in each year since 1979?

(2) What is the commission's proposed
building programme for the 1985-86
year?

Mr W ILSON replied:

(1) Listed under is the Busselton Building
programme since 1979/80.

Cvmmonwculth Skate Housiuig Aboruiaisal Housing
113r 28r lBr 4llr 18r 29r 39r 4ar Total

1979/S0 8i 2 3 - - - 1 - 14
1980181 - - Nil - - - Nil - Nil
1931/82 - 2 2 - - - Nil - 4
1982/8) - 2 - - - Nil - 2
1933/84 '12 7 24 - - -Nil - 43
1934/85 - 20 24 1 - - 2 - 47

(2) The 1985/86 building programme has
not as yet been finalised.
ioint Venture Masonic Homes.

1101
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HOUSING: LAND
Holdings: Bussehon

2295. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Housing:
(I) Would he table papers showing building

lots and other land held by the State
Housing Commission in Busselton in
each year since 1979?

(2) How many building lots have the com-
mission purchased and at what cost, at
Bussel ton in each year since 1979?

M r W ILSON replied:

(1) and (2) As the information will take
some time 10 collate, I will advise the
member in writing as soon as possible.

HOUSING: CONSTRUCTION
PROGRAMME
Country Towns

2296. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Housing:

What was the State Housing Comn-
mission building programme, in all
categories, by detail in the following
towns in each year since 1979-
(a) Albany;
(b) Bunbury;
(c) Gieraldton;
(d) Kalgoorlie;
(e) Northam;
(f) Esperance;
(g) Carnarvon;
(h) Manjimup;
(i) Port Hedland;
(j) Narrogin:
(k) Merredin;
(1) Katanning?

M r W ILSON replied:

(a) to (1) As the information will take a time
to collate, the member will be advised in
writing as soon as possible.

MINERALS: MINERAL SANDS
Moratorium: Conservation Council

2297. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Preiiiier:
(1) Has he been advised of the call by the

Conservation Council of Western
Australia for a moratorium on new areas
of mineral sand mining in the south west
of the State?

(2) As the areas concerned include the-
(a) Minniup area; and
(b) a section of the Ludlow Tuart for-

est,
what is his Government's response to the
call?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) I am not aware of any formal request
from the Conservation Council for such
a moratorium.

(2) Not applicable.

FISHERIES: SALMON
Covernmenr Plans

2298. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Following the severe marketing difficult-

ies experienced by west coast salmon
fishermen in 1984, what contingency
plans has the Government arranged for
the 1985 season?

(2) What is the opening price for salmon
delivered to-
(a) Hunt's, Albany;
(b) West Ocean, Perth?

(3) What tonnages have the canneries
indicated will be their "take"?

(4) Have the salmon fishermen or their rep-
resentatives been advised of the forego-
ing matters?

(5) Has his department made any prediction
on the availability of salmon in the
coming season, and if so, would he de-
tail?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) The marketing of fish is a matter for the
catching and processing sectors of the
fishing industry. However, the Govern-
ment will be maintaining close contact
with both sectors.

(2) The opening price is not yet available.
However, I understand that it will be
available next week.

(3) At a meeting held on 15 August 1984,
at which representatives of both the
catching and processing sectors were
present, the 1985 requirements were
estimated to total approximately 2 500
ton nes.

(4) Representatives of the salmon fishery
were present at the I5 August 1984,
meeting. In addition, the Director of

290



[Wednesday, 27 February 19851 9

Fisheries held a meeting with representa-
tives of the salmon fishery on 5
December 1984, when other aspects of
the salmon fishery were discussed.

(5) There are no precise predictions, but
salmon is expected to be available in
good quantities in 1985.

FISHERIES: PROFESSIONAL
Beach Access: National Parks

2299. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Can he advise whether beach access by

professional fishermen, and to what de-
gree, is permitted in the following
National Parks-
(a) Fitzgerald;
(b) South Coast;
(c) D'Entrecasteaux;
(d) Scott River:
(e) Naturaliste-Leeuwin?

(2) Is it the intention of the Government for
any future policy and management de-
cision to be under the control of the De-
partment of conservation and Land
Management?

Mr DAV IES replied:

(1) (a) No.
(b) There is no South Coast National

Park. perhaps the Member is refer-
ring to the proposed extension to the
D'Entrccasteaux National Park.

(c) to (e) Yes.
These national parks extend inland
from high water mark, and the
Authority does not control the
beaches where a number of pro-
fessional fishermen may operate
from time to time.

(2) Yes, in consultation with the Depart-
ment of Fisheries.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY: HERB
GRAHAM HOUSE

Development Application: Signatory
2300. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:

Can he advise who was the signatory to a
development application submitted to
the City of Stirling in late January 1983
for approval to commence the develop-

ment of the building now known as Herb
Graham House?

Mr PEARCE replied:

This inquiry should be directed to
Stirling City Council which received the
application.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY: HERB
GRAHAM HOUSE

Chinese Restaurant: "Dining Room"
2301. Mr CASH, to the Premier:

Is he aware that the original plans sub-
mitted to the Stirling City Council for
Herb Graham House show the proposed
Chinese Restaurant as Dining Room and
not "Restaurant" as suggested in his
answer to Question 2111 of 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

No. However, I am aware that the plans
approved by the City of Stirling are
clearly marked restaurant.
I am also aware that all the supervision
by the Building, Planning and Health
Departments was on the basis that a
public restaurant was being constructed.

Iam further aware that the City of
Stirling issued a special licence for the
erection of a sign advertising the public
restaurant.
I am further aware that the Member
hi mself framed the Town Planning Com-
mittee resolution which would have ac-
cepted the Minister's request that the
rezoning occur. It is also the case that
the rezoning application was made by
the City of Stirling and not by the
owners of the building, and that the pet-
ition objecting to the rezoning included a
big majority of people living at consider-
able distance from the restaurant who
would not be affected by any rezoning.
At the same time I am informed the
majority of those people living close to
the restaurant and likely to be affected
by it either favoured or did not care
whether or not it proceeded.

PLANNING: STIRLING CITY COUNCI L
Planning Scheme No. 2: Adoption

2302. Mr CASH, to Minister for Planning:
Has the City of Stirling indicated to him
that it would be prepared to adopt Dis-
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trict Planning Scheme No. 2 if he with-
draws the Ministerial direction that re-
quires the Herb Graham House site to
be zoned Special Use Zone which would
enable a Public Restaurant to operate
from the site?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Not with the amendment required.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Dumbkeyung: Works Programme

2303. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) What works are currently being
undertaken at the Oumbleyung Hospi-
talI?

(2) When were the works commenced?
(3) What is the total cost of the works being

undertaken?
(4) When will the works be completed?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) No works are currently being
undertaken at the Dumbleyung Hospital,
A Repairs and Renovations Programme
was completed last year. This project
provided for routine repairs and painting
of the hospital complex. Additions and
improvements to both the Matron's resi-
dence and staff residence were included.

(2) Project was awarded on June I8, 1984.
(3) Total cost of the project was $93 977.
(4) Practical completion was achieved on

December 21, 1984.

HEALTH: MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS
Dumbleyung

2304. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Health:
(l) Is the Government concerned about

the present difficulties in attracting a
qualified medical practitioner to
Dumbleyung?

(2) Has the Department of Hospital and Al-
lied Services been asked to advise on the
provision of a qualified medical prac-
titioner for Dumbleyung?

Mr HODGE replied:

(l) Yes.
(2) The Health Department willingly liaises

closely with any Shire Council seeking

the services of a medical practitioner if
the Shire so requests.

RAC ING AN D TROTT ING: RACECOU RSE
DEVELOPMENT TRUST

Allocations: Details
2305. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Racing and
Gaming:

Would the Minister please provide de-
tails of all allocations (i.e. amount
involved and to whom allocated) by the
Racecourse Development Trust over
each of the past five years?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The information requested is contained
in the Annual Reports of the Racecourse
Development Trust. I will be pleased to
make copies of those reports available to
the honourable member.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS
Capital Investment

2306. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What is the capital investment so far this

year in the State Engi neering Works?
(2) What additions or new material has been

invested in?
Mr McIVER replied:

(1) 5215 157.
(2) $142 000 has been committed to new

foundry furnaces, the installation of
which are due in March/April 1985.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS
Board: Members

2307. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Has a new board or commission been

appointed for the State Engineering
Works?

(2) If so, who are the members of that
board, committee, or commission?

(3) When were they appointed?
Mr McIVER replied:

(I ) Yes-a new Board has been created.
(2) Mr R. A. Gregory-Chairman

Mr R. L. Seares-Director
Mr J. S. Abbott-Director
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Dr S. A. Kennedy-Director
Mr B. G. Evans-General Manager

(3) 1 January 1985-when the Act was
proclaimed.

WORKS: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Staff: Retirements

2308. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Works:

(1) Is it fact that seven senior people from
the Public Works Department were re-
tired or removed from office?

(2) If not, how many were retired or re-
moved from office, and what were their
positions?

(3) In either case, what were the total
payouts to them as redundancy, retire-
ment or special allowances?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) The question is ambiguous. Assuming
that the question relates to Architectural
Division Branch Heads or above as
"senior people", the answer is "no".

(2) Eight:
W. E. Bateman, Principal Architect
R. M. Fairbrother, Assistant
Principal Architect
A. W. Smith, Construction and
Maintenance Branch
R. Strauss, Architectural Services
Branch
V. F. Davies, Schools Design and
Investigation Branch
S. Coll, General Design and Investi-
gation Branch
R. Tucker, Mechanical Engineering
Branch
M. Cullity, Electrical Engineering
Branch.

(3) This information is being compiled and
will be forwarded to the member when
available.

2309. Postponed.

HEALTH: NURSING HOME
Penn-Rose: Inquiry

2310. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has the inquiry into Penn-Rose Hospital
which he ordered soon after coming into
office almost two years ago been
completed?

(2) I f it has, will he-
(a) table the result of the inquiry;
(b) reveal the cost of the inquiry;
(c) outline what recommendations were

made; and
(d) state what action be has taken?

Mr I-ODGE replied:

(1) and (2) The terms of reference for the
inquiry into Penn-Rose were first
advertised in November, 1983, and the
hearing of witnesses commenced in
April, 1984. I have been advised by the
Solicitor-General that the inquiry has
now been completed and the final report
is being drafted.

2311. Postponed.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Public Patients

2312. Mr
Health:

HASSELL, to the Minister for

(1) (a) What was the average daily bed
occupancy on a monthly basis from
January 1983 to December 1983
and from January 1984 to
December 1984 inclusive at-
(i) Osborne Park Hospital;

(ii) Wanneroo Hospital;
(b) what percentage of each of those

monthly figures provided in (a)
were public patients?

(2) (a) What was the total number of
operating theatre cases for the
period I June 1983 to 31 December
1983, and 1 June 1984 to 31
December 1984 at-
(i) Osborne Park Hospital;

(ii) Wanneroo, Hospital;
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(b) what percentage of each of the fig-
ures provided in (2) (a) were public
patients;

(c) what was the total number of deliv-
eries in the birth suites for the
period I June 1983 to 31 December
1983, and I June 1984 to 31
December 1984 at-
(i) Osborne Park Hospital;

(ii) Wanneroo Hospital;
(d) what percentage of each of the fig-

ures provided in (2) (c) were public
patients?

(3) (a) What were the total opthalmology
procedures for the period I June
1984 to 31 December 1984 and
from I June 1983 to 31 December
1983 at-
(i) Osborne Park Hospital;

(ii) Wanneroo Hospital;
(b) what percentage of each of the fig-

ures provided in (3) (a) were public
patients;

(c) what were the total plastic surgery
procedures for the period I June
1984 to 31 December 1984 and I
June 1983 to 31 December 1983
at-
(i) Osborne Park Hospital;

(ii) Wanneroo Hospital;
(d) what percentage of each of the fig-

ures provided in (3) (c) were public
patients?

(4) (a) What was the total payment to
visiting medical officers on a modi-
fied fee for service basis for the
period I July 1983 to 31 December
1983 at-
(i) Wannerco Hospital;

(ii) Osborne Park Hospital;
(b) what was the total payment to

visiting medical officers (sessional,
on-call and call-back) for the period
I July 1984 to 31 December 1984
at-
(i) Wanneroo Hospital;

(ii) Osborne Park Hospital;
(c) what was the total payment to full-

time salaried medical officers for
the period I July 1984 to 31
December 1984 at-
(i) Wanneroo Hospital;

(ii) Osborne Park Hospital?
(5) What was the average monthly payment

to medical staff per public inpatient for
each of the 24 months between I
January l983 and 31 December 1984
at-
(a) Wanneroo Hospital;
(b) Osborne Park Hospital?

(6) Is it a fact that specialist surgeons and
anaesthetists are paid up to $150 for a
notional three half hour session, while
general practitioners are paid on a modi-
fied fee for service arrangement for
operating theatre work?

(7) Is it a fact that a specialist surgeon at
Wanneroo or Osborne Park public hospi-
tals may be paid $150 for performing
two or three major surgical cases in such
a session (for example-gallbladder, or
stomach removal or hernia repair) while
during the same time a general prac-
titioner will earn $600 for 12 minor pro-
cedures (for example, diathermy of
warts, removal of intra uterine contra-
ceptive device or simple curette of
uterus)?

(8) When did the Health Department of
Western Australia first learn of the de-
ficiency in the availability of specialist
anaesthetists for surgical and obstetric
emergencies at Osborne Park Hospital,
and when was the problem rectified?

(9) What is the current average time of
waiting for public patients for non ur-
gent gynaccological surgery at Osborne
Park Hospital?

(10) During the 12 months from I January
1984 to 31 December 1984, how many
times did the Commissioner for Health,
Dr W. D. Roberts visit the following hos-
pitals-
(a) Wanneroo Hospital:
(b) Osborne Park Hospital;
(c) Bentley Hospital;
(d) Geraldton Regional Hospital;
(c) Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital;

(f) Carnarvon Regional Hospital;
(g) Esperance Regional Hospital?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (10) As the details sought by the
member are extensive and not readily
available, the information will be
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provided directly to him in writing at the
first opportunity.

STATE FINANCE: CENTRAL
INVESTMENT AND BORROWING UNIT

EstablishmentI
2313. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government yet established the
Central Investment and Borrowing
Unit?

(2) If so, when and what are the general
details of the unit's operations?

(3) If not, when will it be established?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) No.
(3) Itis not intended that a Central Invest-

ment and Borrowing Unit will be estab-
lished. However, the honourable mem-
her would be aware of the Government's
recent announcement on the role of the
Western Australian Development Cor-
poration in investing the State's surplus
funds.

HOUSING: 'BUNBURY 2000"
Construct ion Programme

2314. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

What decisions, if any, has the State
Housing Commission or the Government
made as a result of the report referred to
in question 1268 of 17 October 1984,
concerning "Bunbury 2000" home build-
ing programme?

Mr WI LSON replied:

The completion and presentation of the
Report has been deferred pending a de-
termination of the Smelter proposals
which would be seen to effect housing
demand and strategies.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND
Bores: Licences

2315. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Is the Government planning to licence
private water bores in the metropolitan
area?

MrTONKIN replied:
All artesian bores in the metropolitan
area are required to be licensed under
the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act
or have Governor's approval under the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage
& Drainage Act.
All water bores within either "Public
Water Supply Areas" or "Groundwater
Areas" respectively proclaimed under
the Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewer-
age & Drainage Act or the Rights in
Water and Irrigation Act are required to
be licensed.
Apart from the foregoing, the Govern-
ment is not currently planning to licence
private water bores in the Metropolitan
area.

HOUSING: COMMUNITY HOUSING
PROGRAMMES

Working Party: Report
2316. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Housing:
(J) Has the working party appointed by him

to examine local govern-
ment/community housing programmes
completed its report yet?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated that it will
complete its report?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.

HOUSING: YOUTH ACCOMMODATION
Working Party: Report

2317. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has the working party appointed by him

to examine youth accommodation and
co-operative housing programmes
comrpleted its report yet?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated that it wilt
complete its report?

Mr
(1)

WILSON replied:
The working party involved is that re-
ferred to in Question 2316.

(2) Not applicable.

2318. Postponed.
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MINISTER OF THE CROWN: MINISTER
FOR INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Driver: Holiday
2319. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(I) Did the Minister for Industrial Relations
take his driver with him when recently
visiting Broome on holiday?

(2) If so, who paid the driver's expenses
whilst he was living in Broome?

(3) Did the driver's family accompany him?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) I am informed the driver was present

when the Minister performed official du-
ties.

(2) Expenses related to official duties were
met by the Government.

(3) During time off due to him, his family
j oined him in Broome.

TOURISM: INDUSTRY
Investment Incentives

2320. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:

Will the Minister provide me with full
details of investment incentives available
to the tourism industry from the West-
ern Australian Government or the West-
ern Australian Tourism Commission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

A copy of the Tourism Commission's
publication "Western Australian Tour-
ism Investment and Incentives" has been
provided direct to the honourable mem-
ber.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: MINISTER
FOR MINERALS AND ENERGY

Relocation: City Mutual Building
2321. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

I refer him to question 2026 of 28
November 1984, and ask what was the
cost of relocating the office of the Minis-
ter for Minerals and Energy from the
Superannuation Building to the City
Mutual Building?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Final costs should be known shortly and
the member will be advised.

TOURISM: COMM ISSION
Promotions: Budget

2322. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Will the Minister provide me with a

break-up of the Tourism Commission's
advertising and promotions budget as
listed in the Consolidated Revenue
Funds estimates for the year ending 30
June 1985 to show-
(a) how much will be spent on advertis-

ing and promotion in Western
Australia, Australia or overseas;

(b) in each place, how much will be
spent on the various forms of adver-
tising, e.g. television, radio, news-
papers, etc?

(2) Will the Minister also provide me with a
breakdown of the amount expended to
date from the $1.2 million budgeted for
the America's Cup within the 1984-85
Budget?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The honourable member is
referred to replies given to parliamentary
question No. 1186 on Thursday. 18
October 1984.

(2) America's Cup budget-expcnditure to
27 February, 1985

Advertising
Displays and exhibitions
Audio visuals
Publications
General expenses
promotional material

168
12 333
397127
35 997

including
19365

107 590

2323. Postponed.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: APPROVALS
Town Planning Department

2324. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Planning:

Has the Town Planning Department and
other appropriate planning bodies given
the necessary planning and zoning ap-
proval required for the aluminium
smelter proposal with the Harvey Shire?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Amendment No. 10 to the Shire of
Harvey's Town Planning Scheme No. 10
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has been given consent for public adver-
tisement by myself and is on exhibition
between 15 February and 16 April £985.
The amendment proposes to create an
-additional" use right for the proposed
smelter site, which would enable the con-
struction of an aluminium smelter.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASES
Emanuel Family: Decision

2325. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Lands and
Surveys:
(1) Has the Government made any decision

regarding the future of the pastoral
leases comprising the Emanuel group of
stations?

(2) IfU"Yes"-
(a) how many leases will be available

for selection;
(b) what are the criteria for eligibility;
(c) how will the capital investment by

Government be recovered?
Mr MeIVER replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

COMJMUNITY SERVICES: CHILD
OFFENDER

Katanning: Departmental Action

2326. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Youth
Affairs and Community Services:

Will he please advise the House in re-
lation to the boy who appeared in the
Katanning Children's Court on 6
February 1985 charged with several
counts of breaking and entering,
stealing, receiving, and causing damage,
what action has been taken in relation to
the boy by the department since the
Court appearance?

Mr WILSON replied:

It is presumed that the member is refer-
ring to a 1 2 year old boy who appeared
before the Katanning Children's Court
on 6 February 1985.
The boy was initially remanded to a De-
partment institution and subsequently
re-appeared on 26 February 1985. He
was placed under the controi of the De-
partment for two years and was also
required to undertaket a 30 hour Com-
munity Service Order. He was placed in

Marribank yesterday following the
recommendation of the Court.

COMMUNITY SERVICES: CHILD
OFFENDERS

Katanning: Deparmmental Acicm
2327. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Youth

Affairs and Community Services:
Will he please advise in relation to each
of the seven children who appeared in
the Katanning Children's Court on
Friday, 4 January 1985, who were put in
the care of the Community Welfare De-
partment for two years-
(a) the child's age;
(b) what action was taken by the de-

partment (allowing conviction?
Mr WILSON replied:

I am informed that there was no sitting
of the Katanning Children's Court on 4
January 1985.

2328. Postponed.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPM ENT: WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION
A luminium Smelter: Liability

2329, Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) What is the potential total liability of the

Western Australian Development Cor-
poration expressed in dollars, by reason
of its commitment to the south-west
smelter development?

(2) Was there any private enterprise joint
venturer available to take up the share
proposed to be taken by the Western
Australian Development Corporation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The member is referred to the
answer to question 2185.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION
Aluminium Smelter: Production

2330. Mr I-ASS ELL, to the Premier:
What arrangements are proposed in
relation to the marketing of the Western
Australian Development Corporation
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share of the production of the south-west
aluminium smelter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The member is referred to the answer to
question 2185.

233 1. Postponed.

KUKJE-ICC CORPORATION: ALUMINIUM
SMELTER

Joint Venture: Withdrawal
2332. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

When was he first aware of financial
difficulties in relation to Kttkje ICC and
its possible inability to be involved in the
south-west smelter project?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

We were made aware of Kukje's diffi-
culties in November 1984. At that stage
there was no suggestion of its inability to
be involved in the project, however, we
took pre-emptive action to ensure our
position should that, in fact, become the
case.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION
Aluminium Smelter: Feasibility Studies

2333. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Has the Western Australian Develop-

ment Corporation had available to it all
the reports, inquiries and feasibility
studies commissioned by the Govern-
ment into all aspects of establishing an
aluminium smelter in Western
Australia?

(2) Did the Government ask the Western
Australian Development Corporation to
consider the possibility of Government
equity in the project?

(3) Did Cabinet consider any advice from
the Western Australian Development
Corporation as to the risks involved and
the commercial advisability of risking
large capital sums in such a project?

(4) If the answer to (3) is 'No", when is it
expected that Cabinet will consider a
feasibility study and recommendation
from the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation before making a final
decision whether to take an equity

position equal to 20 per cent of the total
capital and operating cost of the project?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Western Australian Development Cor-

poration is considering among other
things, the level of WA Government
equity and the corporate arrangements
under which the equity will be held.

(3) The investment potential and commer-
cial risks associated with the Aluminium
Smelter project are subject to on-going
assessment and review by the partici-
pants in the Smelter Consortium.

(4) A decision on the level of equity to be
taken by the Western Australian
Government will be considered when the
members of the Smelter Consortium are
satisfied by the viability of the project
and have decided to proceed.

2334. Postponed.

ENERGY: GAS
North-West Sheik. Government

2335. Mr HASSELL, to the
Minerals and Energy:

(1)

Intervention
Minister for

Is it fact that intervention by the West-
ern Australian Government reported in
The West Australian (20 February
1985), has further delayed the finalising
of the sales contract between the north-
west shelf project participants and the
Japanese customers?

(2) What was the nature of the Govern-
ment's intervention?

(3) When is it now expected that contractual
arrangements will be finalised and First
deliveries of liquid natural gas to Japan
will be made?

(4) From date of first delivery, over what
period is it now expected that deliveries
will gradually increase up to the agreed
full contractual amount?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) No action by the Government has
delayed finalising the sales contract. To
the contrary, advice from the Joint Ven-
ture Participants is that the sales con-
tract was finalised to their satisfaction
when in Japan recently.

(2) Answered by (1).
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(3) It is understood that the contract pro-
vides for LNG to be available to the
buyers in October, 1989.

(4) Exports of' LNG are expected to reach
plateau level after six years.

2336 and 2337. Postponed.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legisla lion: Federal Government Policy

2338. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(I) Is the Federal Government's published

preferred position in relation to Aborigi-
nal land rights compatible with the
proposed Western Australian legis-
lation?

(2) If not, what are the areas of difference or
concern to him?

(3) Does he or the Government have any
assurance from the Prime Minister or
the Federal Minister, or other authorised
representative of' the Federal Govern-
ment, that Federal land rights legislation
will1 not apply to Western A us[tral ia if the
State Government's proposed legislation
is enacted?

(4) If so, what is the form of that undertak-
ing or commitment, and if it is in
writing, will he table it?

M r W ILSON repl ied:

(1) The Federal Government's recently
published statement on "preferred
National Land Rights Model" is a
statement of principles, representing that
Government's preferred position. It is by
no means their final position and the re-
sponsible Minister has requested further
consultations with State and Territory
Governments.

The WA Government is about to table
its proposed legislation in the very near
future.
This Bill will reflect the State Govern-
ment's "preferred" position notwith-
standing what the Federal Government
may wish to say about this matter.
Therefore the question of any
"differences" between the two positions
becomes purely academic.

(2) As above.
(3) The Federal Government has frequently

and publicly stated that proposed Feder-
al legislation will not override State
legislation [bat is consistent with it.

(4) As above. This position has been
publicised widely, and the member can
check recent media statements.

AGRICULTURE: RURAL SECTOR
HARDSHIP

Select Committee: Recommendations
2339. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware of the serious hardship

facing most areas and farmers at
present, despite the fact that the 1984-85
season is generally above average?

(2) What action has been taken on the
findings and recommendations of the
Report of the Select Committee
Appointed to Inquire into Hardship in
the Rural Sector, and presented to the
Legislative Assembly on Thursday, I I
October 1984?

Mr EVANS replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) 1 refer the member to my ministerial

statement of 22 November 1984, which
outlined the action the Government is
taking.

WATER RESOURCES: DAMS
Experimental: Cleary

2340. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What degree of success has been

achieved in the experimental on-farm
water supply dams in the Cleary area?

(2) Have these dams been proved to be a
reliable alternative water supply to a
reticulated comprehensive water scheme
in all seasons?

Mr EVANS replied:

(l1) and (2) Two separate projects have been
undertaken:
(a) Experimental dams at Cleary

These dams have provided infor-
mation on:

construction techniques and
seepage rates of light-land
dams;
seepage rates from lined and
unlined dams constructed in
pallid zone soils;,
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costs and effectiveness of dif-
ferent clay lining techniques;
investigations are continuing;
effectiveness of chemical
sealing of leaking dams at
Cleary; sealing has not been
achieved.

(b) The North Eastern Wheatbelt Farm
Water Supply Demonstration
This project was intended to assess
the reliability of providing on-farm
water supplies in problem areas.
Works have been completed on
three farms designed so as to pro-
vide reliable water supplies in all
seasons. These have proved reliable
in the I1h to 2 / years since their
completion. Work on the fourth
farm is nearing completion.

WATER RESOURCES: RURAL WATER
SUPPLIES

Policy Document
2341. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Water

Resources:
(1) Has the Rural Water Supply Policy

Document been finalised?
(2) If "Yes", will it be released

immediately?
(3) If "No", when will it be available?
M rTON KIN replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The release has been delayed pending

further financial considerations.

FIRES: FIREBREAKS
Road Verges: Destruction of Flora

2342. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Is he aware that some shires are

condoning the ploughing Of fire breaks
on the road verges, thus destroying the
flora?

(2) Is this practice permissible and in con-
formity with the Bush Fires Act and all
regulations?

(3) If "Yes" to (2)-
(a) which shires do not enforce the pro-

vision of fire breaks inside property
boundaries;

(b) which shires permit the ploughing
of fire breaks on road verges?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) I am not personally aware of any, but if
the Hon. Member were to provide some
practical ex~amples I will arrange for the
matter to be followed up.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

2343. Postponed.

CONSU MER A FFA I RS: PA RA DIS E POOLS
PTY. LTD.
Complaints

2344. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:
(1) (a) Did the Department of Consumer

Affairs receive any written com-
plaints against Paradise Pools Pty
Ltd before IS January 1985;

(b) if so, what was the nature of such

complaints?
(2) (a) Has the Department of Consumer

Affairs received any written COM-
plaints against Paradise Pools Ply
Ltd since 15 January 1985;

(b) if so, what was the nature of such
complaints?

(3) Has the Small Claims Tribunal ever sat
or refereed on a complaint against Para-
dise Pools Pty Ltd?

(4) (a) Have complaints questioned in (1),
(2)and (3) ever been made against
an associate company of Paradise
Pools Pty Ltd;

(b) if so, what was the nature of such
complaints;

(c) how and when were they received by
the Department of Consumer Af-
fairs?

(5) (a) Has the Minister or other Ministers
of the Government made any public
statements about Paradise Pools Pty
Ltd;

(b)
(6) (a)

if so, what were those statements?
Has Paradise Pools Pty Ltd or any
associated company received advice
from either the Minister or the De-
partment of Consumer Affairs con-
cerning complaints against them;
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(b) if so, when-,and
(c) what was the nature of the com-

plaints?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) (a) Yes.
(b) The complaint alleged delays in

completion of construction, broken
promises as to completion, failure of
Paradise Pools staff to keep ap-
pointments and consistent failure by
Paradise management to return
telephone calls.

(2) (a) Yes.
(b) The complaints received since 15

January, 1985 have alleged with
supporting detail, delays in com-
mencing construction of pools,
broken promises concerning per-
formance of the contracts, broken
appointments by staff and manage-
ment, faulty workmanship, refusal
to return deposits, failure by man-
agement to respond to phone calls
by consumers, refusal by Paradise
Pools to perform repairs to faulty
installations.

(3) N o.
(4) (a) Yes.

(b) The nature of the complaints in-
cluded faulty workmanship, includ-
ing cracks in a pool shell, poor skim-
mer box installation, drummy plas-
ter, all of which in one case, that of
Mr Di Rosso of Gooseberry Hill
resulted in a work order by the
Shire of Kalamunda Building De-
partment under Part 10(l) of the
Uniform Building By Laws 1978 (as
amended). 1 table that document
and accompanying photographs.
Other complaints alleged failure to
honour guarantees. broken prom-
ises, delays in performing
rectification work to faulty pools,
non delivery of a filtration unit and
time clock.

(c) The- complaints were written and
were received in January, February,
May and November, 1984.

(5) (a) No.

(b)
(6) (a)

Not applicable.
Yes. Paradise Pools Ply Ltd and an
associated company have been given
advice concerning complaints

against them. The Director of the
Department of Consumer Affairs
has experienced difficulty in
obtaining the response or co-per-
at ion of company executives.
In one case a Director, T. J.
McLernon acknowledged receipt of
correspondence From the Depart-
ment but refused to answer as he
considered the letter from the De-
partment incorrectly addressed.
The letter referred to is tabled.

(b) Numerous letters sent over the last
IS months.

(c) As detailed in answers to 1, 2 and 4.
The letter was tabled (see paper No. 463).

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislat(ion: A dvertising Ca mpa ign

2345. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Has the Government prepared television

and newspaper advertisements in support
of its Aboriginal Land Rights or Land
Tenure legislation?

(2)

(3)
If so, who prepared the advertisements?
When is it proposed to commence the
advertising campaign?

(4) How much is it anticipated that the cam-
paign will cost?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes. The Government has had television
advertisements prepared in order to cor-
rect the web of misinformation, innu-
endo and half truths circulated about the
proposed Aboriginal Land Legislation.
An example of the half truths reiterated
as late as yesterday by the Leader of the
Opposition on 6NR's Lesley Anderson
Show is that 38 per cent of WA will be
available for claim by Aboriginals on the
basis of race. That is a half truth becauge
not only must a person be an Aboriginal
but that person must also show that they
have either-
(a) an entitlement in respect of the land

in accordance with local Aboriginal
tradition, or

(b) association with the land by reason
of having resided on or used that
land for substantial portions of their
lives whether or not that residence
or use has been continuous, or
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(c) be able to establish a need which
can be fulfilled by a specific project
being conducted on the land.

Mr Hassell conveniently ignores the lat-
ter aspect of the requirement prior to a
grant being made and he ignores them
because whilst on the one hand he is
opposed to Aboriginals being given land
on the basis of race, on the other he
confirms in the Des Guilfoyle Show on
the same day that "there is no suggestion
from us that we would take away land
owned by the Aboriginal Lands Trust
and further, no suggestion that Aborigi-
nals don't need land". Perhaps when the
Leader of the Opposition has a consist-
ent policy with respect to Aboriginals
holding land then he might be in a better
position to be critical of the Govern-
meitft's move.

An example of, for want of a less emot-
ive term, "misinformation" spread by
the Opposition, one only has to look to
the Lesley Anderson Radio Show yester-
day where the Leader of the Opposition
is still claiming that potential agricul-
tural land just north of Esperance will be
available for claim. The truth of the mat-
ter is the land has been under consider-
ation for opening as agricultural land for
in excess of ten years and that continuing
assessment is still being conducted. The
land will not be available for claim by
Aboriginal people until a Final decision
with respect to the agricultural potential
of the land has been made. Further, it
was interesting to note that thle Leader of
the Opposition agreed with Lesley
Anderson that Noongah's would have
prior claims to areas such as Kings Park,
Peppermint Grove and Freshwater Bay.
To use a phrase consistently used by the
Leader of the Opposition "that is absol-
ute nonsense", and he knows it to be
nonsense. The Government's stance has
always been that alienated land such as
that in Peppermint Grove and Fresh-
water Bay would not be available for
claim and that National Parks and Con-
servation Reserves are not available for
claim. It is for reasons of this sort that
the Government feels the need to ensure
that the public are currently informed
with respect to this issue.

(2) McCann Erickson.
(3) Monday, 25 February 1985.
(4) Approximately $120 000.

ROADS:, TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT
PROPOSALS

Direction: Policy
2346. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

Is it Main Roads Department policy to
direct local authorities on traffic man-
agement proposals for local roads under
the care and control of a local authority?

Mr GRILL replied:

it is not the Main Roads Department's
policy to direct local authorities on
traffic management proposals for local
roads under the care and control of a
local authority. There are, however,
many instances where the department
has an involvement for one reason or
another and possible treatments are
suggested or negotiated with the local
authority. This would particularly apply
where complementary works on a
declared main road are involved and
where there is a clear overriding need for
safety or other public policy imperative.

WORKS: BUILDING MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY

Task Forces: Capital Works

2347. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister For
Works:
(1) With regard to the activities of the

Building Management Authority, has
the Building Management Authority es-
tablished groups or "task forces" for
each area of capital works, such as
schools?

(2) Are all the capital funds for the current
fiscal year yet committed?

(3) Does the Building Management Auth-
ority consider there will be no carry over
of capital funds from the current ap-
proved budgetary allocation into the next
fiscal year?

(4) If the answer to (3) is "Yes", for what
reason will all the approved capital funds
not be committed?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) Project teams have been established to
service the various client departments.
Several client departments may be
serviced by the one team.

(2) No.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.
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ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Hill-Samuel Report

2348. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) With regard to the Hill-Samuel report

which he has indicated places any West-
ern Australian aluminium smelter in the
bottom 40 per cent of cost-effective
smelters around the world, what energy
cost assumptions were used by Kill-
Samuel in reaching such a decision?

(2) What alumina costs have been assumed
in the report?

(3) What movements in world demand for
aluminium have been assumed in thc re-
port?

(4) From what information sources did H-ill-
Samuel obtain the appropriate relevant
information?

(5) To whom has the report been
distributed?

(6) When will it become available for public
consideration?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (6) The Kill-Samuel report was com-

missioned by Treasury and the Alu-
minium Smelter Task Force, the con-
tents of which contain information
provided under confidentiality agree-
ments and must remain confidential to
the Government.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: CONSTRUCTION
Decisions: Studies

2349. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) In view of his announcement on 5

December 1984, that no decisions re-
garding the use of land at Kemerton,
near Australind, for a smelter site would
be made until final feasibitity studies,
energy tariff negotiations, and complete
environmental procedures had been
completed, how many of the above
studies have been processed to finality?

(2) What negotiations and procedures have
not yet been completed?

(3) When will the various environmental
studies be completed?

(4) When will all the various studies be
available for public review in order to
allow the promised consideration prior to
any final decisions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (4) The necessary studies, nego-
tiations and administrative procedures

are continuing. It is not possible at this
stage to be certain about the date upon
which public reports are to be released.

2350 to 2356. Postponed.

PLANNING: INQUIRY
Report: Distribution

2357. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) How many copies have been printed of

the report released on Tuesday, 19
February 1985, of the Committee of In-
quiry into Statutory Planning in Western
Australia?

(2) (a) How many copies of the report have
been distributed by the Minister;

(b) to whom has it been sent;
(c) when were those copies dispatched?

(3) How may additional copies of the report
be obtained?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) 700.
(2) (a) About 620.

(b) All members of Parliament, all local
authorities, all persons who made
submissions to the Committee of In-
quiry and all affected Government
agencies, private institutions and
bodies.

(c) Mostly during the week ending
February 23.

(3) O n request at the Town Planning De-
partment.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
AMt. Henry: Air-conditioning

2358. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) In reference to the cooling programme

approved for the Mount Henry Hospital
and which is scheduled to be completed
within two years-
(a) when is it anticipated that the air-

conditioning of "B" block will com-
m ence;,

(b) will the proposed air-conditioning of
"B" block also make provision for
heating during the winter months?

(2) Are adequate steps being taken to pro-
vide for the comfort of the terminally ill
patients in "B" block during the current
heat wave, and if so, how is this being
achieved?
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Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The coaling programme for Mt Henry
Hospital is being undertaken on a pro-
gressive basis.

(a) An air conditioning system was in-
stalled to the top floor of "B" Block
in the 1983/84 financial year. The
ground floor lounge area was in-
cluded in the programme. The re-
maining areas within "B" Block are
to be given priority in 1985/86.

(b) No. The existing methods of provid-
ing heating to "B" Block can be
increased if necessary to ensure an
adequate level of heating.

(2) Yes. The overall comfort of all patients
is closely monitored. Where feasible,
patients are encouraged to use the fully
air conditioned lounges during the heat
of the day.

DRAINAGE: RATES
Corno-Kara wara-Kensington: Exemption

2359. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

In view of the fact that the Metropolitan
Water Authority's declared drainage
area in the Corno-Karawara- Kensington
area includes many residences which are
not in the watershed affecting the main
Collier drain, and many may never be in
this category as it is by no means certain
that the South Perth City Council will
proceed with the connection of some lo-
cal drainage sumps and systems to the
new drain, will he give consideration to
exempting residents in the latter areas
from paying drainage rates until such
tame as-
(a) a decision is made to proceed with

the connection of such sumps and
systems to the main Collier drain;
and

(b) the sumps and systems are actually
connected?

Mr TONKIN replied:

The need for a main drain is not solely
confined to direct surface runoff from
the watershed area. Stormwater which is
collected in local sumps and disposed of
by soakage also contributes through sub-
surface flow.
The area to be served by the Collier
Pines main drain and the size of the
MWA facilities were determined on the

basis of catering for drainage improve-
ments proposed by the City of South
Perth.

Therefore at this stage I am unable to
concede that any exemption from rating
should be granted.

EDUCATION: HOSTELS
Legislation: Amendment

2360. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is it still the intention of the Government

to amend the legislation governing
Country High School Hostels?

(2) If so, what is the substance of the
proposed amendments?

(3) When is it proposed to introduce any
legislation to the Parliament?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) To re-write the Act to allow a better

understanding and interpretation of
areas of responsibility of the authority
and local boards.

(3) Towards the end of the year.

2361 and 2362. Postponed.

EN ERGY: STATE EN ERG Y COM MISSi ON
Orion Royal Bank: Advice

2363- Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the Government satisfied with advice

it has received from the Orion Royal
Bank relative to the activities of the
State Energy Commission?

(2) Is it fact that a member of the Govern-
ment has been critical of the advice
received from the Orion Royal Bank, or
the Royal Bank of Canada, relative to
the activities of the State Energy Com-
mission?

(3) Has the Government chosen to continue
its association with the Orion Royal
Bank and the Royal Bank of Canada?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The Orion Royal Bank was retained by
the SEC to advise orn finance of the gas
pipeline. That financing has been put in
place satisfactorily and the Government
is satisfied with the professional contri-
bution mady by Orion Royal.
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(2) It is not known to what or whom the
member is referring. If he cares to be
more specific, I will be happy to try and
provide him with any information he
needs.

(3) As the pipeline financing is now in place,
the consultancy role of Orion Royal and
the Royal Bank of Canada has ended.
However, our relationship with the
banks continues and discussions are held
with them from time to time on specific
market issues.

2364. Postponed.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: INITIATION
Rites: Murchison

741. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is he aware that there are Aboriginal

men in the Murchison who do not wish
to be subjected to the rites associated
with traditional Aboriginal initiation?

(2) Is he also aware these men are living in
fear because of the threat f ,rom tra-
ditional Aborigines that they will be
forcibly taken for initiation?

(3) If so, will the Minister confer with his
colleague, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, with a view to pro-
viding protection for these men?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (3) l am not aware of that. That mat-

ter has not been brought to my attention.
I will make inquiries to find out the basis
of the information alleged by the Leader
of the Opposition. If I think it is necess-
ary and wise to confer with the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services on
the basis of the information, 1 will cer-
tainly do so.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: BANKS
Foreign: Western Australia

742. Mr TAYLOR, to the Premier:
(1) Is it correct that the Federal Govern-

ment has approved a foreign banking
venture for Western Australia?

(2) If so, could he please give the details?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) and (2) Yes, I am pleased to be able to

inform the House-and it is something
about which the Opposition cannot
object-that the national Government

today announced that one of the success-
ful applicants for a banking licence was
the application sponsored by the West-
ern Australian Development Corpor-
ation. It is an application which com-
prises the following participants: Stand-
ing for an equity of 50 per cent is the
Industrial Bank of Japan. Thirty per
cent of the equity will be held by the
Western Australian Development
Coroporation, 10 per cent by the Town
and Country WA Permanent Building
Society, and 10 per cent by the State
Government Insurance Office.
The decision today is in many ways a
landmark decision, because the -new
bank, which will be known as "The In-
dustrial Bank of Japan (Australia) Pty.
Ltd:.", will be headquartered in Perth. It
was the only application from a consor-
tium or individual bank seeking to be
headquartered in Perth, and it will mean
of course, there will be very great ben-
efits to this State. Most directly it will
involve the employment of in excess of
150 persons initially, and I understand
that the bank will open its doors before
Christmas.

It will bring to this State's financial
community technology and expertise for
which the Industrial Bank of Japan has
become internationally renowned.

To give members an idea of the size of
the Industrial Bank of Japan, it is four
times as big as Westpac, which is the
biggest of the Australian banks. It is
recognised as a bank which has a charac-
ter precisely tailored to the character of
the Western Australian economy; that is,
it is a major lender for resource develop-
ment projects, and it is a major provider
of long-term lending facilities.

It is also recognised as a major trading
bank within the South-East Asian and
Far East Asian regions, a location in
which we see this State's trading future
lying very securely. On every count
today's announcement should be
welcomed by all members of the Parlia-
ment. I accept and acknowledge that
previous conservative governments have
committed themselves to the establish-
ment of Perth as a financial centre and
to the prospect of attracting inter-
national banking corporations to estab-
lish headquarters in Perth.
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Unfortunately, they were not success-
ful and today's announcement, I sup-
pose, is the culmination of their efforts
as it is the culmination of our efforts over
the past two years. In respect of iBi
(Australia) Pty. Ltd. there will be four
Western Australian directors appointed
and four directors appointed by the In-
dustrial Bank of Japan. The chairman is
to be chosen jointly and I understand
that the new hoard will be seeking a very
prominent Western Australian or
Australian to fill that position.
As far as the Government is concerned,
the decision today underlines the worth,
in its relatively short history, of the con-
tribution made already by the Western
Australian Development Corporation
and we believe that, if runs on the board
are to be the determinant of the credi-
bility of an organisation, then already
the Western A ustralian Development
Corporation has sufficient runs on the
board without this dazzling century
today to indicate its worth to our com-
munity. I hope members will accept that
today's announcement is something
which advantages Western Australia
above and beyond the realms of party
politics and will generally accord to the
announcement the plaudits which it so
richly deserves.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation: Advertising Campaign

743. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is it correct that the Government has

decided to spend $120 000 of taxpayers'
funds on a media campaign to publicise
the Labor Party's views on the proposed
Aboriginal land rights legislation?

(2) is it also correct thai the Government's
programme in this regard is designed to
overcome Opposition argument which
has been put forward per medium of nor-
mal, nan-paid media releases and ap-
pea ra nces?

(3) Why does he consider the Government's
position to be so weak that it is necessary
to embark on such a massive propaganda
campaign?

The SPEAKER: Order! The last part of the
question is not in order.

M r W ILSON replied:

(1) and (2) It appears that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition cannot read.
HeI placed the first part of the question
on notice and an answer has been given
to him. If he has not received it, it is not
my fault, because he should have. I
suggest that either he learn to read or
wait until he receives that answer in
writing and he will be thoroughly satis-
fied.

GAMBLING: CASINO
BUYS wood Island: Opposition's Attitude

744. Mrs WATKINS, to the Premier:
(1) Is he concerned about recent attempts by

the Opposition to undermine the Govern-
ment's proposals for a casino on
Burswood Island and an aluminium
smelter in the south-west?

(2) If so, will he explain the implications if
these two projects do not proceed?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) and (2) I thank the member for adequate

notice of the question, the answer to
which is as follows-

Yes, I am concerned about the at-
tempts by same Liberal upper
House members to decry the
Burswood Island casino project, and
I am also perturbed that the Liberal
Party's newest recruit, and a former
Minister for Resources Develop-
ment, should knock the aluminium
smelter proposalI.
In the case of the casino, Liberal
Party members such as Mr Pendal
are attempting to deny the State the
prospect of jobs for mare than 3 000
people-jobs for presently unem-
ployed Western Australian people.
The peak construction work force
will be about 1 500 on site and con-
struction will take two years.
On completion, the project will em-
ploy about 1 600 people directly, of
whom about I 000 will work in the
casino, 500 in the hotel, and 260 in
maintaining the surrounding park
and associated facilities.
Many of the permanent new jobs in
the complex will be suitable for
people aged between 18 and 25, the
age grouping among which unem-
ployment is highest.
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Of the 1 000 casino workers, about
900 can be recruited in Western
Australia and because they will
undergo full training would not re-
quire any particular skills.

The balance of about 100, mainly
senior staff, will have to be experi-
enced casino workers and will be
recruited elsewhere unless experi-
enced people can be found in West-
ern Australia.

As well, the complex could generate
more than $10 million a year in rev-
enue to the State.

These benefits are in addition to the
replacement of the Burswood Island
eyesore with a high-grade public
park worth $16 million at no cost to
the taxpayers.

In respect of the smelter, the work
force directly employed on it is
expected to peak at approximately
I 600 and to average 800 over the
construction phase. It is anticipated
that once up and running the
smelter will provide continuous em-
ployment for 900 people.

Thus the projects combined will cre-
ate many thousands of jobs in West-
ern Australia. However, the Oppo-
sition is clearly engaged on a deli-
berate, calculated, and systematic
campaign to ensure that the alum-
inium smelter and the casino do not
go ahead.

That is the only interpretation
which can be placed on its single-
minded obsession with knocking the
proposals 'at every opportunity.

The Opposition cannot bear the
thought of the State Government
succeeding where it has failed and
wants to deny the State the enor-
mous benefits that the developments
will bring, in terms of creating new
jobs and expanding the State's over-
all development.

By its twisted desire to halt these
developments, the Opposition is
playing politics with the future of
young unemployed Western
Australians, and the restoration of
economic confidence which will
benefit all Western Australians.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation: Introduction

745. Mr BRADSH-AW, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

()When does the Minister anticipate that
the Government's proposed land rights
legislation will be introduced into Parlia-
ment?

(2) What is causing the delay in its introduc-
tion?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) The Government intends to in-

troduce that legislation in the very near
future. The member must understand
that-perhaps I am giving him the ben-
efit or the doubt in saying this-it is a
major and very complex piece of legis-
lation. The mechanical drafting process
has been very involved, and that is the
only reason for any "delay", as the mem-
ber calls it. However, that does not indi-
cate any lack of resolve on the Govern-
ment's part. We have determined our
position and the legislation is very close
to being introduced.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Support: International Orga nisatlions

746. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware of recent radio comments by

the Leader of the Opposition that there
had been sufficient debate on the issue of
Aboriginal land and the only reason any-
body would want to prolong the debate
was because of the "old Commo trick" of
"keep them talking" and bringing in the
United Nations, the World Council of
Churches, terrorist groups in Arrica, and
Lord knows who?

(2) Has the Government enlisted the support
of any of the organisations referred to?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) When this question was first put

to me, 1 rejected the answer and said,
"Look, that can not be right". r went on
to say, "No-one would be so indiscreet as
to say those sorts of things". The person
who had raised the matter with me
persisted and produced a transcript
which I think should be framed and sent
to the hall of horrors, because whether or
not one believes it, on the Australian
Broadcasting Commission on 29 January
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1985 the Leader of the Opposition
said-

The only reason that anybody would
want to continue and prolong the
debate is because it's the old comma
trick of keep them talking and they
reckon that if they can keep every-
one talking long enough and they
can cloud the issues enough and
they can bring in the United
Nations and the World Council of
Churches and terrorist groups in
Africa and Lord knows who,....

I sent the man away saying, "I must
have a verbatim transcript, because
someone is masquerading as the Leader
of the Opposition". I was told, "No-one
would be so silly". We heard the Leader
of the Opposition call the members of
the Women's Advisory Council a "pack
of hobos", a "pack of homos", or what-
ever he said;, but who can believe what he
said here? The Leader of the Opposition
referred to "bringing in the United
Nations". We know that organisation is
"pinko-commo", but that is one thing.
He referred to the World Council of
Churches, and they are highly suspect;
but, worst of all, he referred to "terrorist
groups". I suppose there he means the
Red Brigade, etc. The Leader of the Op-
position can deny saying that, but if he
does not do so, could he explain where
the terrorist groups are? Clearly it is ab-
surd.

We have these hordes of terrorist groups
coming in to support the land rights
legislation, yet the Aboriginal activist
groups are opposing it! That beggars be-
lief. The Leader of the Opposition will
say anything, because he does not believe
that people are listening to him. They are
not listening, and we are not listening;
We Simply recorded it. However, the
Leader of the Opposition is hoist with his
own petard, because he cannot deny that
he has evidence of these hordes of terror-
ist groups.

It is simply not true that we have any
SWAPO representative on the drafting
committee. The United Nations has not
had a representative unless he or she has
been masquerading as a me-mbcr of the
PIA or the Chamber of Mines and, as

far as I am concerned, we certainly have
not had any representative of any World
Council of Churches arm on the drafting
committee. But I will tell the member
the frustration and the anger out of
which that sort of absurdity is borne,
and, Mr Speaker, I know you will permit
me to do so because it relates directly to
the latest indiscretion of the Leader of
the Opposition which, I suppose,
amplifies the Communist nonsense he
was going on with when he was speaking
about ANZUS.

I was invited to address the PIA meeting
about a week ago. Having arrived early
and assumed my seat at the front of the
hall, and having been aware that the hall
was filling up, I looked up to see who was
sitting in the front row. It was not a
representative of any terrorist group; it
was the Leader of the Opposition with
his trusty ally, the member for Dale. I
immediately reeled at the prospect, and I
looked about me for some support, but I
was the only member of the Government
there. I addressed the PIA as I had been
invited to do. After 20 minutes I called
for questions and after about 20 minutes
of questions the Leader of the Oppo-
sition rose and stood uncertainly between
the microphone and the audience and
sought to make a comment; so I
accommodated him at the microphone,
judging wisely that I was about to re-
ceive an unexpected bonus.

The Leader of the Opposition then went
into a 20-minute harangue. He did not
touch on terrorist groups because sturdy
farmers know that terrorist groups are
not part of the drafting committee. How-
ever, he touched on everything else and
received desultory applause at the end of
his speech. I asked whether there were
any more questions. The member for
Dale was conspicuous by his silence and
I answered about 20 minutes of
questions, after which lunch was called.
On reconvening the meeting after lunch,
the PlA, that organisation which is kin-
dred to terrorist groups, voted 75 per
cent to 25 per cent to support the pro-
posal that I had put to them. Then the
President of the PIA stood up and
apologised for the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's attending and turning the matter
into a political forum.
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ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation: Advertising Campaign

747. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

Why has the Government begun its land
rights media campaign prior to the legis-
lation being introduced into the Parlia-
ment?

Mr WILSON replied:

I do not like to relief to questions that
have already been answered, but of
course the member would be unaware of
the answer that has already been given
to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
in response to a similar question. It
seems that the Opposition is not very
well co-ordinated in the way in which it
asks questions and therefore keeps re-
peating the same question without know-
ing one way or the other what has
happened.
The advertising campaign has become
necessary because we need to correct
what has become a web of misinfor-
mation, innuendo, and half-truths
circulated about the proposed legislation
by the Opposition, and I can certainly
relate to some elements of that web of
misinformation. I can refer, as I have
already done in my answer, to the ques-
tion asked by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, but I will do so now because
I would like the member for Vasse to
also have the benefit of the answer.

I only need to refer to as late as early
this week when the Leader of the Oppo-
sition on 6NR's Leslie Anderson pro-
gramme was heard to say that 38 per
cent of Western Australia will be avail-
able for claim by Aborigines on the basis
of race. That is a half-truth because not
only must a person be an Aboriginal, but
also that person must show that he has
either-
(a) an entitlement in respect of the land

in accordance with local Aboriginal
tradition;

(b) association with the land by reason
of having resided on or used that
land for substantial portions of his
life whether or not that residence or
use has been continuous; or

(c) be able to establish a need which
can be fulfilled by a specific project
being conducted on the land.

The Leader of the Opposition con-
veniently ignored the latter aspect of the
requirement prior to a grant being made
and he did so because, while on the one
hand he is opposed to Aborigines being
given land on the basis of race, on the
other hand, he confirmed on the Des
Guilfoyle show on the same day that
"there is no suggestion from us"-that
is, the Opposition-"that we should take
away land owned by the Aboriginal
Lands Trust and further, no suggestion
that Aborigines do not need land". Per-
haps when the Leader of the Opposition
has a consistent policy and the member
for Vasse follows his leader and has a
consistent policy with respect to Aborigi-
nes holding land, he might be in a better
position to be critical of the Govern-
ment's perception that it needs to engage
in this advertising campaign.
I could go on at greater length and fill in
the member for Vasse about the need for
this campaign but I do not think I should
do so because the member need only
read the reply to question 2345 which
was rather inexpeditiously asked by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, to get
the full answer.

SEWERAGE
Collie: All1oca tion

748. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is it correct that the allocation for deep

sewerage in the Collie area was cut by
the Government to $76 000 compared to
the approximate allocation under the
former Government of $450 000 to
$500 000 as suggested by the member
for Lower Central Province in the Legis-
lative Council during debate on the Esti-
mates last year?

(2) Is it correct also that as the member fpr
Lower Central Province claimed, the
sewerage programme is only now at the
stage that it should have reached four or
five years ago?

(3) If "No" to questions (I) and (2), will the
Minister advise the House of the true
situation?

MrITONKIN replied:
(1) to (3) I thank the member for Mitchell

for notice of the question. Both
statements by Hon. A. A. Lewis, the
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member for Lower Central Province, are
completely erroneous.
The allocations to the Collie sewerage
scheme from the General Loan Fund in
1981-82 and 1982-83 by the former con-
servative Government were $39 000 and
$138 000 respectively. The allocations in
1983-84 and 1984-85 by the present
Burke Government were S$197 000 and
$400 000: so members can see there has
been a very big leap for Collie under this
Government.
The reticulation of sewerage area 24,
which is currently under construction,
will subsequently complete the backlog
sewerage programme for Collie.
Except for minor residential areas which
will be connected as they become more
fully developed, the only remaining
unsewered residential area is a portion of
Wilson Park, which is a State Housing
Commission area subject to possible re-
development.
It is of concern when members of either
House of Parliament, who have access to
accurate figures as provided by the
Government, quite deliberately state un-
truths and indicate the reverse to be the
case; that is, that this Government has
somehow abandoned Collie when in fact
the figures indicate that Collie is being
well looked after by the present Govern-
ment.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation: Advertising Campaign

749. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) If the Government is going to persist

with its media campaign in support of its
land rights legislation, the campaign
concentrating on half-truths, will he allo-
cate a similar amount of funds to the
Opposition to enable its views on the
land rights issue to be put before the
public?

(2) If not, why niot?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) The answer is "No", and the

basis for that answer is that previous
Administrations of which the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition was a member
never offered that privilege and advan-
tage to the Opposition of the day. I think

they set the pattern; we are pretty happy
to follow the same pattern.

POLICE: FORCE
Appointments: Additional

750. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(I) Has he seen statements by the Oppo-

sition spokesman on police claiming that
the Government's proposal for 300 extra
police is inadequate?

(2) What is the record of the present and
previous Governments on the appoint-
ment of police?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) and (2) I very much appreciate the op-

portunity to set the record straight on
this matter and to compare the perform-
ance of the present and previous Govern-
ments in providing increased manpower
to the Police Force. In summary, the
record is that the present Government
has performed more than twice as
strongly as the previous Government in
terms of providing extra police officers.
In our first term of office we are provid-
ing more than twice as many extra police
officers compared with those provided by
the previous Government.
I would like to set the record straight in
relation to what has been decided by
Cabinet. Cabinet has agreed to provide
an extra 150 police officers above re-
placement in the 1985-86 Budget as a
first instalment of an increase of not
fewer than 300 during the next three
years. I emphasize those words "not
fewer than" because the Government is
in a position where it needs two things
before it can make certain decisions for
those two successive years.
First, the new Commissioner of Police
will be in a position to make
recommendations to the Government to
which we will want to respond in those
two successive Budgets. Secondly, a lot
will depend on the resources available at
the time and we would like to be in a
position to provide more than the 75
indicated for each of those second and
third years.
We have indicated a base level of 300 for
the coming three years so that the Police
Force will have a strong forward plan-
ning opportunity.
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Let us look at the Government's record
in its first three years: In the first two
Budgets we provided an extra 230 police
officers, 100 in each Budget, plus the 30
located at the Fremantle Port Authority
who were paid fur by the authority and
who are now paid for by the Government
and are working elsewhere in the Police
Force. Added to that are the 150
promised in the coming Budget, making
an increase of 380 police officers in our
First three-year term in Government. Let
us compare that with the record of the
previous Government. In its last three
years when the Leader of the Opposition
was Minister for Police and Traffic the
increase in the number of police officers
was only 160. In one of those years there
was no increase whatever. That was the
only time in the last 20 years when there
was no increase in police manpower.
So our performance of providing 380
new police officers in three years com-
pares with an increase of 160 under the
previous Government. That is close to
2 6 times as many extra police officers
provided by this Government. I believe
our record is one about which we can be
particularly pleased. It can be argued
that among the important reasons for
needing more police officers at this stage
is the way the ratio of police officers to
population was allowed to run down in
the time of the previous Government.
I would like to refer briefly to one other
point because it is related to this matter.
When the Opposition spokesman, the
member for Kalamunda, referred to the
increase in police numbers he referred to
Western Australia having the worst
record of all States in clear-up of lower
level crimes. I do not know on what basis
he made that attack on the Western
Australian Police Force. I have no
knowledge of any Figures which would
substantiate his claim. 1 have been ad-
vised by the commissioner that he also
has no figures to enable such a compari-
son to be made. There are annual reports
from various States which indicate clear-
up rates, but there are no comparable
figures because one of the unfortunate
things is that different States have dif-
ferent methods of calculating statistics.
Some progress has been made with a
subcommittee of the commissioners to
adopt a standard reporting procedure

which will, at some time in the future,
enable comparisons to be made. At
present, however, there are no figures
known to me or the commissioner upon
which such a comparison could be made.
It would be interesting to hear the mem-
ber for Kalamunda substantiate the basis
upon which he has been able to make
that attack on the Western Australian
Police Force, saying that we have the
worst level of clear-up of minor level
crimes.

HORTICULTURE: METROPOLITAN
MARKETS

Relocation: Committee
751. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:

In view of the Minister's announcement
that a committee is to be set up to ex-
pedite the relocation of the Metropolitan
Markets to Canning Vale, and in view of
the substantial investment in building
and fittings by some tenants, is it the
Minister's intention to have represen-
tation on the committee from such ten-
ants?

Mr EVANS replied.,
I acknowledge the notice which the
member gave of this question, the answer
to which is as follows-

The Metropolitan Market Trust has
the responsibility of convening a
financial management task force to
expedite the relocation of the
Metropolitan Markets to Canning
Vale.
The task force will comprise rep-
resentation from Treasury, the De-
partment of Industrial Develop-
ment, the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation, and the Ru-
ral and Industries Bank. The task
force will have the powers to co-opt
as necessary, and I am sure it will,
and take advantage of the expertise
of the various sources available.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation: PIA Support

752. Mr COWAN, to the Premier:
HeI has just indicated to the House that
the Primary Industry Association has
supported the stand taken by him at its
conference. Can he aso indicate whether
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the PIA expressed any qualification in
its support for Aboriginal land rights
legislation, and if so, what was the quali-
fication?

The SPEAKER: I do not know whether that
is a question I can allow, but perhaps the
Premier may care to respond.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The only qualification of which I am
aware was the PIA's qualification sub-
ject to viewing the final draft. The mem-
ber may be talking about the amend-
ments to the Mining Act.

Mr Cowan: I am talking about qualifications
the PIA imposed on its support for Abor-
iginal land rights.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The only qualification
of which I am aware is the qualification
that everyone has put on it, and that is
that they have not seen the final draft of
the Bill, and they want to see the final
draft. At the same time, associated with
the Aboriginal land Bill and debated by
the PJA conference was the question of
the amendments to the Mining Act. The
PIA took strong exception to the
proposed amendments. Perhaps that is
the qualification the member is talking
about.
Quite simply put, the PIA wants to re-
tain for its members the right of absolute
veto which presently they enjoy over ac-
cess to agricultural land. The Govern-
ment's proposition is that the veto should
not persist in that form. I put that quite
directly to the conference and they
disagreed with me about it.

HORTICULTURE: PLANT RESEARCH
OFFICER

Mr Philip Watkins
753. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) Was Mr Philip Watkins employed by the

Department of Agriculture as a plant re-
search officer?

(2) Has he been attached to the Department
of Premier and Cabinet?

(3) If so, for what length of time?
(4) Was his job to organise the Government

enterprise announced by Exim to develop

a n extensive flower farm in the Baldivis
area?

(5) Will he outline to the House what is to
take place?

(6) Will he further explain what advantage
the Government action would have for
the present flower growers of this State?

(7) Was any discussion or contact made with
growers before this large apparent com-
petition was planned?

(8) If so, were these exporters or cut flower
growers?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (8) I did receive some notice of the

question, but it should have been more
correctly directed to the Deputy Premier
within whose ministerial responsibility it
falls. However, as he is absent I will
undertake to obtain that information and
present it to the member tomorrow.

PLANNING: STIRLING CITY COUNCIL
Chinese Restaurant Rezoning: Coumncillors

754. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Planning:

Is the Minister aware that a number of
City of Stirling councillors could go to
gaol if they do not comply with his order
to rezone the ALP-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member cannot
ask a question which calls for an opinion.

PLANNING: STIRLING CITY COUNCIL
Chinese Restaurant Rezoning: Applicant

755. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the appli-

cation to the Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority for approval to com-
mence development of the ALP's
Chinese restaurant in Nollamara was
submitted by Ms B. D. 0. Brush?

(2) Would Ms Brush have been the
Premier's electorate secretary at the
time?

(3) Does the Minister consider that submit-
ting an application for planning approval
for the ALP is an appropriate exercise
for an electorate secretary?

(4) Is Ms Brush still involved in the project?

(5) Is Ms Brush related to the new head of
the Superannuation Board?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (5) The question of who signed the

application should be directed to the
City of Stirling which received the appli-
cation.
My role and position as Minister for
Planning is to adjudicate on a planning
decision that has arisen in the area. I
have not taken it upon myself to attempt
to determine details of the initial appli-
cation.
At the time I became Minister for Plan-
ning those issues had been resolved by
the potential developer and the City of
Stirling. The proposed amendments
would have taken place if it had not been
for the caucus meeting of the Liberal
members on the Stirling City Council
held on the Sunday, before the council
meeting, which decided not to accept
Minister Dowding's determination of
those issues. I understand that the
caucus meeting was apprised of the atti-
tude of the State Opposition on this
issue. The messenger boy in this case was
Mr Gregory Hancock who had been a
Liberal candidate for the last Senate
election. As a result of the caucus meet-
ing held on the Sunday night, the City of
Stirling Mayor changed his vote and Cr
Cash, who had helped draft the motion
at the planning committee, subsequently
voted against it at the council meeting as
well.
It is all very well for Liberal Party mem-
bers to come into this House and seek to
smokescreen the attempted use of the
City of Stirling for political purposes. I
find it sickening that the Mayor of
Stirling and other councillors talk about
the autonomy of local government when
the City of Stirling is not able to make a
single planning decision without strings
being pulled by the Liberal Party.

FIRES: FARMS
Jerramungup

756. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
I apologise for the lack of notice, but the
question was only transmitted to me be-
fore!I came into the House and I am sure
that the Minister will be able to answer
it. I ask-
(1) Is the Minister aware that some 13

farms in the Jerramungup Shire
have been seriously affected by rare?

(2) On receipt of estimated damage and
loss, would he be prepared to con-
sider immediate emergency relief in
the form of transport assistance for
stock to agisiment and hay brought
into the area, and for replacement
of fencing?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) 1 only learned of the

consequences of this fire this morning
and I immediately asked that the
position be examined by the draught
consultative committee to ascertain the
extent of the damage and to determine
whether there is any appropriate avenue
of assistance that could be accorded to
those who have fallen into this situation.

HORTICULTURE: PLANT RESEARCH
OFFICER

Mr Philip Watkins
757. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
I ask again the First three questions
which I asked previously, and which are
exclusively in the Minister's area-
(1) Was Mr Philip Watkins employed

by the Department of Agriculture
as a plant research officer?

(2) Has he been attached to the
Premier's department?

(3) If so, for what length of time?
Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (3) It is true that the officer referred

to was a research officer. The other de-
tail which the member is seeking I will
locate from the office of the Deputy
Premier and present to him tomorrow.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Heat wave: A bsen teeism

758. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Does the Minister believe that the ad-

ditional number of students who
absented themselves from school yester-
day-the number was estimated in this
morning's newspaper as between 30 000
to 40000 pupils-was due primarily to
his open invitation on the previous day
for children to have a day off school
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withdut tying it to an estimated maxi-
mum temperature?

(2) Does he believe that from now on-both
For the remainder of this summer and for
future summers-students will absent
themselves from school in hot weather
more readily than-

The SPEAKER: Order! The question is out
of order. If the member wants to ask a
question he must ask whether something
is Fatual-"does he believe" or "is it his
opinion" is out of order. The member has
been a Minister of the Crown and he
should know how to ask questions.

Mr CLARKO: I will address the question in
that form to the Minister if you, Mr
Speaker, will allow me.

The SPEAKER: Yes.

Mr CLARKO: [ ask-
(1) Is it a fact that additional numbers

of students who absented themselves
from school yesterday-a number
which was estimated in this morn-
ing's newspaper as between 30 000
to 40 000 pupils-was due primarily
to his open invitation on the pre-
vious day for children to have a day
off school without tying it to an
estimated maximum temperature?

(2) Is it a fact that from now on-both
for the remainder of this summer
and for future summers-students
will absent themselves in hot
weather more readily than in the
past?

(3) How did the absenteeism from
schools yesterday and today com-
pare with the average absenteeism
for a similar day, or days, in the
past?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) No.
Mr Clarko: That is wrong. It is absolute rub-

bish.
Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: Ask the kids who have stayed

away.
Mr PEARCE: To continue-

(3) 1 think it is particularly cruel when
the member for Karrinyup is

obliged to put the words "is it a
fact" in front of his flights of fancy.
The fact is that my office has been
inundated with calls from hundreds
of parents who are concerned about
the health and welfare of their chil-
dren in schools during what has
been the most extensive heatwave in
the history of this State. As a result,
on a day when the temperature
reached 44 degrees Celsius and
knowing that most Principals,
although they had the option to
send children home under those cir-
cumstances, were reluctant to do so
because they could not be sure that
parents would be at home-

Mr Clarko: The parents are still not home.

Mr PEARCE: Just listen. Principals would
have been unable to rearrange the bus
services that would have been necessary
to transport children home, so I made
the decision, knowing that the projected
temperature for the following day was 41
degrees, to make a statement that
parents could exercise the option, on
their own judgment, to keep their chil-
dren at home if they notified the school
that they were intending to do so. I am
told that a vast number of parents did
contact the schools. Of course, there
were problems with parents contacting
the larger schools, but for the most part
parents made a responsible decision
whether or not to keep their children
away from school.
I understand that the member for
Karrinyup believes that his view of what
should apply to the children of this State
should overrule the view of the parents.

Mr Clarko: It has always been policy.

Mr PEARCE: It has not always been policy.
Knowing that today's forecast tempera-
ture was of a rather more reasonable
level, I made a statement that the degree
of flexibility I expected for the day be-
fore yesterday was not to apply, and I
am pleased to report to the House that
the children of this State took note of my
wishes and returned to school in normal
numbers.
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