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?fiegislatiue Otounil
Tuesday. 28 April 1987

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 3.30 p.m.. and read prayers.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD: BOYUP
BROOK

Con lintiation: Petition
The following petition bearing the si gnatures

of 90 persons was presented by Hon. A. A.
Lewis-

The President and Members of the Legis-
lative Council of Parliament of Western
Australia in Parliament assembled.

We the undersigned request the Govern-
menit to maintain the services of the T.'A.'B.'
at Boyup Brook. in the building that it is
now occupying.

Your petitioners therefore humbl pray
that you will give the matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners in duty
bound will ever pray.

(See paper No. 138.)

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SIXTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 8 April.
HON. V. J. FERRY (South West) [3.35 pm]:

I have pleasure in supporting the motion. It
gives me, and all honourable members, the
opportunity of talking on any subject which we
feel deserves to be aired, affecting either our
provinces or the State in general.

Before moving on to that. I congratulate
Hon. Joe Berinson on being appointed Leader
of the House. and the other two Ministers on
their appointment. I am disappointed that
Hion. D. K. Dans has been relegated to the
backbench. I am not sure how he will handle
that position.

it is interesting to reflect upon the changing
needs throughout the area that I have been
privileged to represent over the last 22 years.
the south west. Initially in 1965 1 received
many requests for a number of matters. includ-
ing housing needs. Housing was of tremendous
importance in that era, and still is. However.
over the last 10 or 15 years the pressure for
housing diminished. That pressure is now again
coming up on top of the request pile. As

evidenced in the Press recently, the need for
additional housing is becoming quite serious in
many places. So the wheel has turned.

In the 1960s I had many requests for school
requirements and school bus services. Land for
agricultural purposes was also in demand, but
that demand has somewhat diminished for a
number of reasons.

.There was a great cry for SEC power to be
provided to isolated settlements, and an urgent
need for electricity to reach farming communi-
ties. Farmers were progressively serviced by the
State Electricity Commission of Western
Australia through the contributory extension
scheme. This scheme was put in place and it
cost some landowners a considerable sum of
money to have power brought to their proper-
Lies, but over a few years of its application
powerlines gradually snaked across the rural
land to service isolated farmhouses and work-
shops on those properties.

Over the intervening years there has been a
complete revolution in the dairy industry. The
fruit industry has changed dramatically.
Another industry that has undergone signifi-
cant changes is the timber industry, particu-
larly woodchipping and the softwoods industry.
Prior to the l960s our main timber activities
were confined to the traditional hardwoods,
but with the advent of the woodchipping indus-
try based in the Manjimup-Pemberion area,
and the growing of more softwoods, and with
softwoods factories taking advantage of that re-
source. we have seen a change in emphasis.

I now speak of the former Forests Depart-
ment, which was a very efficient and well-
managed department. That department has
since been absorbed into the Department of
Conservation and Land Management. Whether
the new department, commonly referred to as
CALM, will prove to be the answer for our
management needs, remains to be seen. I had
the task and demanding experience of, Firstly.
being on a Select Committee of this House
which inquired into the legislation to establish
the new department and, secondly, being a
member of the Honorary Royal Commission to
further examine the concept.

On both occasions I was joined by my col-
leagues Hon. A. A. Lewis and Hon. Fred
McKenzie in tackling these assignments.

I wish to pay tribute to the efficiency and
expertise of professional foresters in Western
Australia. Too often these people do not re-
ceive the accolades they deserve. We hear so
much talk of conservation and the protection
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of the environment, and we often hear pro-
fessional foresters being denigrated for their
calling in serving the community. Professional
foresters have contributed a great deal to the
environment of the south west of Western
Australia and to other parts of Western
Australia.

I am not thoroughly convinced that the De-
partment of Conservation and Land Manage-
ment as it is presently constituted is in the best
interests of Western Australia. It is still in the
experimental stage. The department has re-
cently produced very comprehensive plans for
the forestry areas, and these are now under
public scrutiny. It behoves all members of Par-
liament to take an active interest in these docu-
ments and contribute to the planning for the
future. The ball is ini the court of the general
public of Western Australia to contribute to
this examination of our timber resources and to
the question of land management.

I was associated with the Select Committee
which looked at the original legislation and
subsequently with the Honorary Royal Com-
mission on the same subject. There is still a
great need to put in place the best practices to
suit our Western Australian environment.

With the build up of population in the south
west, there has been increasing pressure and
competition for land use. This situation will
continue to vex Governments and planners in
the future. It will particularly affect the coastal
strip from Mandurab south to Augusta. and
around the south coast to Esperance. Vast areas
of land have become national parks and re-
serves but that does not always solve problems:
it tends to create further problems. These areas
have to be managed in the same way as any
other land for the benefit of the community.

I see a great danger in Governments indulg-
ing in planning for political expediency. Plan-
ning must be done with a sense of realism.
Progress-whatever it means-must be based
on the self-supporting national resources of any
area. I am concerned that social engineeri.ng,
based on political hopes and aspirations, leads
to artificial growth. It is a growth that can sel-
dom be maintained, and when it fades it leaves
in its wake a disillusioned community and
financially deprived individuals.

An illustration of false expectation was the
hyped-up promise of an alumina smelter in the
south west. We all hope that in the future
further industries will be established in the
south west and an alumina smelter will be one
of those industries. In the last two or three

years there have been tremendous expectations
by this Government and its representatives
which have not helped the area; in fact, they
have caused a number of difficulties.

I refer to the experience of the high-tech firm
DTX. which Government Ministers paraded
before the people of Bunbury as a massive em-
ployer of local people. That industry has yet to
be established. One would hope that better
times will befall that company and it will go to
Bunbury. but I cannot see that happening in
the foreseeable future. Indeed, it may not hap-
pen at all. This is another example of where the
Government gave credence to the establish-
ment of an industry when its thinking was not
soundly based at that time.

A few years ago there was an unfortunate
suggestion with respect to a series of ive star
hotels being established in the south west. This
was another pipe dream which was quite
illogically based. The Lord Forrest Hotel at
Bunbury is serving the community very well
and I give full marks to it, but to suggest we
build a series of five star hotels is ambitious, to
say the least. These establishments need people
to keep them going either from interstate or
overseas.

Another ambitious planning suggestion was
the building of an international airpofl at
Margaret River. That is an example of a con-
cept being pushed onto a local authority and
people without proper regard to its practicality.
This suggestion is pie in the sky. Such a plan
needs to be justified with all the services that go
with such a facility. I believe the South West
Development Authority was over-zealous and
imposed its thinking on the local community
before backing off and leaving the local auth-
ority to sort it out. The South West Develop-
ment Authority may have had the best inten-
tions-and I do give it credit for that-but to
build an international airport in that remote
area of Australia when we already have an in-'
ternational airport at Guildford is just not on. I
think the South West Development Authority
did the people of the south west a disservice,
and certainly the Augusta-Margaret River Shire
Council was not impressed.

Local authorities are indeed local authorities,
not only for their local residents, but for the
State. Under this Government, a number of
local authorities are feeling a little jaded be-
cause they have been ignored or have had de-
velopments thrust upon them which have
caused them pain. I admit that actions by local*authorities are not always right. That is all the
more reason why the South West Development
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Authority should try to resolve the areas of
difficulty rather than overriding local
authorities. There needs to be a very close part-
nership. It will be said in response to my
remarks that the South West Development
Authority is liaising more closely now with the
local authorities in the south west area; I hope
that is the case because its track record in the
past has not always i ved up to that ideal.

I have spoken with the Mayor and council-
lors of the Bunbury City Council. They have
indicated to me that they have been put under
pressure and financial strain from time to time
through the actions of the South West Develop-
ment Authority. At the end of the day, some-
one has to pay the price of what initiatives are
put in place. As we all know, local authorities.
like any responsible body, need 10 plan their
financing to meet their needs, bearing in mind
that the people ultimately have to pay.

Admittedly local authorities get grants from
Federal and State sources, and I suggest that
the Government must continue to make special
grants available to local authorities or other
bodies in the Bunbury area to carry out above
normal progressive development plans. I use
that phrase for a reason;, I am suggesting that
progress sometimes can be hastened too much
and that rather than helping people in the area.
it can be a handicap to their well-being. The
Government needs to support substantially any
initiatives put forward by making special
financial grants to authorities or bodies in the
south west. Forced development and moving
too fast can have the opposite effect to helping
an area. That is happening to an extent as far as
the Bunbury City Council is concerned, and I
know some other local authorities are feeling
the pinch in that regard.

I asked a quest ion a couple of weeks ago
regarding the Government's intention to up-
grade and update facilities at the Bunbury Re-
gional Hospital. The response was that the
Government would be spending $8 million for
a major redevelopment, but no details were
given. I note that today in response to mny
further question No. 118. when I asked the
Minister to give details of the $8 million re-
development programme. he replied-

The redevelopment programme for
Bunbury Regional Hospital is included in
the 1988-89 preliminary capital works pro-
gramme, and the provisional estimate of
$8 million incorporates extensive
upgrading of ward accommodation, plant
refurbishment and improvements in facili-
ties for clinical therapies.

I am delighted the Government has that sort of
programme in mind, but I am concerned that
in view of forecasted Government restraint in
expenditure, and being very mindful of the
competition for funds for medical services
throughout the State. notwithstanding the
Government's commitment to the Bunbury re-
gion under the 'Bunbury 2000" strategy this $8
million could well be placed further down the
track than 1988-89 as is suggested. That would
be a great pity because the Bunbury Regional
Hospital continues to serve the area well but
has reached a point where it is working to ca-
pacity with its present facilities and physical
structure.

Medical science never stands still, and it
must be borne in mind that the Bunbury Re-
gional Hospital is there to serve a region. If the
people of the south west are to benefit from
modern medicine, science and technology, the
hospital should be upgraded accordingly. I am
concerned this programme will be deferred be-
cause of pressure from the metropolitan area
and maybe from the Geraldion region. I know
the Government is particularly keen to do what
it can to further the Geraldton region for its
own political reasons. They are good people
there, and they need help as we all know; I do
not deny them thei r just reward, but I hope
money for hospital facilities is not diverted
through political expediency from the Bunbury
region.

I have been advocating for a number of years
that a new hospital be built at Margaret River.
A firm commitment was made to this effect by
the Liberal Party prior to the last State election.
I am pleased to acknowledge that this Govern-
ment has acceded to the request of Margaret
River residents that a new hospital be provided
there.- I know the ways and means of bringing
that about are under active consideration, and
these plans have my full support. I look for-
ward to this development coming into being.
The upgrading of the Margaret River Hospital
is long overdue, and it should in no way be
scrapped for whatever is needed to upgrade the
Bunbury Regional Hospital.

Unemployment in Western Australia con-
tinues to be a great worry to many people. I do
not want to quote figures now to point out the
situation in the south west because I have done
so for the last two or three years. I have
indicated that the unemployment rate in
Bunbury and the south west is higher than the
State average. Again this is an indictment of
the Government's lack of performance, despite
its hyping-up of industry and other activities in
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the area, some of which have not come to fru-
ition. People have built up an expectation of
things happening in the Bunbury and south
west regions because of the propaganda of the
Government machine. That has not happened.
and it is sad because a number of people who
go to the south west say that that is the place to
be because it is on the go. It is not as simple as
that, and the member for Mitchell (Mr David
Smith) recently came out publicly and said the
unemployment figures were not satisfactory. I
cannot remember his actual words, but he at
least acknowledged publicly that something
had to be done and he referred to the non-
performance of his own Government. I am
grateful for that because it confirms everything
I have said.

I cannot let the moment pass without refer-
ence to the Price Check scheme. It is an absol-
ute scandal and a charade, and it will do
nothing to help Mr and Mrs Average Citizen.
There is no question of that. I want to quote
from the Soib Weswrn Times of 17 March
1987 which carried an article under the head-
ing "Bunbury in next WA price check." My
colleague for the province, Hon. Doug Wenn.
was honest enough to say he was a little unsure
what would happen. The newspaper report
stated-

Group spokesman, South West Province
MLC Doug Wenn said he did not think the
Canis Bailey-run check would be an un-
necessary doubling up of the service.

"They will be entirely different things all
together," Mr Wenn said.

"To be honest I'm not sure how the
State price check will be run or what they
will survey.

"But the two surveys will work alongside
each other."

The two services are a local Bunbury service
which has been in place for some time and is
mostly run by volunteers, and the State-run
scheme. Mr Wenn said he did not think there
would be a doubling-up of the service-it
would be quite different-but-he said in the
next paragraph that he was not sure. So there is
confusion in the minds of people, not least that
of Mr Wenn. I do not blame him for that be-
cause this Govcrnment is confusing. It is not
bringing out any real facts and igures because
when price checking is based solely on the price
of articles without going into the reasons be-
hind the increases, one is on shaky ground.

(20)

It seems that no credit is given to taxes and
charges imposed by Governments on all
businesses. In respect of prices, there is no
doubt that in the majority of cases where a
price has been increased it is merely the passing
on to the consumer of the east increase
imposed on the business selling the goods, be it
groceries as it is on this occasion, or any other
goods.

Another cost foisted on business is electricity
charges. Last year electricity charges rose by 12
per cent and that increase is reflected in prices.
Wages continue to increase steadily and are
also a factor in the price of goods. Some retail
outlets are situated on more expensive prem-
ises than are others and it does not seem to me
that the Price Cheek scheme takes into con-
sideration the location or structure of premises.

Some retail outlets arc modest premises and
have no frills, but merely provide a service.
Others are more up-market and are modern
premises and the occupiers of these centres in-
dulge in heavy advertising campaigns to attract
people and, therefore, their prices are a little
higher. People patronise places they want to
patronise whether or not the price is $5
cheaper.

The Price Cheek scheme is a farce and serves
no purpose other than to provide wages for
those employed to carry out the survey.

Some time ago I wrote to the Chairman of
the Public Accounts Committee regarding a
painting contract in Bunbury-a health centre
in the Withers area. I pointed out to the corn-
mitteethat the ceilings and some walls of the
very modern centre were constructed of prime
quality pine timber.

The health centre has my total support be-
cause it services an area which desperately
needs that kind of service. However, having
used prime quality timber in the building it
should have been used to its best effect. The
contract stated that the prime quality timber
was to be painted with a dull grey paint instead
of using clear varnish which would have shown
off the timber to its best effect. If it were
covered with clear varnish it would have
minimised future maintenance cost and would
have enhanced the place and the beauty of' the
timber would have been there for all to see.

As I have mentioned I wrote to the Chair-
man of the Public Accounts Committee, the
member for Mitchell, Mr David Smith. The
secretary of the committee officially
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acknowledged my correspondence, but Mr
Smith acknowledged my letter in the Press as
follows-

Mr Smith said he would be disappointed
if Mr Ferry spent his time dealing with
such trivial matters when there were more
important issues to be dealt with.

"Whether timbers are left in painted
form or varnish clear-finished form they
still require future maintenance."

It was a petty kind of response to my genuine
concern about money unnecessarily spent on
paint. The nioney could have been well used by
servicing the people of the Withers area. It is an
area, of its very nature, that needs assistance
from time to time.

I have it on good authority from professional
painters that the cost of the paint was consider-
ably higher than the cost of coating the timber
with varnish. Further to that. I found out only
last weekend that the timber has shrunk a little
and, of course. will require maintenance. It will
involve a great deal of work. I poin t out that it
is not unusual to have maintenance following
the construction of a building, but if clear var-
nish had been used the shrinkage would have
been less apparent and would certainly have
been less expensive to rectify.

I am disappointed that when I point out
something that has occurred in my province.
the Chairman of the Public Accounts Com-
mittee chooses to trivialise the matter.

I am watching with great interest the progress
of the Bunbury Institute of Advanced Edu-
cation. It is a very fine institute and the build-
ings are of first rate quality. The institute was
initiated by this Government's action, for
which I commend it. 11 was hoped that Federal
funding would be approved to benefit the insti-
tute and the students. That has not been the
case because the institute does not qualify for
funding under the Federal criteria for colleges
of this nature. The State Government has had
to pick up the tab.

A complete reorganisation of the institute
should be undertaken to attract Federal
funding in the same way as other colleges
throughout Australia benefit from that funding.

The institute is desperately in need of resi-
dential accommodation to assist its students. I
understand that the State Government. the WA
Development Corporation and the Town and
Country WA Building Society are presently
holding discussions with a view to arriving at a
scheme to provide residential accommodation
on or near the campus of this institute. It has

my total support and I wish the negotiations
well. I make a passing comment that this sort of
action is akin to privatisation.

If the Town and Country WA Building So-
ciety is working alongside the Government it
means that the Government is using private
methods to achieve something it wants. Several
years ago people criticised privatisation. It is a
dreadful word, but it means that private
enterprise is paying for a job rather than it
being paid for from the public purse. It is a
good way to go and it has my support.

Another problem which has occurred in
Bunbury involves the storm surge barrier
which was established a few years ago to pre-
vent the ocean flowing into the inlet and flood-
ing parts of the city. However, there is a grey
area surrounding the responsibilities for
operating the storm surge barrier. Recently I
asked a couple of questions about this matter
and the Minister for Transport has been good
enough to respond to one of my questions. I
asked him whether the Crown Law Department
had been in a position to advise him on this
matter. He replied as foallows-

Advice from the Crown Law Depart-
ment has shown that no particular Auth-
ority has specific responsibility for the op-
eration and maintenance of the storm
surge barrier.

That is interesting. No-one has the responsi-
bility to operate the barrier. It is being
operated, but no-one has legal responsibility to
operate it. Yet it is vital for the well-being of a
number of people in the Bunbury area. The
Minister's reply continued-

While responsibility for the barrier has
not been resolved, the Water Authority is
continuing to operate the gates upon ad-
vice from the Harbour Master.

In the meantime the Department of
Marine and Harbours is examining means
of satisfactorily resolving this in the short
term.

I hope to goodness the short term is ex-
tremely short because we cannot have a situ-
ation developing when drastic action needs to
be taken and there could be a challenge to
somebody's authority to operate the storm
surge barrier. This is a very serious matter in-
deed and the sooner the Government sorts it
out, the better. I urge the Government to tackle
the problem in a positive way: I know the
Government was looking at it but, for good-
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mess sake, I hope the Government comes up with
a responsible answer so that everyone knows
with whom the responsibility lies.

I want to place on record the good cooper-
ation between the City of Bunbury executive
and the WA Water Authority, which is assisting
the city in the operation of this apparatus. I
give credit to both panies for what they are
doing. However, the point remains that there is
no legal responsibility on anyone at present to
operate the storm surge barrier, and that matter
needs to be corrected.

There are two primary schools in the
Bunbury area that require covered assembly
areas. The Cooinda Primary School and the
Adam Road Primary School both need covered
assembly areas. I have written to the Minister
for Education, Mr Pearce, pointing out the
need for that facility in respect of the schools,
because they do need covered areas, I hope that
the Minister will see his way clear to include
provision for these covered assembly areas in
this year's Budget. As members all know, the
climate in the south west is inclement at this
time of year and, although the bulk of teaching
is conducted in classrooms, there are many oc-
casions when educational pursuits are carried
out in a group situation, or when possibly the
entire school is involved. Without the appro-
priate covered areas, schools are deprived of
this particular educational process. I look for-
ward to the Government giving earnest con-
sideration to providing these two schools with
covered assembly areas.

There is another interesting question which
has developed in recent times with regard to
the Port of Bunbury that is. the importation of
timber. The Bunbury port, over the years since
it was first established, has exported timber but
more recently the port has been handling car-
goes of timber coming mainly from Malaysia.
This helps the Bunbury Port Authority and it is
very glad to take dues from any shipping,
whether for loading or unloading. There is a
need in this State for specialised timber for
certain things and I cannot see anything wrong
with timber being imported into WA to fill that
gap. If our local timber industry is able to meet
the specific timber needs of the State. it is up to
it to supply them. However, in the meantime
the importation of timber is a part of free
trade, which is the only way by which Western
Australia will progress.

From time to time I receive a number of
complaints, as I am sure other members in this
place do, from local authorities in respect of
the difficulties they have in obtaining road-

building materials from reserves of land or
special land under the control of the Depart-
ment of Conservation and Land Management.
This particularly applies to gravel material. I
hope the Government will take a little more
notice of the difficulties that local authorities
have in obtaining road-making materials, be-
cause without sound roads no community can
operate successfully. Certainly the more roads
deteriorate, the greater the wear and tear on
vehicles and ultimately the greater the costs
will be in bringing goods and services to
country areas, or in bringing products out of
those areas. Therefore, the need for adequate
road-making materials is paramount and I urge
the Government to be a little more sympath-
etic, particularly through CALM, and to make
those deposits available, certainly under super-
vision and conditions, for the benefit of local
authorities and, indeed, the Main Roads De-
partment, because the MRD, as members all
know, is concerned with the maintenance and
building of roads.

Hon. W. N. Stretch: Hear! hear! It is a very
big problem for the shires.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: I am sure many honour-
able members have had this matter brought to
their attention and I have certainly made it
known to the Government and the appropriate
departments. I would welcome the support of
other members in trying to bring this about.

Very fresh in our minds is the question of
Anzac Day. It was only a few months ago that I
commented in this place in respect of the ob-
servance of a Monday holiday for Anzac Day
should Anzac Day fall on a weekend. In fact I
was quoted in the South Western Times of 12
February 1987 in an article headed, "No call
for holidays, says Ferry". I will not read the
entire article but it is quite evident that it is
ludicrous to have a Monday holiday to com-
memorate Anzac Day when that day happens
to fall on Saturday or Sunday. To many people,
Anzac Day is sacred, to say the least, and when
it falls midweek, one does not have a Monday
holiday after the following weekend; there is no
need to have a Monday holiday if Anzac Day
falls on Saturday or Sunday. I hope the
Government will acknowledge--this; I know
Hon. Peter Dowding recently commented on
this matter in the Press, but I hope the Govern-
ment will correct this anomaly. The Act was
amended some years ago, but that does not
make it right because it needs to be corrected;
and 1, for one, would support that correction.
There is no point whatsoever in having a
Monday holiday in those circumstances.
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Some months ago I was also very pleased to
support moves to retain the facility of
Noalimba out at Bateman for country groups
visiting the city, especially sporting groups.
Many of those sporting groups contain young
people who have to be supported by their
parents and that means more money must be
given out by mum and dad. Apart from rep-
resentatives coming to the city to try (heir hand
at State meetings and State ltis, there are
those who are trying their hand at football or
cricket in schools that arc conducted for that
purpose. I am pleased that a stay of execution
was arranged for Noalimba and I hope it will
continue to be used for the benefit of country
people in particular. I hope this will continue
for some time until other arrangements can be
made, for Noalimba is well-placed to serve
country people. I know the Minister in this
place will do everything he can to help sporting
groups and young people, in particular, to con-
tinue to have the benefit of the Noaliniba fa-
cility.

I am not sure how many complaints mem-
bers in this place receive from time to time in
respect of decisions handed down by the Small
Claims Tribunal. It has come to my notice over
a period of time that some very unhappy de-
cisions have been made by the Small Claims
Tribunal. The original concept of the tribunal
was to have a cheap method of adjudication so
that people did not have the trauma of expens-
ive legal costs. That is a very noble sentiment
but in reality I do not think it is the success
everyone hoped it would be. Only recently I
heard of a decision given in a ease which I felt
was very unfortunate, to say the least. I cannot
understand how such a decision could have
been made: however, it has been made and I
think it will be challenged further down the
line. That will cost money and that is in itself
against the principle of the Small Claims Tri-
bunal. I welcome moves made by Hon. Andrew
Mensaros in another place, who has indicated
that he will bring a private member's Sill into
Parliament to redress this wrong in the struc-
ture of the Small Claims Tribunal and the man-
ner under which it operates.

If that can be tidied up. a lot of people within
the community on both sides, traders and con-
sumers, will hopefully obtain more satisfaction.
I say on both sides because there are obviously
two sides to most questions, and sometimes
three or four. However, at the present time the
tribunal leaves a lot to be dcsired, so it will be
interesting to look at the private members' Bill
to be introduced by Hon. Andrew Mensaros.

I have already referred to the timber industry
of this State, and I am mindful that the
woodehipping industry has served the State ex-
tremely well since it was established in the late
I 960s and early 1970s. I understand the
company which is doing the work is about to
have its licence examined. I offer the strongest
support for that company to have its licence
renewed so it may continue to utilise a lot of
the waste timber in the southern forests, be-
cause the utilisation of that waste material is
the means of promoting better forest manage-
ment and the growing of better trees, and leads
to more productivity. Despite all the objections
we have heard over the years, woodchipping
still remains a necessary facet of our timber
industry.

Regarding the development of the City of
Perth,' I record my grave disappointment at the
continuing programme of high-rise develop-
ment along St George's Terrace. I see no good
reason why we need to continue to build higher
and higher skyscrapers on that strip of prime
land when there is so much land within the city
for redevelopment. I know it is not within the
jurisdiction of this Parliament to pass laws re-
garding that; it is the prerogative of the Perth
City Council. However. I am extremely disap-
pointed that we continue to have proposals to
put up more skyscrapers. I am very concerned
as to the fire hazards in these high buildings.
Members hear from time to time of high-rise
buildings around the world succumbing to fire.
That isjust one point of concern.

Members will undoubtedly be a little tired of
the Busselton jetty being mentioned, but it is a
matter of great moment to the people of
Busselton. Recently a survey was done within
that community of what people felt was needed
within their district, and the preservation of
the Busselton jetty came up as the number one
issue. It has been a tourist attraction for many
years and has been there for a long time.
Undertakings have been given to preserve a
certain length of the jetty; but no undertaking
has been made to preserve it in its entirety. it is
very difficult and expensive to preserve the
jetty, but this Government must preserve suf-
ficient of it to cater for people's needs.

In this State a great deal of money is spent on
tourism. All sorts of projects are considered
and examined. Some come to fruition, others
wither on the vine. The Busselton jetty is one
thing which deserves attention because it is
constantly on people's minds. Here is a tourist
attraction which needs to be preserved as far as
is humanly possible.
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Hon. Doug Wenn: Why have you not been
able 10 do anything after 20 years?

Hon. V. J. FERRY: I am not trying to lay the
blame on anyone else. It is a fact of life that it is
there, and people want it maintained and
preserved. 1 support that view. I have made
representations over many years. as Hon.' Des
Dans was good enough to say earlier this year
when he replied to Hon. Doug Wenn and said I
had raised the matter many times. That has
been the case, and I will continue to do that. If
one does not succeed at first, that does not
mean one should back off and say it cannot be
done. I will continue to represent the people in
that regard. I hope the Government will do
what it can to meet that need.

There is a great deal of concern in the com-
munity regarding proposed changes to the edu-
cation system. Both the professional teaching
rraternity and parents are uncertain and
worried as to where we are going with edu-
cation in this State. My concern is that the
proposed changes are being made too rapidly. I
mentioned earlier in my address the changes
being thrust upon communities in other areas
of activity. Education is an area which should
be taken more steadily and certainly with com-
plete consultation with those involved, and I
record my concern in that regard.

1 took the opportunity last week or' writing to
the Minister for The South West and the Min-
ister for Transport, urging the Government to
support the Bunbury City Council in the
funding of a new bridge, the Koombana. Bridge,
and the associated road works at Bunbury.
Bunbury City Council has allocated $450 00
towards this project. and at least another haifa
million dollars is required to complete the
associated road works, which will create avital
road link around the coastal foreshr of
Bunbury. I hope the Government is able to
support the city council in its endeavour to do
this. The road will not only take private motor
vehicles, it will also attract a lot of heavy haul-
age vehicles, and this should relieve congestion
within the existing city centre. 1 am not sure
what the rate of use will be, but I understand
several thousand vehicles a day are likely to use
this new road and bridge once-it is available for
that purpose. So I support the city council and
ask the Government to support that project to
bring it to fruition.

There is a continuing need for an entertain-
ment centre to be established in Bunbury or in
a nearby region. This has been talked about for
a number of years. It is again a question of
funding. Bunbury City Council has difficulties

in providing for all the needs of the people of
the area. In order to develop an entertainment
centre, either the South West Development
Authority or some other authority of the Gov-
erment will need to inject considerable
funding into the project. An entertainment
centre will never pay for itself, and it is a well-
known fact that public halls around the
countryside are a liability. However, they are a
necessity because they are a focal point for the
community that they serve.

An entertainment centre is desperately
needed in Bunbury. The only sizeable, covered
area for public use is that of the South West
Italian Club, a very large building which serves
this purpose very well. However, it is not an
entertainment centre, and one is urgently
needed. It is curious that a place as large as
Bunbury, which serves the biggest population
in any region in Western Australia outside the
metropolitan area, does not have this sort of
facility.

It behoves the Government to contribute a
hefty sum of money to meet this need. I refer
also to the establishment of a marina in the
Bunbury area. This is being examined at the
present time and with the advent of the new
bridge and associated road works that road
system could well serve a Marina.

We are poorly served on the west coast of
Western Australia with respect to safe anchor-
ages for water craft. It is an inhibiting factor. I
refer to the Busselton area where we have the
magnificent Geographe Bay. Yet, it is very dif-
ficult to utilise that water because of the prob-
lems people have in launching their craft. So
few are able to safely moor their boats along
that coastline. Dunsborough has some anchor-
age facilities but at times craft do get into
trouble. Hon. Gordon Masters found that out
recently when he and his son rescued a valuable
launch.

I have exercised my privilege to raise at least
20 issues and I value the opportunity to do so
under the Address-in-Reply system. I have
pleasure in supporting the motion.

HON. JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan)
143 pmJ: I support the Address-in-Reply. I
wish to thank the Governor for the way in
which he presented the Address-in-Reply on a
day in which conditions in this Chamber were
somewhat torturous. It was almost like a
turkish bath. The Governor, and all the people
who attended on that day must have been
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amazed at the length of the speech-one of the
longest I have heard in my 16 years in this
House.

It is Fitting that I should pay my own per-
sonal tribute to the Governor and his good lady
because wherever they go in the community
they never seem to be inconvenienced by the
duties they have to perform. They truly are a
del ightful couple and it has been my pleasure to
be able to meet with them on one or two oc-
casions. I thank the Governor for his fortitude
in going through the exercise of the Governor's
Speech at our State opening.

I congratulate, as other members have, the
newly promoted people on the Government
frontbench. I have always taken an interest in
these promotions, having never been a recipi-
ent myself. It is rather good to see that Hon.
Joe Berinson is now the Leader of the House. It
seems to fill a prophecy. One could have
prophesised years ago that Hon. Joe Berinson
would rise to greater heights. I know he will not
mind my saying this but his second name in
Jewish is Mordecai. His real name is Max. It is
amazing to see that when one reads the Book of
Esther, chapter 9. verses 3-4 in the King James
version of the Bible one finds it says this-

3 And all the rulers of the provinces, and
the lieutenants, and the deputies, and
officers of the king. helped the Jews: be-
cause the fear of Mordecai fell upon them.

4 For Mordecai was great in the king's
house, and his fame went out throughout
all the provinces:, for this man Mordecai
waxed greater and greater.

That prophecy was made many thousands of
years ago and could sit quite properly on the
shoulders of Hon. Joe Berinson today.

I congratulate Hon. Kay Hallahan because
she has worked hard and is a Minister who is
quite conscientious. Further, she is the first
woman to become a Deputy Leader of the
Government in this House. I hope there is no
truth in the rumour that she has asked the
Government garage to look out for a set of
Boadicca-like wheels for her Ministerial car.

I congratulate Hon. Graham Edwards on
attaining frootbench status. I know he will
bring enthusiasm to his portfolio of Sport and
Recreation. I see him from time to time in
many sporting venues which we share a
pleasure in attending.

The Address-in-Reply allows members to
roam over a large range of subjects which we
come across on a daily basis. I have one subject
to which I refer from time to time, and that is

the topic of prison services. We, as members of
a parliamentary team which forms the Govern-
ment of this State. have a duty to perform.
When making laws we must make provisions
for what those laws provide. In this case, if one
makes a law which says that something is an
offence, one must then provide courts and, if
necessary, places of custody.

Great controversy has recently raged about a
prison to be established at Casuarina. There is
no doubt that the prison at Fremantle is absol-
utely and hopelessly inadequate for habitation
by any person. No blame should be put on this
or previous Governments for the fact that that
prison has not been demolished. When one
talks about providing prisons the whole of the
nation will tetl us we should be spending our
money on other things. No Government seems
to have the courage to pick up the charge for
keeping people in safe places and spending
money on them. Every Government is reluc-
tant to do that. The question of grading prisons
into their various forms-open prisons, re-
mand prisons, medium security prisons, and
maximum security prisons-rages strong in the
community. There is great concern by both the
prison officers and the population in and
around the site of Casuarina. They believe a
prison should not be built there. I do not be-
lieve that there is any need for a maximum
security prison. We are tackling the problem
from the wrong angle. Canning Vale is more
than adequate for our prison needs for the next
20 to 30 years. I say that because a few unpalat-
able facts and figures have come to light since
this controversy has raged in the community.
Those facts have always been there and they
need to be addressed.

I refer to the cost of keeping someone in
prison. These figures were obtained from a
legal publication titled The Lawyver Magaz:ine
Brief

In July 1986-these are the latest figures 1
could obtain-the cost of various options
available to the courts for offenders included
$35 000 per annum to keep a person in prison,
$9 100 per annum to supervise a person on
probation, and $7 000 per annum to keep a
person on community service. The articles
were written by lawyers, who are, I am led to
believe, not of my political persuasion. They
blame the high prison population on the road
traffic legislation. The motor vehicle is respon-
sible for putting people-people who I think
should not be there-in prison at an extraordi-
nary rate. Offenders against road traffic legis-
lation in Sweden serve their sentences at week-
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ends in camps. These camps move from area to
area making roads and aerodromes. Offenders.
be they blue collar workers, white collar
workers, or unemployed, report to the camps
on Friday nights and are discharged on Sunday
night to return to their ordinary jobs.

I am not saying that every driving offence
should merit that sort of sentence. Certainly,
most driving offences for which people are
imprisoned are not that serious. They are
usually offences against oneself, rather than of-
fences against property or other persons. I am
not talking about someone who kills or injures
another person while driving. I am talking
about the all too frequent gaoling of second and
third drunk-driving offenders.

We are tackling the problem in the wrong
way. We are punishing those offenders when it
should be punishment enough for them to
realise that they have a medical defect and
should be properly treated.

It is a chastening thought to realise that half
of the prison population is 24 years old or
younger and about 62 per cent of prisoners
were sentenced 10 imprisonment for a period of
less than three months. When classified by of-
fences, the largest group-42 per cent-were
imprisoned for miscellaneous offences such as
traffic offences, and 39.7 per cent of prisoners
were fine defaulters. One may, therefore, be a
debtor, but if one serves a prison term, all is
forgiven.

I think that if we emptied the prisons of
those sorts of people. there would be more than
enough moom for the conversion of parts of
Canning Vale into a maximum security prison.
There would be no need for any further expen-
diture because those people would not be
locked away for minor offences.

It is interesting to look at the report of the
Inquiry into the United Kingdom Prison Ser-
vices, Volume 1, published by Her Majesty's
Stationery Office. The report was called for by
the Government to find out precisely what
should be done about prisons in the United
Kingdom. In a moment I will make a sugges-
tion that will probably be laughed out of this
.place by most members. However, I dare to say
that, in time to come, people will look at that
suggestion as a sensible and sane one. Paper
No. 2 entitled "The concept of imprisonment
and the priorities of policy" states-

A prison service has two basic duties: To
undertake the secure, well-ordered and hu-
mane containment of those committed to
custody, and as far as possible to eneour-

age and assist convicted offenders in cus-
tody to lead a responsible life on their dis-
charge.

Paragraph 6 of the same paper states-
There are commonly held to be some

five principles underlying the sentencing
practice of the courts, retribution, contain-
ment, deterrence, rehabilitation and repar-
ation.

Working on those principles, it is time that we
locked at maximum security prisons. One
member of this Chamber and 1-1 cannot re-
member who else was with me-attended the
maximum security prison known as Jika-Jika,
at Pentridge Gaol in Victoria. It is a remark-
able prison. One of my colleagues with me at
the time-I am not sure which one-said that
it was the nearest thing he had seen to someone
being buried in concrete. I have never seen a
more dehumanising place. I felt far more
comfortable walking around old gaois such as
Fremantle, Pentridge, Dartmoor in the United
Kingdom, and Walton Gaol in Liverpool-for
the sake of IHon. Tom Helm. Jika-Jika was
clinically and surgically dehumanising. Radio-
controlled doors were opened by prison officers
with hand-held radios which only they could
use because the commands responded to their
voice prints. Prisoners were contained in cells
where they could not see, talk to. or have any
relationship with anybody from the outside
world. I appreciate that many of them were
segregated from other prisoners from time to
time for their own safety. The sensors in the
grassed courtyards outside are so sensitive that
they almost give off an alarm when the grass
grows. I was suitably impressed because the
courtyards were covered with wire to prevent
helicopters from landing and aiding in an es-
cape. It certainly was what it was intended to
be-a maximumn security prison.

I and my colleagues had been back in this
State only for 10 months when we heard that
four prisoners had escaped from Jika-Jika,
something which we thought was quite imposs-
ible. Only I I months after that a prisoner was
murdered in the secure section of Jika-Jika by
another prisoner. When one talks about maxi-
mum security prisons, therefore, one should be
very careful about what one expects of them.

I do not know of a maximum security prison
in the world that contains prisoners without the
risk of an escape. When the New Zealand
Governiment considered building a maximum
security prison-it has now built it-it sent
people around the world to look at other maxi-
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mum security prisons and the need for them.
They went to Marion Prison in America,
Gantree Prison in the United Kingdom, and to
Kumila Prison in Sweden. Those prisons were
specifically designed after years of research be-
cause the public were demanding that they be
protected from dangerous criminals.

When they had been there they came back
and decided they would build a third prison at
Paremoremo. As with every other security
prison, there were problems;, they had not been
there for more than three or four years when a
riot took place and some of guards were seized
as hostages.

I gave the names of the three other prisons,
and it is significant that with regard to Kumla
in Sweden, in 1972 a report in the newspaper
stated. "The 15 most dangerous prisoners in
Sweden, including the two terrorists who
murdered the Yugoslav ambassador last year,
escaped from the maximum security prison
early today and the police said that they had no
clue as to their whereabouts".

Furthcr newspaper reports Stated that in
London on 30 August British prison adminis-
trators faced a mounting crisis as rioting con-
victs badly damaged the gaol and staged more
rooftop demonstrations. It stated that more
than 350 inmates were perched on roofs in the
prisons from the Isle of Wight. off the south
coast. to Peterhead in Scotland. A further re-
port from Melbourne stated that police had
threatened to use tear gas against rebel pris-
oners in Pent ridge gaol who were barricaded in
their cells. And so it goes on. At Leicester,
Gartree. the English maximum security prison.
five prisoners escaped. Admittedly they were
only out for half-an-hour. but they escaped.
There was a big breakout from Brixton prison.
Even prisons in Hong Kong, and women's
prisons in Rome and Oklahoma are mentioned
in the report as places with purpose-built maxi-
mum security prisons, and still the ingenuity of
those who were caged allowed them to escape.

1 said that perhaps we should be looking at it
from a different point of view;, as a Parliament
we should perhaps send a deputation from each
House to go around the world. That deputation
should be excused from parliamentary duties
for up to one year and it should come back not
with designs for prisons but with designs for
reforming the law in such a way that it is com-
patible with this day and age. We would then
find that Governments would not have to ex-
pend extraordinary sums of money on prisons
and prisoners. It costs $35 000 a year to keep
one man or one woman in prison. That is more

than some members of this community earn as
an annual salary. The mind boggles at the
thought that this will continue and that we shall
establish yet another maximum security prison,
albeit brand new, at Casuarina. It is not necess-
ary and we should not proceed with it.

The second point I shall touch on very briefly
is a subject which is now attracting public at-
tention and will continue to do so:, that is, the
methods and programmes. etc., to deal with the
modern day scourge called AIDS. I shall not
expand or expound upon it;, we are bombarded
with it, and we need to be, by all sections of the
media. Government, health authorities, and
everyone else, in an effort to combat this
dreadful plague.

I have no doubt that one could draw a paral-
lel in history which would be the black death
which swept Europe or the plague which swept
England in the seventeenth century. From
reading the history books it is apparent that at
that time the same sort of hysteria occurred as
has gripped some sections of the population
today. We have adopted a sensible approach to
it in this State but methods will be suggested
which will revolt some members of society.
Nevertheless it has to be done.

Perhaps at this stage I should give advance
notice that I propose later, in another debate,
to move an amendment to an Act which I feel
should no longer be on our Statute books; that
is, the Contraceptives Act. It has been debated
twice in my time in this place and on each
occasion it has received short shrift. Its cause
was taken up by I-on. Roy Claughton who is no
longer with us in this House; and perhaps we
should have paid more attention to his com-
ments on this subject. However, it was not the
right time for some of the reforms he suggested.

When one reads the Contraceptives Act and
considers its implications in our society under
present conditions with this awful disease
hanging over us, it is apparent that the Act
needs to be re-examined.

I read in the national Press the other day that
the sale of contraceptives would now be taking
place through supermarkets. I have no
objection to thai-several aids to female hy-
giene are freely dispensed on the shelves of
supermarkets-but I wonder if' it is recognised
that, based on one interpretation of the Act, to
do so will be against the law. I wonder if a
retailer wishing to sell contraceptives knows
what a tortuous path he must tread. He must
apply to the Commissioner of Health for a Ii-
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cence. and that licence can be granted only
when the Contraceptives Advisory Committee
has considered the application.

In 1986 we set up paraphernalia relating to
the people who should serve on this committee
and who must consider such a simple request.
It is stated that the committee shall consist of
six members appointed by the Minister, one of
whom shall be the director of communicable
disease control in the Department of Health or
another person nominated by him; one shall be
a person nominated by the permanent head of
the Department of Consumer Affairs-, one shall
be a person nominated by the body known as
the Pharmacy Guild; one shall be a member of
the Retail Trades Association;, one shall be a
member of the Family Planning Association;
and one shall be a member of the public chosen
by the Minister.

The functions of the committee are to re-
ceive and consider applications for permits and
make recommendations to the commissioner,
and to consider any matter referred to it by the
Minister or the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
The Minister would do us all a favour if he
brought in and a Bill to repeal this Act.

[Questions taken.I

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: If the Government
wishes to take this up seriously. I will stay my
hand and not introduce a private member's Bill
to repeal this Act. But if the Government and
its advisers realised how many people are being
tied up in the Health Department-at least
three clerks have to deal with this-then some-
thing positive should be done.

It is not a subject which everybody likes to
talk about, me least of all, but one must be
realistic about the matter. This society is being
confronted with some tremendous problems in
health. It will not be an arithmetical pro-
gression; we will see almost a geometric pro-
gression in the deaths of people unfortunate
enough to contract this disease. Innocent chil-
dren will be involved. Even I cannot stand by
without talking about this and asking for some-
thing to be done.

I will not tread on anybody's corns in my
final point, not even those of. my friend the
shadow Minister for Tourism, when I talk
about tourism using a broad-brush approach.
People know that I take advantage fully of such
grants as come to members of Parliament to go
around this world. I do it not just for the
pleasure of doing it-because I do like travel
anyway-but I always make sure to look at
some of the systems in other countries.

I was recently fortunate enough to go to
Hong Kong. I wanted to go from there to China
to see for the first time what was going on
there, but I had overlooked one thing, it was
doubtful whether I could get there. However,
circumstances changed and when I got there I
was short of a visa to go to China. I made
inquiries, and within 20 minutes my wire and 1
had visas with no problems whatsoever. When
we wished to visit Taiwan, the same thing oc-
curred. We took two black and white photo-
graphs, filled in a form, the officials stamped
the visa, and we were on our way.

I was asked many times in Hong Kong why it
is so difficult to get a visa to come to Western
Australia, or even to Australia. Without criti-
cising our staff in the Hong Kong office, it was
remarkable to see people queuing up to get
forms to obtain visas. They started queuing at
8.45 in the morning, and some of the people
were still in the queue at 11.45 that day. Thc
same queue persisted until 4 or 5 at night.

That is no fault of the officers, who do a
remarkably good job up there. Once having
completed the form, it is not a question of 20
minutes; it is a question of "We will let you
know." Some people might wait 14 or 21 days,
or even a whol e mon th.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Obviously you have not
tried to go to France as a member of Parlia-
ment1.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: No, but I would be
able to get in there quite easily because I would
use another passport I have for which no visas
are required.

Hon. D. K. Dans: The queue starts at 7
o'clock in London, and it is still there at 6
o'clock at night.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: That may be so. It
may happen around the world. But what Hong
Kong people cannot understand is why, as a
Commonwealth nation, do its citizens have to
have a visa to visit another Commonwealth
nation. We are the only nation which requires
it. It is high time we looked at the conditions of
entry into this country of ours; why tourism
needs to. be so restrictive. We could get a
large number of southern Asians into Australia
fof tourism purposes, but they would be
daunted if visa systems are not cleaned up.

There may be a risk of somebody defecting,
as it were, if they do not have a visa. I have not,
but I sometimes wonder if somebody has
bothered to take out figures. Certainly tourist
dollars would be generated by allowing com-
paratively free access to Australia, and to this
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State in particular because it is the one we are
interested in. The advantages would be absol-
utely tremendous. Perhaps we should encour-
age it.

During the America's Cup races we
encouraged as many tourists as possible to
come here-, but to keep going the facilities
which were established here we need a contin-
ual flow of visitors to this country, and we will
not get them by restrictive procedures.

All of us are well aware of the danger of drug
smuggling. It is remarkable that when one goes
to other places in the world one will be asked if
there is anything to declare. One may be asked
to open a suitcase, a bag, or something of that
nature: but generally speaking in most of the
places I have visited I have seen people, includ-
ing myself, getting through in a comparatively
short time-perhaps 10 or 20 minutes, not
counting the time spent in queues at some of
the larger international airports to reach the
admission counter as it were.

I can relate an incident which occurred on
my return from Hong Kong. I wonder whether
the rigour shown by the Australian Customs
Service was absolutely necessary.

We were off-loaded at 6.30 am after a night
flight. There would have been some 140 people
on that flight, and the first thing that happened
was that we were asked to put our hand baggage
in a line and stand back 10 paces, which we
did. Then a handler with a dog appeared. and
the dog sniffed all our personal luggage. The
people in my group must have been pretty
good. There would have been 30 of us. yet the
dog found nothing. We were allowed to pick up
our hand baggage and take it to the counter
along with our suitcases.

l did not see one person go through the cus-
toms check that followed in less than one hour.
Any hard-top case was emptied, taken away for
X-ray. and the items in it searched rigorously.
Even the hand baggage subjected to the sniffer
test was taken out item by item, searched, and
repacked. I1 took I 1/ hours to clear the airport.
Welcome to Western Australia!

Hon. D. K. Dans: The average time during
the America's Cup was 45 minutes.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I can tell Mr Dans
that we arrived at 6.15 am and left at 8.40 am.

Hon. D. K. Dans: During the cup it averaged
45 minutes. They must have had a beady eye
on you, Mr Williams.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: It was not me, Mr
Dans. Not one passenger on that aircraft
escaped that search. I have never seen so many
customs officers, nor such a rigorous search.
Maybe it was well justified, and I know they
have to do these things, but they would not
stand much of a chance if they carried out that
procedure rigorously at Singapore or Hong
Kong, with aircraft arriving every 45 minutes,
with not just 140 people aboard but more likely
320 people on board each one.

If modern detection methods are not avail-
able to enhance this procedure and speed
people through, it is about time the Australian
Customs Service was granted the extra money
that seems to be available in the rest of the
world, where they do not even open one's bag-
gage. Those people at terminals who are look-
ing for offenders against their particular Acts
know for whom they are looking, and those
offenders represent possibly one or two per
cent of the passengers on an aircraft, not the
whole lot.

Another group of people I would l ike to com-
mend are the Western Australian Tourism
Commission officers. I have had occasion to go
to Tourism Commission offices within
Australia. I have made it my business to go to
see some of them, and on every occasion I have
found the staff-at Sydney, Melbourne,
Adelaide, and Brisbane-extremely helpful
and cooperative, spending an extraordinary
amount of time with each potential visitor to
Western Australia and doing the very best they
can for them. It is heartening to see the enthusi-
asm people have for their State. I could not
possibly have finished my comments on tour-
ism without commending the Western
Australian Tourism Commission for its activi-
ties in that respect.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Hear, hear!
Hon. JOHN WtLLIAMS: I have touched on

three subjects. The third one could bring many
millions of dollars to this State if properly
tackled. The subject of the second one is the
most serious subject this House will ever have
to consider:, that is, the subject of AIDS. Cer-
tainly the one that should be looked at by the
Government with an extremely guillotining
budgetary eye is the lack of necessity far a
maximum security prison, because if we tackle
the law the right way we can empty our present
gaols and will have two-thirds of their space
unoccupied. We can put those people back into
the community under a form of reparation in
order that they may exculpate their malefac-
tions-
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I have pleasure in supporting the Address-in-
Reply.

HON. P. G. PENDAL (South Central
Metropolitan) [5.15 pm]: I support the motion,
and join with other members of the House who
have paid their own tributes to each of the
three members on the Government frontbench.
each of whom has received a promotion of one
kind or another. I wish each of them well in
their respective roles.

Secondly. I would like to pay my own tribute
to I-on. Des Dans whose retirement in effect
led to the appointments to their new roles of
each of those three members now occupying
the fronibench. It is a fact of life that the lead-
ership of a Government in a House of Parlia-
ment anywhere under the Westminster system
falls to very few people; indeed, one could
count on the fingers of two hands the number
of individuals who have been elevated to that
role since this Parliament was created in I1890.
Therefore, Hon. Des Dans has every reason to
retire to the backbenches now with a great deal
of pleasure and a sense of privilege at having
achieved the leadership of a Government in
this House.

Thirdly, I join with other members who have
expressed sympathy to you, Mr Deputy Presi-
dent (Hon. Robert Hetherington) in your re-
cent family bereavement. I know many people
felt for you during that period.

[ want to touch on four or five matters, some
of which are more topical than others. The first
is the present state of play of Rottnest Island. It
may sound trite to say, as many people do, that
in Rottnest Island Western Australians have
something unique. It may also sound trite to
say that in Rotinest Island most Western
Australians see that they have something in-
comparable. If members think about it for a
moment, a coastal town like Bunbury has a
rough equivalent in a town like Geraldion to
the north. If we think about a resort town such
as Mandurah in the south, there is a rough
parallel in another town such as Busselton.
further to the south. And so it goes. around the
State. that there are many places-that may well
be special, but they are hardly unique because
they have some yardstick by which they can be
measured and compared.

That is not the case with Rottnest Island. We
have but one Rottncst Island and, frankly, if it
is mucked up we will not get another chance. It
is the only island, or at least the only island off

the southern Western Australian coast, to
which most people in Western Australia have
reasonable access.

The possibility of that island being mucked
up. as I put it a few seconds ago, is quite real. A
few things need to be addressed in the coming
months in a way I would suggest more pro-
fessional than they have been addressed by the
Government in the last few months.

It is my belief there has been waged by sec-
tions of the Government a vendetta, a kind of
harassment against people connected with
Rottnest Island, such as those who have memn-
bership of the Rottnest Island Yacht Club.
Members might recall that in this House last
year I asked a number of questions without
notice of the Attorney General, the Minister in
charge of the Associations Incorporation Act,
to ascertain why there were certain delays and
why certain proper procedures were not being
followed with the application by the Rottnest
Island Yacht Club for it to become an incorpor-
ated body. I believe-and I have heard nothing
since that time to indicate otherwise-that
there was a course of interference within the
confines of the Government to interfere with
that body in its efforts to become incorporated.
One would hope that that sort of interference
by people within Government at both the pol-
itical and the administrative level would have
ended there, and that people would have
l ea rned the ir l esson.

However, only recently we had the rather
silly spectacle of the Minister for Tourism say-
ing that neither she nor the Government
recognised the Rottnest Island Yacht Club.
Notwithstanding that the club had been given
the status of incorporation under the laws of
WA, here was a Minister of the Crown saying
that neither she nor the Government
recognised that body. That is about as absurd
as someone denying that today is Tuesday or
someone denying the existence of the Swan
River.

Whatever the Minister for Tourism might
say, the Rottniest Island Yacht Club received
that recognition at law, and it is a rather absurd
proposition not only to continue to make that
organ isation the subject- of the- vendetta and
harassment, but also to continue with the ab-
surdity by which it is said that the club does
not have any recognition.

I move now to another area of the
administration of Rottnest Island. Some of the
matters I will skip over fairly quickly because
they have been canvassed widely in the Press
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by both the Opposition and the Government. I
will mention them, albeit in passing. because
there is the need for some form of clarification
by the Government of its intentions.

The Minister for Tourism continues to insist
on what I can only suggest is an untruthful
comment on the future of the private mooring
system at Roinest Island. Only a few days ago
i n the cou rse of a publ ic statement by the M in-
ister. she said that there was absolutely no truth
in the suggestion that there would be any con-
fiscation of private moorings at Rottnest
Island. That is another absurdity, because the
Government itself, the Cabinet itself, has
endorsed-I think in late February this year-
a management plan. a draft of which has been
in circulation for 18 months or so, which con-
tains in its final report a recommendation that
there should be an environmental study into
the current use of private moorings at Rottnesi
Island and that the study should look at the
possibility of the transfer of those private
moorings into the ownership of the Rotinest
Island Board.

The Minister cannot have it both ways. She
is part of the Cabinet which in late February
this year endorsed all the recommendations
contained in chapter 9 of the management
plan, part of which was that there would be that
study into the ways in which the private moor-
ings could be transferred to the ownership of
the board.

It even went beyond that and said that the
study should look at how that matter could be
best achieved: in other words, how that
position could be expedited.

It was the Cabinet which confirmed that
recommendation-no-one else. Yet the Minis-
ter will insist on claiming that there is no possi-
bility of resuming and no intention on the pant
of the Government to resume those moorings.

Here I make a point I have made previously:
if there is no such intention to resume those
moorings, let the Minister say to the public that
that recommendation contained in chapter 9 of
the report has been reversed. Were she to do
that. I for one would be happy to back off and
say no more about the matter. But until and
unless the Government is prepared to reverse
that part of the recommendations in chapter 9.
it will continue to be alleged that there are
moves afoot by the Government to resume or
in some other way to confiscate those private
moorings.

It would be an even more absurd position if
anyone were to suggest that the Government
was going to compulsorily acquire those moor-
ings, because to do so would suggest that the
Government was prepared to pay hard, cold
cash to those mooring holders, when the fact is
that the Government, and certainly not the
Rottnest Island Board, do not have at their
disposal the sort of funds that would be needed
to resume or confiscate all those moorings.

By way of extension of that point, I bring to
the attention of the House and the public a new
piece of information which greatly undermines
the Government's efforts to muddy the waters,
so to speak, in regard to these moorings.

The report released by the Cabinet after its
decision in February of this year made it clear
that there are something like 952 private moor-
ings at Rottnest Island. The report goes on to
say that in the order of 250 people are on the
waiting list for moorings. Therein lay the real
nub of the matter, because it was being
suggested that the 952 people were all part of a
great elite in and around the metropolitan area
who were the only ones who could afford to get
a mooring. It was equally being suggested that
the 250 applicants as yet unsatisfied were being
kept at bay, and therefore the deduction was
that if the Government wanted to assist the 250
people on the waiting list, it should somehow
get rid of the 952 people who had private
moorings in order to accommodate the first
group.

I asked a question on 7 April this year and it
has taken something like three weeks to get the
information, which was made available to me
today by way of answer to question 78. 1 had
asked the Minister for Tourism whether any
person owned more than one boat mooring at
Rottnest Island. I was trying to determine
whether people were, for some reason or other
and for reasons beyond my comprehension.
having two bites at the cherry. The answer that
came back is very illuminating. We are told
that, yes, a number of people own more than
one mooring at Rottonest Island.

Indeed, the Minister far Tourism tells us
there are 107 people who have more than one
mooring at Rotmniest. By a simple mathematical
deduction, anyone is able to see immediately
that that represents almost half the number of
people on the waiting list. I repeat, I do not
know why people have two moorings on
Rottnest Island.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Because the wind
blows both ways.
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Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Someone may have a
mooring at one side of the island, and a moor-
ing at another bay elsewhere on the island. It
may be that the point Hon. David Wordsworth
mentioned is the reason for people having
more than one mooring. The answer indicates
that two people have three moorings. They may
be justified. I do not know the circumstances
by which people can have more than one moor-
ing. but would it not seem obvious and a
transparent solution to look at those people
who have two moorings before one starts to
talk about confiscating moorings from those
who have only one? In one fell swoop-if it was
determined that the 107 people who have a
double dip do not need them or could do with-
out them-half of the problem would be solved
overnight. That is. half of those 250 people on
the waiting list would immediately be satisfied.

The second matter I want to touch on relates
to the question of leases on Roitnest Island.
They have been the subject of some contro-
versy over recent years but more particularly in
the last week. It has come to light that the lease
on Tent Land-which has been held by a par-
ticular individual for about 18 years-is to be
terminated and not renewed. The interesting
thing is that it will not be put out to public
tender. It will be taken over by the Rottniest
Island Board.

One is entitled to ask why it is that the
Government is taking over one business on the
island at a time when submissions are being
called for tenders to lease at least two major
businesses on the island. I refer to the licensed
restaurant in Thomson Bay and the boat and
marine service business that operates just
outside the Roitnest Island Board's office.
There is something extremely odd going on. I
cannot work out why, on the one hand, the
Government would want to call for new leases
from the private sector for two businesses on
the island at the very moment it is closing
down to the private sector another of the
businesses. It is not the only such occasion this
has occurred in the life of the present Govern-
ment.

About 18 months ago the bike hire busi-
ness-a very lucrative business, but one which
needed some upgrading-was taken away from
the private sector and handed over to the
Rottnest Island Board. Eighteen months down
the track we find the same things happening
again so far as Tent Land is concerned. There is
no doubt in my mind, from the inquiries I have
undertaken, that there needs to be some

upgrading and improvement Of the facilities
provided by Tent Land. There is no question
about that at all.

Indeed, my information is that the proprietor
is probably glad to see the end of his Rottoest
days. That did not preclude the Government or
the Rottnesi Island Board from saying. -We
will continue Tent Land in the hands of the
private sector: we will do with Tent Land what
we did with the restaurant and the marine ser-
vice; we will call for public tenders for its lease
and furthermore we will insist that any
tenderer can put up his or her own propositions
concerning the upgrading of the facilities at
Tent Land."

I can only conclude that the Tent Land pro-
prietor is regarded as being something of a
small Fish compared with other people who
hold leases on the island and that the Govern-
menit is not game to take on peopte with other
leases for fear of any backlash it might receive.
But it is prepared to take on someone who is
not in the big league and, in this case, it is the
proprietor of Tent Land. It may be that the
Government's motive is that it wants to keep
the revenue that goes to the board from Tent
Land rather than see that money going out to
the private sector:, and yet, if that is to be the
case, why is it not happening in the ease of the
restaurant, which is a very lucrative business,
and the marine service business, which is
another highly lucrative venture?

My point is that the Government has some
obligation to tell the public why it is that there
is one method being pursued in the ease of the
two businesses currently out for tender and
another method being pursued by the Govern-
ment in relation to the Tent Land lease which
is soon to come to an end.

I want to briefly rebut another deliberate
piece of misinformation on the part of the Min-
ister for Tourism, who continues to repeat the
claim that this is the first Government which
has come to grips with any sort of long-term
redevelopment on Rottnest Island. Indeed, if
that Minister had bothered to make even the
most cursory check with some of her depart-
mental officers she would have found that it is
nearly 10 years ago that the previous Govern-
ment, under the Premiership Of Sir Charles
Court, introduced the first five-year develop-
ment plan for Rottnest Island which attempted
to give to groups planning businesses on the
island and the board itself long-term security
rather than to continue in the ad hoc way in
which the planning has been undertaken since
then.
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It does the Minister for Tourism and her
reputaion-as someone seeking to maintain
credibility-no good whatsoever to peddle that
sort of comment as though she is the person
who discovered Rottniest Island. It simply does
not stand up to scrutiny at all.

Members will be aware that I asked a series
of questions without notice in this House a few
weeks ago of the Minister for The Family. I
challenged her use of a definition-which she
announced at a university seminar a few weeks
ago-of what constituted a family. It was no
off-the-cuff remark. It was a well researched
and welt documented speech which she, as I
understand, used as her authority for the adop-
tion of that definition, a convention of the
ILO-I-nternational Labour Organisation-if
not the ILO, then certainly one of the better
known international organ isations.

Members will recall chat I asked the Minister
for The Fam ily whether the Govern ment's defi-
nition-it was thc first time the definition had
been adopted by any Government in
Australia-

Hon. Kay Hallahan: It has not been adopted
by the Government. It is the subject of a dis-
cussion paper.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Now we are going
backwards, but I will come to that.

Three weeks ago the Minister gave us no in-
dication that it was anything other than a defi-
nition adopted by the Government and she
went to considerable pains in public and on
radio and television to make that point. So far
as the Government was concerned she said it
would not be altered. I am interested and to
some extent relieved to hear that the Minister
is not quite so sure of her stance three weeks
down the track.

I repeat that the Minister was happy to ac-
cept that the definition of family in Western
Australia was and could well be two homosex-
ual people living together, under the one roof.
and rearing the children of one of those indi-
viduals. She accepted that and to her credit she
in no way attempted to resile from that
position. In order to justify her stance she went
through a variety of explanations about why, in
her view, that very modern definition needed
to be applied.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Modern!

Hon. P. 0. PENDAL: I will come to that in a
moment.-

The Minister said a number of things during
the course of that seminar and this is the first
opportunity I have had in the Parliament to
make some reference to it. In scorning the Lib-
eral Party's policy document she said-

The Traditional Family Unit has always
been a cornerstone of liberalism.

WA Liberals make no judgement on
people's individual choices. However,
having made that choice they should not
expect to be treated equally with the tra-
ditional family on which so much of Liber-
alism is based.

Of course that is an accurate and a direct quo-
tation from the Liberal Party's policy docu-
ment prior to the last election.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: It was greeted with
mirth by some of the people at the seminar.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: It was greeted with a
great deal of mirth by two-thirds of the people
and with great encouragement by the Minister
who was playing to the gallery. She was
pol iticki ng and she went on to say-

I do not need to remind an audience
such as this of great injustices which such a
narrow prescription of the family-

That is, the traditional family. To continue-
-would impose on the large and grow-

ing numbers of families who do not con-
form to this stereotype.

One would assume from that that the Minister
has, all of' a sudden, produced evidence that
threatens some large scale swing away from
what people had retarded as normal in the
past; that is, a traditional family.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Have you read today's
The West Australian?

Hon. P. 0. PENDAL: Indeed, I have. It is
the very reason that I raised the matter today in
the Address-in-Reply debate.

An Australian Bureau of Statistics survey has
just come to light and I suggest that it totally
undermines the very point that the Minister
was trying to make. The article in the The West
Australian states-

There were 4 087 100 families in
Australia at the end of June last year ...

Further on it states-
Of those. 3 524 900 were married

couples-53 per cent of them with depend-
ants.

The remaining 562 200 families were
single-parent families ...
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I ask members to bear in mind that my point is
that the Minister, in her speech, was decrying
the view that the traditional family, consisting
of a mother, rather and children, or single-
parent families had somehow gone out the win-
dow and for that reason we needed to bring in a
new definition which, so far, the Minister has
refused to back away from. The article con-
tinues-

It defined a family as two or more re-
lated people living together and included
those in long-term, dc-facto relationships.

The most revealing point is as follows-

An analysis of families with dependants
showed that 85 per cent fell within the
traditional family category of mother,
father and children.

Therefore, the Minister is not right-, she is quite
wrong.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What about the other I15
per cent?

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: We will come to that.

i-on. Kay Hallahan: Do we abolish them?

Hon, P. G. PENDAL: I would not abolish
them at all:, I would like to see the Minister
abolished because she misled the peupk at the
university and she has misled the public,
through the media, since then.

By way of interjection the Minister has asked
what I would do with the other people. I will
continue because this story deals also with
some of the other matters she has raised. The
article continues-

Single-parent families headed by
women-

Si ngle-parent fam ilies are fam ilies.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: I am very relieved to
hear that.

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: Goodness me! There
have been a number of occasions on which
people from this side of pol it ics have made that
clear.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: You have not.

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: Members must bear in
mind that l am going to add to the figure of 85
per cent: that is. the families which the survey
carried out by the Federal Government
revealed fell within the traditional family
category, a category which this Minister rejects.

To the figure of 85 per cent we add those to
which the Minister referred when she
interjected. The article continues-

Single-parent families headed by women
made up 12.5 per cent, while only 1.8 per
cent of families with dependants were
single-parent families headed by men.

If 12.5 per cent of families are headed by single
mothers and 1.8 per cent are headed by single
fathers, a total of 14.3 per cent of families fall
into this category. if I accept and if everyone
else accepts that they are normal families, they
can be added to the 85 per cent of the families
which fit the traditional mould. That would
mean that 99 per cent of the population are
regarded by the Commonwealth Government
as being within the traditional family unit. De-
spite the fact that 99 per cent of the population
falls into that category, this Government has
brought in a new deFinition of family not to
look after 99 per cent, but to look after one per
cent of the population.

I-on. Kay Hallahan: That is rubbish. The
problem is you discriminate against the one per
cent.

I-on. P. G. PENDAL: This G;overnment has
attempted to pull the wool over the eyes of the
people of Western Australia.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: No-one was worried un-
til you got into a state about it.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Is the Minister paying
me a compliment that I was one of the few
people to read her speech? From my knowledge
not many of the delegates, including those who
greeted the Opposition's policy with mirth,
read the Minister's speech; nor did they read it
the next day.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. Robert

Hetherington): Order! I would like to hear the
honourable member who is on his feet.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I refer now-
Hon. Kay Hallahan: The rubbish he has put

out in the media is a scandal.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I do not

want to hear cross-Chamber interjections. I-am
trying to hear Hon. Phil Pendal.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I have two other mat-
ters I would like to cover which affect not only
my electorate, but also the wider population. I
have made a number of speeches in this place
about the need of Governments, of whatever
political persuasion, to take more care in the
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preservation of our river system. I guess that
that is not unusual for a member of Parliament
who represents a constituency which is two-
thirds bounded by rivers. Last year I was con-
cerned when my constituents in South Perth
publicily called on the Government and mem-
bers of Parliament, myself included, to do
something about what they felt was the overuse
of the river and jetty facilities by boats that had
been brought to Western Australia, or had been
specially constructed, for the lead-up to the
America's Cup.

The Mends Street jetty in South Perth. apart
from its historical value, is also a very
serviceable jetty for that sort of pleasure craft.
People who came to me to complain about the
Government's use of that jetty received no sat-
isfaction. In fact, many of them told me they
had made approaches to both the Minister for
Transport and the Minister for Tourism, and
they asked that members of the Opposition be-
come involved in trying to get rid of the
pleasure craft using the Mends Street jetty and
other parts of the Swan and Canning Rivers. I
repeat: I was one of those members who said
that I would not take their case to the Govern-
ment, beyond making a few inquiries on their
behalf and I did that for a very good reason.
My interest in the Swan and Canning Rivers
and their preservation predates the America's
Cup by many years. but I told those people, as I
continue to tell people, that I believe we are
blessed with one of the best metropolitan river
systems in the country and that therefore it is
incumbent upon us not only to conserve that
waterway but also to use it properly.

I even suggested that we could well do with
more riverfront restaurants and other things of
that nature as well as housing the craft to which
I have already referred on the river. I was there-
fore interested, in more than a passing way,
when it came to light a week or two ago that the
Viking longshi p looked i ke bei ng pushed out of
Perth waterways, and that it would have to find
a home somewhere in the Queensland water-
ways system because there appeared to be no-
where along the length or breadth of the Swan
and Canning Rivers a place where that
longship could be accommodated. I believe
that is the fault of this Government. I repeat: I
defended the Government to my own constitu-
ents six months ago when they complained
about the alleged over-use of the Mends Street
jetty and its facilities. Consistent with that now,
I am appalled that the Government has
failed to find some way to accommodate that
vessel and I believe other vessels which will

now take their tourist trade elsewhere. I cannot
work out why we have jetties if we are not to
have boats tied up at the end of them. That
seems to me to be a contradiction in terms.

The Mends Street jetty is largely used by
public ferries at the moment and I can say, with
a great deal of regret, that the public ferry
System has a vastly under-utilised patronage. I
believe the ferry system and its use of the
waterways is excellent, but the fact that we
have a valuable and costly facility like the
Mends Street jetty without using it properly, as
would be the case with the Viking longship, is
plainly ludicrous and a poor use of the public
estate.

There is a final matter which I want to dis-
cuss, which has some bearing on a matter I
raised earlier. Hon. Garry Kelly has raised this
matter in this House because of his interest in
the Head Injured Society, but I want to place
an the record my disappointment that the State
Government failed to do more and that the
Federal Government failed to act correctly
over the proper disposal of the Melville Re-
habilitation Centre. To recap the situation very
quickly, the Head Injured Society of Western
Australia, which is a private foundation strug-
gling, like most of its kind, to meet the needs of
its members, put a proposition, via the pro-
prietor of a nursing home, to the Common-
wealth Government for that proprietor to take
over the centre for a figure of $3 million. In
return he would build an "A"-class hospital
within its compound and he would then take
full responsibility for all Head injured Society
patients in Western Australia. It was a great
opportunity and I can say, without any fear of
contradiction, that we, as taxpayers, will rue
the day-whether it be a year. five years or 20
years from today-that this Government did
not try harder and the Federal Government did
not act differently in order to see that come
about, because we are still left with the problem
of accommodating those head injured people. I
can say, with good grounds, that it will cost a
great deal more to accommodate those head
injured patients and others who are not
associated with the society than would have
been the case had the Commonwealth and
State Governments used their brains and the
advice which was available to them and al-
lowed George Marguettes control of the
Melville Rehabilitation Centre rather than the
Murdoch University. I am not in the business
of saying that Murdoch University did not
have a good claim to the buildings for the pur-
pose that it now has on the cards;, nonetheless I
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was unequivocal in my remarks to one of the
senior professors at Murdoch University that
the Head Injured Society has a better claim to
that piece of the public estate than the university
has.

The Minister for Health displayed an equally
disturbing attitude when he was interviewed by
Howard Saltler. I will read the transcript of
that interview to the House because I think it is
indicative of the philosophy of this Govern-
ment. which is at pains to dress itself up as a
private sector party that is interested in pro-
moting the wealth of the private sector. The
interview was held in Perth on 3 April and I
will read it to the House. Howard Saltler asked
a question of the Minister, which I will not read
to the House, but the illuminating part is the
reply of the Minister for Health. Hon. [an
Taylor, which ran as follows-

I am prepared to work with him. There
is only one thing that I really have to make
very clear and that is I don't think there is
any room for private profit in these sorts
of operations.

Let me repeat that because it has enormous
consequences for many people in this State-

'-I really have to make very clear and
that is I don't think there is any room for
private profit in these sorts of operations.

One could say that about any private hospital
in Western Australia, such as the St John of
God network and the new Riverside Hospital.
It is an alarming comment to be made by the
Minister for Health in a Government that has
tried to prop itself up as being a friend of the
private sector. The Minister is really only
advocating the old-fashioned, socialist dictum
that profits are dirty and one cannot let people
make profits. Here was a man who was not
only prepared to make the profit but was firstly
prepared to put to the Government $3 million
for the Melville Rehabilitation Centre plus an
amount equal to the cost of a new private hos-
pital within the compound, effectively taking
care of all of the people who are currently head
injured patients in Western Australia. He was
prepared to make provision for people who will
be head injured in the future.

The Government looked a gift horse in the
mouth. This man was prepared to say, -We will
look after one of the most serious health and
social problems that you face as a Government
and at the same time I will go in there and do it
as a business." Yet this man is confronted by
idiocy and is told that if there were any oppor-

tunity at all of his making a profit, there would
be no go-ahead and no assistance given by the
Government of this State.

Siuling suspendedfroin 6. 01 lo 730 pm

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL I want to touch on two
matters in the few minutes remaining to me.
The first concerns what is known as the Carson
Street Special School in East Victoria Park,
which has been the subject of a long running
battle between parents and the parents and citi-
zens' association on the one hand, and the Edu-
cation Department, and more particularly the
Minister for Education, on the other hand.
This has been going on for some eight or nine
months.

The bad news is that this matter came to
public attention towards the middle of last year
when the school staff and parents felt that the
ablution facilities that the children had to con-
tend with were not only unsatisfactory for ordi-
nary school children, but doubly so given that
these children all suffer from handicaps of one
description or another It was on that point that
I believe the whole of the controversy to do with
the Carson Street Special School turned.
It seems the parents had the temerity through
their local members of Parliament to ask the
Government to produce better facilities than
the children had to contend with.

There began a long series of public meetings
and public recriminations and a situation in
which I suggest the Minister for Education, Mr
Pearce, showed an extraordinary degree of
insensitivity towards a group of parents who
had a huge burden to carry at the best of times.
It often seemed to me in the course of that
controversy that the real challenge which faced
the Minister was perhaps in a metaphorical
Sense to put an arm around these parents rather
than attempt to bludgeon them into some form
of submission.

I regret that the Minister used the
bludgeoning process in Carson Street by saying
he had no intention of upgrading the toilet fa-
cilities in that school for the handicapped be-
cause the school was ready to close down and
the valuers had been brought in and valuations
made, and some efforts had been made to dis-
pose of the school.

Today after nearly nine months of at times
fairly bitter recriminations the Minister for
Health has answered a simple question of
mine, No. 80 of 28 April, in which I asked
"Does be propose any action to ensure health
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laws at the school are complied with by the Min-
ister for Education?" I refer tbere to the
health laws of the Perth City Council. The M in-
ister for Health replied in one sentence with the
words that these parents have waited for
months to hear. HeI said the Minister for Edu-
cation was endeavouring to have conditions
improved.

Had the Minister said that nine months ago
the Carson Street controversy would never
have arisen, but because of the insensitivity
and the irrationality of the Minister for Edu-
cation, which has become notable throughout
Western Australia, this matter was drawn out
far beyond what should have been the case.

The final matter to which I want to refer was
raised with me by a constituent who is the
lessee or sublessee of a tavern in the John
Forrest National Park. Mr Deputy President
(Hon, John Williams), you may be aware that
last year the Government in its wisdom de-
cided to increase the car entry fee into the
State's national parks from $2 to $4. in most
cases this would not constitute a great burden
for people going to a national park one, two or
three times a year. However, in this case the
tavern is Situated a few metres inside the
boundary of this national park. It means that
on each occasion a local patron wants to go to
the tavern to buy a drink he has to pay 34 to get
into the park before he can breast the bar to
buy his first drink.

it is true there is an annual entry fee into the
park of 315. and therefore it is a more econ-
omic proposition for most local residents who
want to use the tavern to pay an annual fee.
Even so, I suggest that is an inequitable situ-
ation given that a cost of $15 is loaded onto
these drinkers before they begin. In fact, many
people do not see it as economic to do that.

There was a very simple solution, and I put it
to the Government department. I wrote to the
department earlier this year and suggested the
entry point of the park be moved 20 metres
further into the park so that patrons who are
going to the tavern, as distinct from the park.
could go down that road, turn off the access
road and go onto the tavern road and not be
subject to the $4 entry fee. For those people
who are going to the park and not the tavern
the entry point would be 20 metres further on,
and they would stop and pay $4 into the
honour box, and proceed into the park. The
solution was as simple as moving the entry
point by 20 to 30 metres. I put that to the
Department for Conservation and Land Man-

agement, and its response should be recorded
in Hansard, it is only three or four paragraphs.
It states-

Thank you for your letter about the
$4.00 entry fee into John Forrest National
Park. Together with other senior officers in
the Department, I have had quite
substantial discussions with the lessee of
the tavern. You will also be aware that Mr
Brophy. who is in fact the sub-lessee of the
tavern, has spoken to the Premier and
others on talk-back radio about the sub-
ject. Regardless of the fact that the tavern
is an anomalous facility inside a national
park-

I emphasise the words "anomalous facility".
To continue-

-of the type and size of John Forrest,
the entry fee was most certainly not raised
as a way of inconveniencing tavern
patrons.

I cannot see in the circumstances of my sugges-
tion to the department that it is anything but
an effort to inconvenience the tavern patrons.
My reason for saying that is contained in the
words of the department that it regards the
tavern as being an anomalous facility in a
national park.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: It is provided for in
the Act.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Exactly. The point is,
it is there. It goes back to the comment I made
earlier about the Government not recognising
the Rottnest Island Yacht Club. it is recognised
under the laws of Western Australia, and as
I-on. Mr Wordsworth has indicated, this is far
from being an anomalous situation. It is a re-
ality, and therefore the department had some
obligation, as did the Government, to take that
reality into account.

The letter continues-

In the case of tavern patrons things such as
the carpark are provided as a service and
there is also the advantage of being in
pleasant natural surroundings. You would
also be aware that the tavern itself returns
only a peppercorn rental and does not pro-
vide a substantial service to most park visi-
tors.

That is perfectly correct. The tavern provides a
facility and a service to people in that com-
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munity and they use it as their local drinking
establishment. The letter goes on-

I would also point out that the great ma-
jority of tavern users are *regulars" and
that these people do not in fact pay the
$4.00 per car for a single visit, rather they
pay an entry fee of $15.00 annually.
The holder of the head lease, Mr Molter.-

Jim Moiler is a former Labor member of this
Parliament who does not seem to be able to get
through to the department the ludicrous nature
of the ruling. It continues-

-has approached the department about
allowing a reduced annual entry fee for
single parks and the Department is con-
sidering this prospect as a concession to
the licencees.

I hope it is considered quickly. This man is
now experiencing his worst figures for ages,
even after the readjustment of the trading
hours following the America's Cup. He is in a
very bad position and believes he is losing busi-
ness because people arc not prepared to pay the
$4 entry fee, effectively, into his hotel, when, in
days gone by, the entry fee was $2.

1 implore someone on the Government
benches to listen to this man's plea. If the de-
cision by the department is anomalous, why
cannot this Parliament take action to excise
this piece of land from the national park? It
may well come to that. I will investigate this
matter to see whether a motion can be moved
to alter the boundaries of the national park to
achieve something that [ think this man is
entitled to: that is, a clear run for his business
instead of his patrons being confronted with a
$4 entry fee as I have outl ined.

I support the motion.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. B. L.

Jones.

MAIN ROADS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 8 April.
HON. H. W. CAYFER (Central) J74 pm]:.

Since this Bill was introduced, the National
Party has not changed its mind about the
course it intends to adopt on it.

There are three main parts to the legislation.
The first pant relates to the appointment of the
deputy commissioner by the commissioner to
perform as a delegation any function
performed by the commissioner. In other

words, the deputy commissioner will have the
right to run the commission in the absence of
the commissioner. The second part relates to
the IlI-man advisory committee or board to
advise the commissioner and, therefore, the
Minister, on the functions of the board. The
third pant relates to the renewal of the annual
roads grants by the State Government 10 local
governing authorities for the five years from I
July 1985 to 30 June 1990.

We certainty support the last proposal. How-
ever. we have some objections to the first two
proposals. Our objection to the appointment of
the deputy commissioner by the commissioner
is a mnoot objection because. after all, the Min-
ister is not appointing the deputy com-
missioner-he is being appointed by the com-
missioner. We believe that it has not been
necessary until this time-there is no real indi-
cation of it being necessary even now from
what we can find out and we certainly see no
reason at all why the door should be opened-
to allow other people to make decisions that
should be rightfully made by the commissioner.

Members should remember that* the com-
mission was set up originally to remove de-
cisions from ministerial interference. The Main
Roads Board was set up in 1925, after the legis-
lation was considered by a Select Committee.
When the legislation was reviewed in 1930, it
was decided most emphatically that the board
should not continue and that a commissioner
should be appointed in its place. Although the
board comprised a chairman and two qualified
engineers-one had administrative expertise-
it was considered to be too costly for the func-
tion that it served.

If one refers to the H-ansard of 18 September
1930. one will find that complaints were made
that the board was being interfered with by
members of Parliament and it was made to do
things that were not in the best interests of the
State. It was Pulled alt ways by representations
made to it by members and consequently, in
1930, it was decided to fold it up and appoint a
commissioner. It was made very clear that the
commissioner would have the sole right to
make decisions without political interference
either by Ministers or by members of Parlia-
ment.

The board proposed in this legislation is to
have I1I members. The commission appointed'
in 1930 had only three members and it was
dissolved because it was too expensive to
operate. I wonder what that commission would
think now about the appointment of an IlI-man
board.
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Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: You have not al-
lowed for inflat ion.

Hon. H. W. GAY FER: I suppose that is
right. I never thought of that. The Figure three
has now increased to 11. and that is the in-
flationary move. We oppose it because it was
tried and thrown out in this House;, and there is
no reason in our opinion for even thinking of
reintroducing it and going back to that period.

I noted from debate in another place that the
Minister for Transport said that this legislation
had the approval of the Commissioner of Main
Roads. I sincerely doubt that. I cannot imagine
that a commissioner, who has been given all
the rights to look after that department and
who has done so as decreed on 30 September
1930. would want to change that situation. I see
no reason at all why he should, particularly as
the Main Roads Department in Western
Australia has an excellent record and is re-
nowned for the work it has done. It should be
remembered that it covers an area which is
one-third the size of the Commonwealth. It has
had a great deal of main roads work to do. It is
a greatly respected organisation, and while at
times there is some argument. by and large
people are very happy with the course followed
by the Main Roads Department over the years.

It has had excellent liaison with local
governing authorities. I know when I was a
councillor of a local governing authority the
commissioner's door was always open to any of
us who came to Perth on council business.
However, it was definitely frowned upon if any
member of Parliament accompanied a shire
councillor, and the visit became a deputation
rather than a delegation. Of course, the Com-
missioner of Main Roads cannot handle a
deputation; that is entirely the prerogative of a
M in ister of Ishe Crown.

However, the members of the National Party
oppose the formation of a board, we feel very
strongly about it; we see no rhyme Or reason.
no backup or history, or any other reason for
the formation of that board. What is more, we
have had no representation at all from any of
the ItI organisations which are said to be
clamouring for it. We are Tweedledee and
Tweedledlum about the appointment of the
deputy commissioner, although we do not
think it is necessary; we are adamant that the
board should not be set up, and we are equally
adamant that the next five-year grant for local
government must be agreed to.

That leaves the Bill at the stage that we shall
vote for it on the second reading, and if necess-
ary in the Committee stage we will move
amendments relating to the appointment of a
deputy commissioner by the commissioner, to
delete the reference to the appointment of a
board, but to approve of the further five-year
agreement for the local authorities to be
reimbursed for main roads money by the State
Government. To that extent we support the
second reading.

HON. GRAHAM EDWARDS (North
Metropolitan-Minister for Sport and Rec-
reation) [7.55 pm): I thank members opposite
for their input in this debate. I have listened
fairly closely to the arguments they have raised,
but I fail to agree with the fears they have
expressed.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth started by saying
that he disagreed with the formation of a
board; but towards the end of his speech he put
forward an argument that it could have quite
an important part to play in the operation of
the Main Roads Department.

I was pleased to hear Hon. Mick Gayfer say
that he would support the Bill at the second
reading;, and it is probably appropriate for
further debate to take place during the Com-
mittee stage, particularly in view of the
forecasted amendments, which will no doubt
be circulated.

H-on. D. J. Wordsworth interjected.
Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: In view of the

amendments forecasted by the Opposition and
Hon. Mick Gayfer. it is appropriate that debate
on those clauses be dealt with in the Com-
mittee stage.

Hon. 0. E. Masters: We are asking for an
explanation.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: I would have
thou ght that the honourable member answered
his question in his own speech. I refer to his
comment about the improvement that could be
forthcoming with such a board. I read his
speech quite closely.

Hon. G. E. Masters: I am suggesting that the
best way to get through the second reading and
to get support is to make the explanations now.

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS: Members op-
posile have indicated that they will support the
second reading. They have, however, indicated
that they intend to put forward amendments
when we deal with those particular clauses. It
would be much more efflicient and better to
havec t he debate at t hat t ime.
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I commend the Bill to the House, but I shall
move that the Committee stage be held at a
later date.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second timc.

DECLARATIONS AND ATTESTATIONS
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from I April.
MON. JOHN WILLIAMS- (Metropolitan)

[7.58 pm]: On the face of it, this Bill is quite
simple. However, it is a thorny one for mem-
bers of this House who from time to time re-
ceive applications from people who wish to be-
come commissioners for declarations and jus-
t ices of the peace in order that they may declare
and attest documents.

One of the anomalies which the Bill will at-
tempt to correct is the long time that the ap-
pointment procedure takes:, and in point of fact
the Minister in charge of this Bill has called a
moratorium twice on the appointment of com-
missioners for decla rations. In other words, ap-
plications Were piling up at such a rate that it
was difficult to appoint people quickly. Mem-
bers on this side appreciate that difficulty and
also the enormous n um bercof docu mentis wh ich
require attestation and declaration. It is signifi-
cant that the range of people introduced into the
Bill is quite extensive.

With regard to the importance of com-
missioners for declarations, I pose to the Minis-
ter a question which he can answer when sum-
ming up. I hope a distinction is made between
those who will witness signatures only, and also
that a distinction is made in the documents
between those who have to verify the
statements made in them, such as justices of
the peace.

1 think that, when we look through the exten-
sive range of people who will now be allowed to
attest, that is quite acceptable. However, I have
one or two questions about maiters which I
find amazing. 1 do not know what the Leader of
the House intended: I wonder why a medical
practitioner, for instance, can attest to a docu-
ment while a dentist cannot. There is also no
mention of accountants, who surely in their
profession in this day and age have quite a lot
to do in this respect. The Minister may have a
perfectly satisfactory explanation for that, but
it means that I will not be able to open my
mouth to my dentist because he is persona non
grata as far as witnessing documents is con-
cerned.

I feel also that the Minister is taking a lot
upon himself when in clause 5 of the Bill, in a
blanketing fashion, the Minister must be the
final authority. No doubt the present Minister
could take on that onerous responsibility;, I am
sure he could handle it, but it means that the
people who put out documents which require
witnessing must make it quite clear when they
want their signatures witnessed that the
statements within must be attested. I may be
right; I may be wrong. I do not know. When
one is presented with a statutory declaration,
will one be able to witness that and will one in
doing so have to say that the veracity of the
statement within is quite correct? I am sure the
Minister will be able to clear up that problem.

The Opposition supports the Bill.
HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central

Metropolitan-Attorney General) [8.02 pm]: I
thank Hon. John Williams for his indication of
support.

The parent Act is directed only to the statu-
tory declaration-type document and not to affi-
davits and there are significant differences be-
tween the two. In neither case, however, is the
witness in the position of having to attest to the
accuracy or truthfulness of the statement which
is contained in the documenl. That remains in
all cases the responsibility of the person mak-
ing the document and having his or her signa-
ture witnessed. That position remains un-
changed.

As 10 Ihe reason for having doctors rather
than dentists, let me say that I imagine that in
the usual course of events doctors also would
not be called on because of their relative diffi-
culty in making themselves available at all
times. Nonetheless, there are circumstances,
particularly in non-metropolitan areas where it
is not always as easy as it is in the City to find
some other category of qualified person, where
a doctor could be used as a fall-back. That is
why medical practitioners have been included.

The honourable member also raised the mat-
ter of the Minister retaining a residuary right,
so to speak, to appoint a commissioner for dec-
larations. That really is no different from the
position which exists now. It is now the re-
sponsibility of the Minister to determine ap-
pointments and that will remain the case. What
I envisage, however, is that there will be very
few cases indeed when such appointments will
be necessary, given the range of occupations
which will automatically qualify as an appro-
priate witness.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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CHARITABLE ORGAN ISATIONS: SELECT
COMMITTEE

Establishmenit: A- inendment t0 AMotion

Debate resumed from 7 April.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House)
j$.0S pm): I indicate that the Government does
not support the move by Hon. A. A. Lewis to
reduce the number of members from six to
t hree.

I have had art indication, however, that
another member is interested in an alternative
amendment which would reduce the number of
members on ibis committee from six to four. I
indicate in advance that this would be accept-
able to the Government. 1 indicate the position
at this stage because on my understanding of
the Standing Orders, i n order for us to go along
with that alternative proposal, it would be
necessary to support the amendment that "the
words to be deleted be deleted" whereas the
consequential amendment to replace six mem-
bers with three would not be supported by the
Government. We would instead be looking to
support an alternative position for four.

I make that clarification at this stage to indi-
cate why, in spite of the Government's oppo-
sition to the whole of Hon. A. A. Lewis' amend-
ment, we nonetheless support the amendment
now before the House to delete the words. -6
members".

HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [8.09 pm]:
The Opposition agrees with Hon. A. A. Lewis
that six members on such a committee from
this House will make it rather a large com-
mittee. I think Hon. A. A. Lewis made his
points very well.

We believe the alternative of three, although
certainly correct so far as Standing Orders arc
concerned, would not give. the proposer of the
committee the majority that he seeks. with a
six-membcr committee. I can imagine a situ-
ation where there would be three from the
Government and two from the Liberal Party.
and possibly one from the National Party. In
this situation with that committee being too
large. I would think four members would be
most suitable. It is not a new precedent by any
means:, other precedents of four have been
struck.

The committee has been proposed by the
Government. and like all other committees, the
Government has the right to chair it and the
right to expect to have some degree of majority

in it. I do not think there is anything more we
can add. It seems to be a fair compromise. Six
was a round figure;, three is an odd number;
four is a round figure. Ours is a reduction, as
was requested, So I do not see any reason why
four should not be adopted.

Amiendmentf on the Amiendunin
Accordingly, I move an amendment on the

amendment-
To delete the expression "3 members"

and substitute the expression -4 memn-
bers".

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth): The original amendment was to
delete the expression "6 members" and
substitute the expression -3 members", to
which Hon. H-. W. Gayfer has moved an
amendment so that the substitution will be "4
members".

PointI of Order
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: There are two amend-

ments, and I think to speed this up it would
probably be sensible if we put both of them in
succession because what is being discussed is
surely not an amendment to an amendment.
There is a prior amendment, which is my
amendment, and I do not think the Standing
Orders allow you, Sir, to accept another
amendent overtaking my amendment.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I am sorry. Mr
Lewis: that is exactly what I am doing. I am
putting Hon. H. W. Gayfer's amendment to
your amendment, and if it succeeds the
amendent will become -4 members" and then I
will put that amendment. The House might de-
cide, of course, not to accept the amendment;
but I intend to put the amendment on the
amendment.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Members have not yet
received that amendment. My amendment has
been circulated. We should deal with my
amendment first, and if that is defeated, then
Hon. H. W. Gayfer's amendment should be put.
That seems a simple way of doing it.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I am sorry, Mr
Lewis, we have our Standing Orders, and while
you are telling members what would happen if
it is defeated, if it is not defeated what would
happen? The Standing Orders lay down
the procedure quite adequately. You have
moved an amendment and Bon. H. W. Gayfer
has moved an amendment on the amendment.
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Hon. A. A. Lewis: We have not even got it
yet.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I have ac-
cepted it from the floor. If the member so de-
sires, it can be done formally, but I would think
members should be able to accept it without
the need for it to be circulated.

Hon. E. J1. Charlton: Four means one more
than three.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: The member ought to
know-. he has done the deal.

Debate Resumed
HON. G. E?. MASTERS (West-Leader of

the Opposition) 18.15 pm]: I listened with some
interest to the comments of Hon. Mick Gayfer
when he made the statement that a member.
ship of four will give the Government the ma-
jority it seeks, and then made comments about
the position of Chairman of the Select Com-
mittee. I do not believe the Liberal Opposition
would have any argument about who will chair
the committee, because the Government
moved for the Select Committee and it has
always been the practice in this House as I
recall it that the mover or the party that moved
for a Select Committee would chair that com-
mittee. So there really is no argument about the
chairmanship of the committee.

A member interjected.
Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: Well, there may be,

but so far as I am concerned there is no real
argument. The practice on Select Committees
in past years, and in Standing Order No. 338. is
that the Select Committee shall consist of three
members, unless the House otherwise decides.
That is what we are talking about now. The
Standing Orders have been put there for a good
purpose. Members have seen how a Select
Committee of four does not really work all the
time, and that three is a more reasonable num-
ber.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Why does not four
work?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It has not worked
with some contentious Select Committees. I
think Hon. Norman Moore was Chairman of a
Select Committee of four that really did not
work at all well because it became the Labor
Party against the two conservative members.

Hon. Mark Nevill: It was hardly contentious.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Yes; but in this case I

do agree with the Government that the com-
mittee be non-polit ical. It has a job to do and it
will report faithfully, regardless of political feel-

ings or party feelings in this particular matter
This charitable collections inquiry will be done
in a faithful way by a committee. There is no
reason at all to deviate from Standing Order
No. 338. A Select Committee of three would be
more appropriate and more in keeping with the
general operation in the past of this Legislative
Council. The Government seems a little para-
noid about having either four or six-a reason-
able number for Select Committees. There is no
real purpose, and one can understand the reason
for it. With other Select Committees in the past,
or the one of four t hat were re-appo inted by th is
House, it really was not effective.

Hon. Graham Edwards: We have had good
committees of four before. Hon. Phil Lockyer
chaired one.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Yes, but the member
knows the one I am talking about that was not
very good. I just point out, Mr Deputy Presi-
dent. that in this case we ought to stick to the
Standing Orders if we can. There is no purpose
in having four when three would do the job just
as well. I point out again I have no quarrel with
the chairmanship of the Select Committee be-
cause I think we should have a practice of
having Select Committees as far as possible of
odd numbers, as that leads to a better result.

I urge members to support the proposal put
forward by Hon. Sandy Lewis. It is a proper
course of action. We are not talking about a
highly political Select Committee. We are
talking about one that has a very difficult and
tough job to do.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: In talking to an
amendment on an amendment, you should be
if anything suggesting in your line of argument
that members vote against Hon. H. W. Gayfer's
amendment rather than Hon. A. A. Lewis'.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: As I understand the
position in the amendment on the amendment
that the Deputy President is about to put is put
and the House says yes, then the Select Com-
mittee will comprise four members. I am saying
it should not be four; it should be three. So I am
certainly not urging any support for Hon. H-. W.
Gayfer-far from it in this ease-and I am sure
he will understand the reason why. 1 urge mem-
bers to think carefully and to say no to the
amendment on the amendment and to agree to a
Select Committee of three. Members should be
sensible and follow the Standing Orders.

H-on. H. W. Gayfer: We had four on the
Aborigines committee and four on the fruit and
vegetables co m m ittee.
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Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Yes, and the Select
Committee on Aborigines was a farce. Let
members not bicker and argue about this
proposition. I say again that three ought to be a
reasonable sized Select Committee to carry out
this task quite adequately. Let members not
muck around by saying, "You have two so we
must have two", and that sort of rubbish in this
debate. because it is not necessary and the com-
mittee has a job to do.

Hon. Fred McKenzie-. It is fair.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is not fair.
HON. W. N. STRETCH (Lower Central)

[8.20 pm]: I think it ironical that a National
Party member, presumably with the same
thoughts as myself, should be trying to increase
the cost of running a Select Committee.

For God's sake, one member from each party
working on a problem which affects us all
should be able to come to a non-political de-
cision on this.

Three is set down in the Standing Orders and
three has served us well. I was on that Select
Committee of four which has come in for a fair
bit of stick tonight. It did have political over-
tones and it did get difficult. I think for sheer
cost alone, and at times when we are facing
constraints, and when the running of this
House is facing constraints, we should be able
to make a non-political decision on this issue.
Three is adequate. Three is a lot easier to man-
age for sheer logistics. Getting four people
together seems to be about twice as hard as
getting three people together. Playing politics
with this very simple issue is silly.

Six is ridiculous and four is unnecessary.
Three is set down in our red book and I see no
reason to depart from it. I implore the House to
reject the amendment to go to four, which is
absurd, and to settle for three. That number
has served us pretty well in the past and has
seen some good decisions brought down.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [8.21
pm]: It has been said on all sides that this is a
non-contentious issue and certainly the subject
matter of the committee is non-contentious. I
am reluctant 10 extend the debate or to intro-
duce any argumentative matter. but I do not
think I should allow some statements to pass
unchallenged.

In the first place there is nothing proposed by
Mr Gayfer that is outside our Standing Orders.
Standing Orders do not say that we should
have committees of three, they say that we
should have Standing Committees of three or

such other number as the House decides. We
are being invited by Mr Gayfer to decide
otherwise in this case.

The second point goes directly to the ques-
tion of numbers. I think I should state quite
Clearly the Government's position, which is
that on any matter, contentious or otherwise,
dealt with by a committee of this House, it is
improper and inappropriate that the Govern-
ment party, which is not only the party in
Government but also the largest party in this
House, should be left in a minority position.
We are not looking for a majority position in
supporting Mr Gayfer's proposal-, we are look-
ing to a situation where there are two Govern-
ment members and two non-Government
members. That is perfectly fair.

Without wanting to make an argument of a
third matter either, I simply state that I do not
accept the view advanced by Mr Masters that
the chairmanship of committees goes to the
party which sponsors the proposal for the com-
mittee. I think I caught Mr Williams interjec-
tion to the effect that Standing Orders provide
that the members of a committee shall them-
selves establish who the chairman should be.
That is precisely what both our practice and
our rules provide.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lo~wer Central) [8.24
pm]: Is it not amazing that the Labor Govern-
ment can come in here and move a motion
saying there should be six members of a com-
mittee and then decide to support a move for
four members? One wonders quietly whether a
deal has been done.

Mr Gayfer can laugh if he likes because he is
a two-job man. I have not noticed him on too
many Select Committees. In this place, apart
from Hon. John Williams and Hon. Vie Ferry,
I have had as much if not more experience on
Select Committees than other members.

Hon. E. J. Chariton: Did you enjoy them?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I did a job, and Hon. Fred
McKenzie will tell members that it was a
completely non-political job. I take it as an
insult that two parties can come here and talk
about members of the Legislative Council
having to do this or that. I have been fairly
independent of mind since I have been in this
place and when I have chaired any committee,

As I understand it. no Select Committee of
this place has yet been overseas. Perhaps Hon.
Mark Nevill can tell me of one that has been
overseas.

Hon. Mark Nevill: You tell me.
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Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The member was the
person who made the interjection.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: I can tell you of an
Honorary Royal Commission that went over-
seas.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: And that was established
by this Government and this Premier with
three people. Yet here we have heard the
Leader of the House talking about wanting four
members.

A Government member interjected.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: We worked damn hard

doing a job for this State. Furthermore, the
other day at the Zoo the Premier appropriately
announced the Government had agreed to go
along with one of our suggestions, which was
for the establishment of an interpretati on
centre at the Zoo. The Premier, unlike Mr
Nevill. was not wanting to carp or to be small.
He said it was a good idea and announced it as
a bicentennial project. Is that not a marvellous
indication of what this committee should be all
about?

I say to ihe Leader of the House that I would
have been quite happy to serve on a committee
of three. I certainly will not serve on a com-
mittee of any more, which should please him. If
I were leading the Liberal Party I would say.
"Keep your committee and put four Labor
members on it." The Government made the
mistake of appointing Hon. Roy Claughton to
do all this work years ago, but because he came
up with the wrong recommendations for the
Labor Party, the Government wants to politi-
cise this committee.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Quite wrong.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Mr Berinson has had his

chance to talk. He did not explain one thing& he
just read the motion.

Hon. Mark Nevill: Have you gone off the
interjections?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: One could not answer an
interjection like that, because one knows the
Minister does not know what he is talking
about. When can we trust the Leader of the
House? When has he honoured his word? He
has not honoured his word at all times, i n
answer to Hon. Beryl Jones. Members know he
has not honoured his word at all times.

Hon. Garry Kelly: When has he not?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Remember the WADC
Bill.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: And the 5GIO Bill.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I oppose the amendment.
The Government should appoint two National
Party people to the committee. Let Mr Gayfer
be one of them.

Hon. Mark Nevill: That is up to him.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He is proposing four

because he believes it will be for the betterment
of this House. If it is for the betterment of this
State. Mr Gayfer should serve on the com-
mittee, and perhaps Mr Chariton. Hon. Tom
McNeil knows what it is like to run a Select
Committee, and Hon. John Caldwell knows
what it is like to be on one.

Hon. Doug Wenn: What about a committee
of two?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is because the
Labor Party threw its dummy in the sand. The
Opposition consists of the National Party and
the Liberal Party. It is proposed that there be
two members from the National Party and two
members from the Labor Party and that would
enable the socialist parties to get together and
do their job. It is very easy.

Several members interjected.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Who is Joh? Let us not

talk about him. Most people are discussing him
at the moment. These People are followers of
Joh, are they not?

Several members interjected.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Ilam trying to speak over

the members in front of me.
Hon. Doug Wenn: I will have to get a towel

in a moment.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The member should

wrap it around his mouth.
Hon. Doug Wenn: I only need a bath towel;

you would need a beach towel.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: At least we do not throw

in the towel. We can at least run a footrace, and
a very good one.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth): Order! We will not have a minor
debate about a footrace.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Mr Deputy President,
these unruly interjections are upsetting me.

The Leader of the House moved a motion for
the establishment of a Select Committee and a
contra amendment was moved that we need
only half the number of members on the com-
mittee as was originally stated. One would have
thought that we would have had the same bal-
ance of members, but the leader in this place
wants to politicise all the charitable institutions
and the money paid out to those institutions.
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Hon. J. M. Berinson: You do not even tell a
good joke.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Leader of the House
is upset because I am telling the truth. The
Leader of the House wants to get himself off
the horns of a dilemma. He will not trust this
House to run a committee. HeI is shaking his
head so I take it that he does not trust this
House to run a committee.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Do you?
Hon. B. L. Jones: He is shaking his head in

disbelief.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Yes. Hon. Beryl Jones is

right. The Leader of the House is shaking his
head in disbelief of this House. It is all right for
the Labor Party to worm its way out and to try
to squ irm to get off t he hook i n whatever way i t
can.

Hon. B. L. Jones: We are not squirming.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I do not know why Hon.

B. L. Jones is interjecting. If she were not em-
barrassed she would not be interjecting. If Hon.
Beryl Jones had been on any decent Select
Committees she would know that in 99 per
cent of cases the committees were not run on
political lines.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Neither should this one
he. There is no reason that this committee
should be run on political lines.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The representation will
be two members each from the Labor Party
and the coalition so that it can be run on politi-
cal lines. There is no other reason for this than
the desire of the Government to have half the
vote so it can do what it likes with the com-
mittee. The Leader of the House does not trust
this House to set up a committee.

Hon. W. N. Stretch: He does not even trust
the backbench.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: We have seen that the
Labor Party has been in trouble lately.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: And the polls show it.
The Government is down the gurgler and I
suggest that its members enjoy their white cars
for the next couple of months.

I-in. A. A. LEWIS: It is very interesting that
the Labor Panty wants to change its mind and
have not six members, but four members on a
committee. The National Party has brought
forward an amendment because it thinks it is
the right thing to do.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: I do not know. You are
disagreeing with us that four members is too
many.

F-In. A. A. LEWIS: Hon. H. W. Gayfer is
dead right-he does not know and that is the
problem.

Hon. E. J. Charlton: It must be boring to be
infallible all the time.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Hon. E. J. Charlton
thinks he is infallible.

Hon. E. J1. Charlton: Thank you; take a bow.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I will take all the bows

that members like me to take.
The National Party used to represent the

country, but now it apparently represents
everyone because Mr James McDonald tells us
that it does.

Hon. B. L. Jones: There is a split in the co-
alition, isn't there?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: What coalition?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The

member will speak to his amendment.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Deputy President

should not let me be so viciously attacked. It is
not my amendment-my amendment was the
previous one.

The National Party has a right to ask for four
representatives on the committee, If the
Government were dinkumn and wanted an
answer about charities and where the money
was spent it would propose a committee of
three members because all people are affected
by the disbursement of charitable funds. No-
one has a right, in any shape or form, to say on
what charitable purposes the public's money
should be spent. Unfortunately, my friends in
the National Party say that this is the way the
committee should go. I do not believe that.

A decent committee consisting of Hon. Tom
McNeil and Hon. Fred McKenzie as chairman,
and myself, would come in with a result in
super quick time. The result would be based on
evidence given to the committee and it would
not be based on politics.

This House is losing its sense of direction by
playing around with additional numbers for
committees just because one party has 15 or 16
members and another has 13.

N-on. G. E. Masters: The numbers are 16
versus 18.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is Mr Masters'
opinion, I do not know who has the I8.

Hon. E. J. Charlton: Go back to sleep.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I do not know who has

18 members and the Leader of the Opposition
is using the same silly argument as the Leader
of the House uses. There is a disagreement be-
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cause the Leader of the Opposition, like the
Leader of the House, has never sat on a Select
Committee.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: He wants to slip out for a
cup of tea.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He had better take two
cups of tea.

I believe this decision is one that will follow
all the members in this House for many years
to come. Let us look at the situation after the
next election when the Liberal Party has I8
members in this House. the Labor Party has 14
members and the National Party has one, two
or three members. The Liberal Party has
governed in its own right in this place and it
will again because the Labor Party is not, on
today's polls, doing very well.

I would vehemently oppose two members
from the Liberal Party, one member from the
National Party and one member from the
Labor Party on the Select Committee just as
much as I oppose the proposal before the
House. My colleagues in the Liberal Party
know damn well I would, and that is what
worries them. Has it not happened in the past?

Hon. G. E. Masters: On most occasions.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The National Party has

been given its fair share and the Labor Party
has been given its fair share. They look at Hon.
Fred McKenzie, a nice man, and say -Mr
McKenzie, remember the committees we have
been on, remember all the politics played?"
There was no politics played, absolutely none.
Hon. Fred McKenzie wags his head and says.
"Of course there was none, because we were
operating as a committee of this Legislative
Council and we would not let polities take
over."

I have spoken to a few people in this House
who have been on Select Committees. I asked
them how many committees they have been on
and how many of them have played politics.
Only one member said he had played politics. I
believe it is our job to use the resources of this
Council properly.

Hon. Tom Helm: Keep politics out of Parlia-
ment!

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Of course, the ALP
would like us to do that because it is in such a
bad way. The ALP is going down the gurgler so
fast that it does not matter.

Hon. Doug Wenn: Wind up.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I will wind up in my own

time. This House will be better served by
having a committee of three members and not

four. I believe that the Government ought to be
big enough to talk to the people who have been
on committees. It Will find those people were
not very happy-in fact, very unhappy. We
have had changes of chairmanship. We might
have one chairman one week and another
chairman the following week.

Hon. Mark Nevill: It worked quite well.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: It did, It took years to get
any results. I thought the Government wanted
to get results and yet the Attorney General
agrees with me and nods his head. I thought he
was nodding his head in agreement but he may
be asleep.

There is only one way a committee can go in
this House and that is by having three mem-
bers. Unfortunately, I have to oppose Hon.
H. W. Gayfer's amendment in respect of four
members because I do not believe it will work.
I asked the Attorney General, when I first took
up this argument, whether he was dinkumn and
whether he wanted an answer because I think
we can get it fairly and reasonably quickly in
about 12 months. I will be amazed if a com-
mittee of four members has any concrete re-
suits in two years because it will be politicised
from the start. I think we should stick to the
suggestions of our founding fathers and go for a
committee of three members.

Amendment on the amendment put and a
division taken with the following result-

Hon. J. M. Berinson
Hon. J. N. Caldwell
Hon. D. K. Dans
Hon. Graham

Edwards
Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. John Halden
Hon. Kay Hallahan
Hon. Tom Helm

Hon. C. J. Bell
Hon. Miax Evans
Hon. V.1J. Ferry
Hon. A. A . Lewis
Hon. P. H. Lockyer

Ayes
Hon. Tom Stephens
Hon. Tom Butler
Hon. J. M. Brown

Ayes 16
Hon. Robert Hetherington
Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. B. L. Jones
Hon. Tom McNeil
Hon. Mark Nevill
Hon. S. M. Piantadosi
Hon. Doug Wenn
Hon. Fred McKenzie

Noes 10
Hon. G. E. Masters
Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. John Williams
Hon. Margaret McAleer

(Telln)

Pairs
Noes

Hon. Neil Oliver
Hon. N. F. Moore
Hon. E. J. Charlton

Amendment on the amendment thus passed.

Amendment, as amended, put and passed.
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Motion. as A mended
Question (motion, as amended) put and a

division taken with the following result-
Ayes 16

Hon. 1. M. Berinson
Hon. J. N. Caldwell
Hon. D. K. Dans
Hon. Graham

Edwards
Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. John Halden
Hon. Kay Hallahan
Hon. Tom Helm

Hon. C. J. Bell
Hon. Max Evans
Hon. V. J. Ferry
Hon. A. A. Lewis
Hon. P. H. Lockycr

Ayes
Hon. Tom Stephens
Hon. T. 0. Butler
Hon. J. M. Brown

Hon. Robert H'etherington
Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. B. L. Jones
Hon. Tom Mcecit
Hon. Mark Nevill
Hon. S. M. Piantadosi
Hon. Doug Wenn
Hon. Fred McKenzie

(Teller)

Noes 10
Hon. G. E. Masters
Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. W. N. Stretch
Hon. John Williams
Hon. Margaret McAleer

ffdkr)
Pairs

Noes
Hon. Neil Oliver
H-In. N. F. Moore
Hon. E. J_ Charlton

Question thus passed.

Members hip
On motion by Hon. J. M. Berinson (Leader

of the House), resolved-
That H-on. 8. L. Jones, Hon. Tom

McNeil, H-on. Doug Wenn and Hon. John
Williams be appointed members of the
Select Committee.

Quoru-im
On motion by Hon. G. E. Masters (Leader of

the Opposition). resolved-
That the quorum of the Select Com-

mittee be threc members.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON
DELEGATED LEGISLATION

Appointment: Mlotion
Debate resumed from I April.
HON. V. J. FERRY (South West) [8.56 pm]:

This motion is somewhat historic. It will be
recalled that last year the Government brought
in a Bill to repeal legislation dealing with the
Legislative Review and Advisory Committee.
Members objected to the Bill being proceeded
with until the Government had provided an
alternative to take its place. The Government
acceded to the opinion of this House that the
repeal Bill should not be proceeded with and
deferred the measure until it was reinstated on
the Notice Paper at the start of the session.
Almost at the same time it produced this mo-

tion to set up a Standing Committee of mem-
bers of both Houses of this Parliament to re-
view delegated legislation.

I am personally exceedingly disappointed
that the Government has not seen fit to take on
board the very considered recommendations of
a Select Committee of the Legislative Council
presented to this House in September I1985 and
contained in a report of the Select Committee
on the committee system of the Legislative
Council.

A Select Committee of this House compris-
ing four members deliberated for a very long
time and took evidence in some other States of
the Commonwealth. it studied the effect of
committee systems in other Parliaments of the
world.

To further my knowledge of parliamentary
systems I took the opportunity when visiting
the United States to spend two days in
Washington DC to acquaint myself ever so
briefly with the United States Senate system. I
also proceeded to the United Kingdom and sat
in on some work undertaken by committees of
the British Parliament.

From viewing the operations both in
Washington and London it came to my atten-
tion that a number of the proceedings there
would not be to the best advantage of our
Chamber here. Nevertheless it was very useful
to be able to compare what is done in other
Parliaments. It was interesting for the com-
mittee to compare what is done in some
Australian Parliaments, especially the
Australian Senate in Canberra. and to return
and compile a report on what, in the opinion of
members of the committee, would best suit the
operations in this Chamber.

Having in a completely non-political way
come up with a very detailed and quite techni-
cal report. it is disappointing that the Govern-
ment has not followed the guidelines set down
and recommended by that committee. It has in
its place proposed the motion before the House
to set up a committee comprising four mem-
bers from each House of this Parliament.

In his second reading speech the Minister
said it was proposed that the needs of the com-
mittee be met out of the Council's existing re-
sources. That statement causes me a great deal
of concern.

It is well known that the funding for the run-
ning of the Legislative Council is not bountiful.
The financial restrictions are well known to
honourable members, and I would have
thought that in the setting up of a committee of
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this nature the Government would make some
special provision for the cost of allowing the
operation of the committee to be proceeded
with.

I want to refer to my experience by stating
what happens in other Parliaments, and I am
sure the honourable members of the Select
Committee to which I earlier referred would
concur with my remarks when 1 say that not
only is the strength of any Standing Committee
of a Parliament dependent upon the goodwill
and capacity of the members serving on that
committee, but also, in order to be far more
effective and efficient, it needs adequate ser-
vices and facilities. Need I say it needs ad-
equate buildings or rooms within the precincts
of Parliament House, for preference, for obvi-
ous reasons-one of which is easy access for
members when the committee is sitting. It
needs professional advice from time to time;
certainly it needs-and this committee will
need-qualified legal advice because many of
the matters to be considered will be of a legal
nature.

The best example in Australia is that of the
Australian Senate in Canberra, which has been
blessed over the years with having the benefit
of very competent legal advice for what I con-
sider to be a very low sum of money. The Sen-
ate committee system has been very fortunate
in obtaining the services of very competent
legal advisers from time to time for a very low
reward in monetary terms. I admire the legal
counsel who have made themselves available in
a very dedicated way to assist the committee to
work for the Senate. Similarly, in this State I
believe that in order for this committee as
proposed to be effective we need to have an
independent legal adviser from time to time, be
it in the first instance on a pant-time basis. In
his second reading speech the Minister also
said-

Both the Clerk and the Deputy Clerk of
the Council have legal qualifications and
the Clerk assures me that it is within the
capacity of the Council's officers to serve
the committee.

I do not disagree with that at- all, because l
support the thought that both these officers are
well qualified to assist the committee, and to
serve the Parliament. Be that as it may, the
importance of the work of the committee, and
the importance of the work and running of the
Parliament itself, are such that it will mean
there will be occasions when the Clerk and the
Deputy Clerk will be under tremendous press-

ure to carry out the normal duties of the con-
duct of the Legislative Council. We all know
there are pressure points throughout any calen-
dar year when the Parliament is sitting, and not
only will the Clerks be under enormous press-
ure to handle the customary work associated
with the Legislative Council but also, if they
have to give attention to the proposed com-
mittee as well, I suggest there will be a conflict
of interest from time to time;, that is, a conflict
of interest relating to the workload. That will
detract from the work not only of the com-
mittee but also within the Parliament. I do not
say that in any derogatory fashion whatsoever
to the Clerks, but I am stating a principle in
this regard. I support the thought that there
needs to be an independent legal adviser to
help back up the Standing Committee.

I am aware that the existing Standing Comn-
mittee of this House-the Standing Committee
on Government Agencies-does have the ser-
vices of a qualified legal member of our staff,
and it may be that arrangements will be made,
if there is time and capacity in his duties, for
that person to assist this committee. If that is
not the case I would urge that suitable arrange-
ments be made for another qualified legal ad-
viser to assist with this work on a pan-time
basis.

I Will refer extensively to the report made to
the Legislative Council on a committee system
because it contains some very pertinent points.
My first comment relates to part V on page 2 of
the report, paragraph I of which states-

1. the Delegated Legislation and Finance
Committee comprising 8 members be
charged with:
(a) consideration of any regulation

subject to disallowance under s.
42 of the Interpretation Act 1984;

(b) consideration of subsidiary legis-
lation within the meaning of the
Interpretation Act 1984;,

{c) examination of the Annual Esti-
mates of Expenditure including
any Supplementary Estimates.

I refer to this paragraph because it will illus-
trate to the House and remind members that
this report did recommend a committee to
examine not only delegated legislation but also
finance. Obviously the proposal before the
House at the moment for a Joint Standing
Commi!t-c to look at subordinate legislation is
doing that and nothing else; therefore we will
not have the benefit of a Standing Committee
looking at financial matters. We will not have
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the benefit of a cornmittee examining any other
estimates of expenditure, including any sup-
plementary estimates. Therefore the proposed
committee is falling short of what I believe
would be a more appropriate service to this
Parliament and to the people.

I now turn to page 3 of the report, and to
paragraph 6 which reads-

6. in its consideration of the Annual Es-
timates. the Committee be
empowered to consult with the Audi-
tor General either generally or in re-
lation to a particular matter.

Under the proposal before the House, that sort
of consideration is not spelt out, and that is
another deficiency.

Paragraph I of part V II on page 3 states-
each committee be enabled to elect its
chairperson.

That is a particularly important provision, and
I will say more about that a little later on. On
page 4, paragraph 4 of part VII says-

each standing committee be required to
elect a deputy chairperson.

Paragraph I of part VIII states-
each standing committee have power to
appoint subcommittees.

These three provisions are exceedingly import-
ant because this proposal is one to serve the
Parliament of Western Australia. not the
Government of Western Australia. It will be a
parliamentary Standing Committee, and there-
fore the members of this Parliament should
have the right and privilege to elect members of
their own free will to the committee, and in the
normal custom of this House that committee
should elect its chairman and deputy chairman.
Those appointments should be made in the
normal manner which we have come to ap-
preciate over the years.

The Governmenti's proposal is something
quite different, and I have placed some amend-
ments on the Notice Paper which will be at
variance with the Government's intention. I
hope my amendments will bring the proceed-
i ngs. back to what has up t ill now been standard
practice in this Parliament. ]I is terribly im-
portant that members be appointed to the com-
mittee by members of each Chamber as mem-
bers of Parliament. and not as appointees. Sec-
ondly, once appointed to the committee. they

should meet and appoint their own chairman
and deputy chairman. This committee should
serve the Parliament and not the Government,
and I do not mean the particular Governiment
which is now in power, but any Government.

I want to refer particularly to the Victorian
system. The Victorian Parliament has a joint
committee of members of both Houses to look
at a number of matters. It was clearly pointed
out to members of our Select Committee when
we were in Victoria examining its system that
the nature and structure of the Victorian
committee lent itself to its being leaned upon
by the Government of the day to took at mat-
ters which the Government wanted
investigated, rather than the Parliament refer-
ring matters to the committee which the Parlia-
ment considered of prime importance. That is
the big difference. I do not believe this Stand-
ing Committee, which will work under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council, as
proposed by the Government, should run the
risk of being dictated to by any Government of
the day. It should be set up by the Parliament
and be responsible to the Parliament itself, and
do its work accordingly. That is the strength of
the committee system. I have given notice of
amendments to try to make some change.

I refer to page 4 of the report, part X which
states-

I . a clerk (secretary) be appointed for
each committee.

2. advisory and research staff be made
available to each committee as oc-
casion demands.

3. regard be had to the advantages of en-
gaging outside consultants where the
nature of the inquiry would not sup-
port the employment of additional
staff or is better dealt with by retain-
ing expertise ad hoc.

On page 5, paragraphs 4 and 5 state-
4. current practice regarding the employ-

menit of administrative and pro-
fessional staff be confirmed and
continued.

5. suitable committee rooms and related
offices be provided within a reason-
able distance of Parliament House
should such accommodation not be
available therein.

Paragraph 7 provides that detailed consider-
ation should be given to the provision of ad-
equate reporting facilities for all committees.
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I relate those provisions to the business be-
fore the House. I mentioned before that it is
terribly important that any committee system
of the Parliament must be serviced with ad-
equate rooms, and certainly a building in close
proximity to Parliament House itself. It saves a
lot of time and gives ease of access not only for
members, but also for staff and possible
witnesses.

The question of advisory and research staff
certainly needs to be looked at. I mentioned
earlier the need for a legal adviser or consult-
ant. and I draw the House's attention again to a
comment in this report on the advantages of
engaging outside consultants from time to time
when their expertise is needed. All these things
mean some certain cost is involved, and I again
voice my disappointment that the Government
has not seen fit to make an appropriate allo-
cation for this work rather than to have it come
out of normal revenue available to the Legislat-
ive Council. I hope that in the future the
Government. whichever it may be. will correct
this problem and give any committee of this
Parliament the wherewithal to do the job for
which it is set up.

Part XIII of the report states-

1, the Council maintain a system of
standing committees independently of~
the Legislative Assembly in relation to
all matters pertaining to its legislative
and investigative functions.

It is a very strong finding of the Select Com-
mittee that the Legislative Council has a role to
play as a House which is different in some
respects from the Legislative Assembly. This
House. in keeping with other upper Houses in
our Westminster system, has a special role to
play in being different. If there is little differ-
ence between the Houses, there is no point in
having two Houses, and one gets perhaps to the
Queensland situation. Many members would
prefer that not to happen in Western Australia.
The public supports the two-House system.
There need to be checks and balances in the
community: and they can be provided by the
Legislative Council. as it has done over the
years it has been in existence. It is quite
understandable, therefore, that the Select Com-
mittee's report contains such a strong ex-
pression that the Legislative Council should
maintain a system of Standing Committees in-
dependent of the Legislative Assembly. It is
done for a very good reason. I commend that
very seriously to members for consideration.

On page 8 of the report under "Ancillary
Recommendations" paragraph 3 states-

That no appointment or re-appointment
be made to the membership of the Legis-
lative Review and Advisory Committee
and that the act constituting the Com-
mittee be repealed following the expiration
of the terms of the current members.

That repealing legislation is now before the
House: it was delayed from last year. Paragraph
4 states-

That meantime, the Legislative Review
and Advisory Committee and the
Delegated Legislation and Finance Com-
mittee establish a liaison in relation to
delegated legislation.

The members of the Select Committee
deliberately put in that paragraph to indicate
there was need for a smooth transitional period
when the Legislative Review and Advisory
Committee ceases its work and the proposed
new Standing Committee of this House takes
over. Of course the Government does not pro-
pose that this House should have the Standing
Committee in its own right. It proposes a
Standing Committee of members from both
Houses-a joint committee-but the same rule
still applies. There needs to be a transitional
period and liaison between the old and new
committees. I believe that will happen. It has
been suggested to me the motion before the
House should contain specific reference to the
transitional period. I can see the wisdom of
that, but I have sufficient faith in the goodwill
of the members of the committee which is to be
superseded to believe they will cooperate with
the new Standing Committee, if and when it is
passed and set up by this Parliament under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council, so
that a smooth transition will occur.

I think there is sufficient goodwill for that to
happen and I would be very surprised if there
were any impediments in that regard. Page I of
the report is headed *Committee on a com-
mittee system". Paragraph 1.3 states-

In assessing the worth of any proposal it
is instructive to observe, preferably at First
hand, the operations of systems already in
existence and to try and adapt, where poss-
ible, features that are attractive, and to
avoid those which have created problems
or that would be unsuited to a Western
Australian environment.

That is exactly what members of a Select Com-
mittee of this House endeavoured to do. I
mentioned earlier that members examined
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systems in other Parliaments, not only in
Australia, but also of some other Parliaments
of the world, and a report was tailored to meet
what was believed to be a suitable system for
the House. bearing in mind that there are 34
members in this House and that their elector-
ates are provinces which cover very large land
masses. Members representing electorates away
from metropolitan Perth have physical prob-
lems in travelling to attend commitiee meet-
ings and in doing their normal parliamentary
work.

I refer again to the fact that any system
should avoid pitfalls and problems that have
been noticed elsewhere and we should avoid
those that would be unsuited to our circum-
stances. Those comments still apply to the
committee being considered by the House.

Paragraph 1.4 on the same page of the report
states in part-

Role of Council as second chamber-in
our interim report we said: ". .. the
preservation of the bicameral system
ties in defining with same precision
the functions a second chamber may
usefully perform without being seen as
a threat to the government of the day.
..- Your committee accepts the
constitutional role of an upper house
as being one of revision and investi-
gation. .. .

Here again, this Chamber has a role to play as
upper Houses do. It is one of revision to a large
extent and of investigation to a further extent.
Again I find it disappointing that that role has
not been given exclusively to the Legislative
Council to perform, rather than having a joint
House Committee. That role is watered down
as far as review conditions are concerned. I do
not believe the committee will be quite as ef-
ficient as it might otherwise be-, only time will
tell.

Paragraph 2.2 on page 2 states-
We note that it is proposed that the

Committee exists "until otherwise
ordered". Because the council is not sub-
ject to dissolut ion-

it is important that members note that-
-it follows that any committee survives a
dissolution of the Assembly. The continu-
ing existence of a committee should not be
confused with its incapacity to meet and
transact business following prorogation or
dissolution in the absence of statutory
a uthorisat ion.

That is a very important point. This House,
because of its structure, cannot be dissolved in
the same way as the Legislative Assembly can
be dissolved prior to an election. That is
another good reason for a Standing Committee
system of this House fitting more comfortably
into the way Parliament is run. Notwithstand-
ing that, I believe that we have to ensure that
the proposed Standing Committee should not
be inhibited in any way, shape or form from
prorogation of Parliament. That is something
that we need to give attention to.

Paragraph 3.2,12 on page 5 states-

Effects of Prorogation-As to the second
matter, a prorogation of Parliament has
the effect of quashing all business in either
House. Bills lapse and must be restored in
the next session if they are to proceed.
Although little or no inconvenience is
caused by a prorogation at the present
time, its effects on the operations of a com-
mittee reviewing proposed laws would be
drastic, A committee may exist for the life
Of a Parliament, or until otherwise
ordered, but little point is served if the
committee is barred from conducting busi-
ness for some months in each year by
reason of prorogation.

I believe that is a very strong feature to bear in
mind. The work of the Standing Committee of
a Parliament should not be stifled in any way.
It should be available for its work throughout
any calendar year, and it should not be inter-
rupted if it desires to meet at any time to do its
work on behalf of the people of this State. That
is another good reason for a committee of this
nature belonging to this House rather than be-
ing a joint committee. 1 will teave that for other
members to comment on at a later time.

Paragraphs 5.1.2 and 5.1.3 on page 9 which
deal with the Delegated Legislation and
Finance Committee state-

5.1.2-We are firmly of the view that the
Legislative Review and Advisory
Comm ittee's functions are properly
those of the Legislative Council
exercised per medium of a standing
committee, particularly when it is
considered that the House has the
power of disallowance. Without
wishing to interfere with the rights
of members to move a motion for
disallowance, we would prefer to
see a situation develop wherein
motions for disallowance flow from
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the standing committee's consider-
ation of regulations and its
recoinmendat ions.

5.1.3-Your committee, in formulating its
recommendations as to the scru-
tiny of delegated legislation, has
been influenced by the experi.ence
of the Senate's Regulations and Or-
dinances Committee which has
amassed an impressive and well-
deserved reputation since its incep-
tion in 1932. That committee has
undoubledly caused successive fied-
eral governments to exercise cau-
tion in the construction and effects
of subordinate legislation. Evi-
dence given to your committee
suggests that the work of this com-
mittee has now reached the stage
where federal government depart-
ments and agencies pay close atten-
tion to the committee's pronounce-
ments and try to meet its
expectations at the drafting stage.

Again those paragraphs are very important.
The work of the Senate's Regulations and Ordi-
nances Committee has been extremely success-
ful. It has been operating since 1932 and it has
affected all Governments of all persuasions.
One of the great strengths of its work, as stated in
the report, is that Government departments,
agencies, and other authorities involved in the
promulgation of legislation are mindful of the
work that this Standing Committee of the Sen-
ate has done. One of the great strengths of the
committee is that departments and other
authorities know of its existence and know that
their regulations will be scrutinised and placed
under public examination. That must make for
tidlier legislation at that level.

I heard it said, and I think the Minister may
have said it as well, that the value of the com-
mittee system may be gauged by the number of
items that it has drawn to the attention of the
authorities, or perhaps set in train some disal-
lowance mechanism. I do not believe that is the
full strength of it. Its strength is the influence of
the Standing Committee on the formulation of
regulations to make sure that as far as possible
they are reasonable before being promulgated
or before they go too far down the track in the
public arena. It is that sort of watchfulness
which I believe to be the great strength of the
committee system rather than the straight-out
statistical figures, of the number of disallow-
ances which may occur.

(21)

I refer to the annual report of the Legislative
Review and Advisory Committee of this State,
which is about to be terminated through the
repeal of the Act when this House and this
Parliament eventually deal with the Bill. I refer
to the 1985 annual report as follows-

The Committee notes that in His Excel-
lency the Governor's speech at the opening
of the Third Session of the 31st Parliament
on the 151h August 1985 the introduction
by the Government of legislation which
would embody some provisions similar to
those contained in the Victorian bill was
foreshadowed. It was said:

-that] existing regulations which can-
not be justified will be revoked and all
new regulations will have a maximum
life of ten years. An office of Regulat-
ory Review will be established to
examine all existing regulations for
their economic impact with the first
priority for review and repeal being
given to those which affect the busi-
ness community."

A Bill has not yet been introduced.
In 1985 this Government. through the
Governor's Speech, announced it was consider-
ing setting up that office of regulatory review to
examine the impact of supportive regulations.
That has not happened. It is worth noting that
the committee made that comment in that re-
port in 1985.

There are many features one could talk about
in regard to this, and I do not propose to speak
for very much longer. I point out that it is very
difficult for the general public to follow the
promulgation of regulations. I want to give one
or two examples of how difficult it is. Not all
regulations can be purchased from the Govern-
menit's publications shop. For example, the
SEC regulations are available from the SEC at a
cost of $36. No copy is available for the public
to view at the SEC office. The medical regu-
lations are another publication which have to
be purchased from the regulating body.

I have been told copies of regulations could
be inspected at the State Library. That is a
fairly cumbersome way of doing it. If one refers
to the Education Act, which I believe was last
consolidated on 19 March 197 1, one must first
locate the Government Gazette of that date.
Then, checking on table four of the 1985 lIndex
of Statutes of WA, the by-laws, regulations.
rules and so on, one finds I0 pages of amend-
ments. Between 550 and 600 Government Ga-
zettes and entries have to be checked. This is an
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enormous task, so anyone interesting himself in
checking regulations faces an almost imposs-
ible task. Members could refer to many other
examples, but this gives some idea of the mag-
nitude of the task.

Another point which I would like this
proposed committee of the Parliament to con-
sider is for those departments, authorities, or
agencies recommending regulations to be
pmomulgated to make their working papers and
notes available to the Standing Committee.
This would assist the members of that com-
mittee to get background thinking of why cer-
lain regulations are being proposed.

That would save a lot of time and make for
more efficiency. I hope that system will be
implemented. If the Standing Committee
chose-and I am sure it will from time to
time-to seek the advice or evidence of rep-
resentatives from departments, agencies, or
authorities regarding why certain regulations
are framed in a certain way, that information
will be dragged out of the witness anyway, so it
would not be a secret. I see no inhibiting factor
to prevent these background notes being made
available to members of the Standing Com-
mittee in the first instance. It would speed up
the proceedings and make them far more ef-
ficient for everyone concerned.

Here again such a system would keep the
various departments and authorities on their
toes, knowing that the committee is likely to
call for explanations for these measures. They
will be far more prudent and vigilant over the
methods they employ.

I seek some guidance on the format at this
stage. I have issued a number of amendments
to honourable members.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth): As the member is allowed to
speak only once in the body of the debate, I
suggest he move that the amendments be taken
as read and we handle each clause separately.
He can speak to each clause.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: Thank you Sir. I draw
the attention of honourable members to the
amendments to clauses 1. 2. 3,4 and 6 standing
in my name.

As the Deputy President has indicated, mem-
bers should take these as read and we will deal
with them from the Chair.

I seek further guidance. Do you wish me, Sir.
to speak to the amendments now or at a later
stage?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: You can move
amendment No. I and deal with it in that way.

Amendment to Mfotion

Hon. V. J. FERRY: I move an amendment-
Clause I

To delete all the
"Legislative Council".

words after

I seek further guidance. Do I need to seek leave
to speak at a further time regarding these
amendments?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: As we are de-
bating a motion, the difficulty is that the House
will not be going into Committee, as it would
with a Bill, so everything must be conducted
fmom the presiding Chair. Mr Ferry would like
to speak to all the amendments but can speak
only once to a motion and once if all amend-
ments are put at one time. If each amendment
is put sepatately I can debate them separately,
or if members would prefer separate debates.
we can put one amendment and speak to that.
The Leader of the Opposition or any other
member can speak to it. When everyone in the
House has completed speaking to the first
amendment, that clause can be voted on and
we can follow with the next.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: The effect of my amend-
ment is to delete the provision whereby two
members appointed to the Standing Com-
mittee shall be appointed by the Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition in writing
addressed to the Speaker of the Legislative As-
sembly. It also deletes the provision that two
shall be appointed by the Leader of the
Government in the Legislative Council and the
Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative
Council by writing addressed to the President.

I referred earlier to the concept which I be-
lieved to be right and proper, that both Houses
of Parliament should elect members to this
committee rather than their being appointed by
the Leader of the Government or Leader of the
Opposition. It is Parliament's prerogative to
elect members to this committee, and therefore
it becomes a parliamentary committee. If
members are appointed by the Premier or the
Leader of the Government in this House, or the
Leaders of the Opposition in both Houses, then
it is an appointed committee, not elected at all,
and that is not appropriate of a Standing Com-
mittee of this Parliament.

I am strongly of the view that if four mem-
bers are to be appointed by each House. they
should be elected by the members of each
House, and then from that number of eight, a
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chairman and deputy chairman could be
elected from their own kind. If any particular
political party has strong views as 10 who
should be chairman or deputy chairman or who
should be appointed to that committee, it is up
to the party in either House to nominate the
members it desires to serve on that commi .ttee.
In fact, the Premier or Leader of the Oppo-
sition, or whoever might be holding those par-
ticular offices. can in fact ensure that those
nominations are put forward. I do not see any-
thing wrong with that. I do not think it should
be specifically mentioned here that they should
be appointed in that strict sense. In effect the
end result may be the same. It should not be
specifically spelt out in that way. That is the
reason behind the amendment I propose. At
this stage I will resume my seat and then at a
later stage endeavour to move the amendments
to the other clauses, hopefully without
prejudicing my right to speak to them.

The PRESIDENT: I understand the Deputy
President ruled in my absence that the motion
be dealt with, and that the amendments
proposed by Hon. V. J. Fcrry in particular be
dealt with one by one. Therefore it automati-
cally follows that Hon. V. J. Ferry will be per-
mitted to deal with each clause separately and
speak on each of them, subsequent to the mov-
ing of them. I take it the House agrees with that
proposition, and therefore I now put the ques-
tion.

HON. J. M'. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [9.45
pm]: Because an amendment has been moved
to clause I only, I intend to restrict my com-
ments to this clause, but it will be necessary, if
only in passing, to refer to some wider ques-
tions which were covered by the honourable
member's address on the motion as a whole.
Hon. Vic Ferry will not be surprised if I say
that I disagree with a number of his comments
in some detail. On the other hand. I certainly
agree with the distinction he drew as to the
desirability of having these committees to serve
the function of a parliamentary committee
rather than something in the nature of a
Government committee.

The purpose here is to secure a widely rep-
resentative and well balanced parliamentary
committee to serve the purposes of the Parlia-
ment. This is particularly necessary in respect
of delegated legislation, where each House of
the Parliament has specific duties for review,
and, where considered necessary, disallowance.
That is not, however, a reason for moving from

the terms of the motion itself. The motion says
that the members of this committee should be
appointed in a certain way-that is. by
nomination of the respective party leaders in
each House. Hon. V. J. Ferry says they should
not be appointed; they should be elected. Not
only this amendment but also a number of
amendments to follow are really directed to
that one narrow question. Should members be
appointed on the nomination of their party
leaders, or should they be elected in some more
open sense?

Hon. V. J. Ferry was very fair on this, and
towards the end of his comments he said that
maybe the end result would be the same.
Nothing is more certain than that the result
would be the same. If that is right, then one
comes to the situation that what is really
involved in this proposed amendment to
clause I is a matter of form and not substance
at all. There is a very easy test of this
proposition, which is to ask when was the last
time this House or the Legislative Assembly
required a ballot for the appointment of mem-
bers of Select or Standing Committees? It has
never been done in this House in my experi-
ence, and in checking with members of much
longer standing in the Parliament, it has not
been done in their experience either.

So it is not as though we are moving from an
open selection process to a nomination process.
What we are moving to is an express recog-
nition or what actually happens. That is, that
all our Select and Standing Committees are
appointed on the nomination of the respective
parties. In substance there is nothing in the
motion, as originally moved, to depart from
that. The question might well be asked. "Well,
if that is the case, why not just continue with
the traditional process on the assumption that
the result will in fact be the same?"

There is something different about this com-
mittee which supports the view'that a modified
situation for its appointment should be ac-
cepted. That is reflected in the Government's
attempt to secure a proper balance on this com-
mittee in all ways. There is an attempt here to
ensure there is a proper balance between the
Legislative Council and the Legislative As-
sembly. That is achieved by equal numbers.
There is an attempt to ensure that there should
be a proper balance between the respective par-
ties in each of the Houses. There is-and I do
not depart from the effect of this-the view
adopted in the motion that a member of the
Government or a member nominated by the
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Government should bc the chairman of the
committee but the position of deputy chairman
should be left open.

The reason why this committee is different is
perhaps to be found in a comment in one of
Hon. Vie Ferry's arguments about the special
nature of the Legislative Council. By that com-
ment I take him to be referring to the view that
has it that this House is a House of Review. I
will not now enter into the various arguments
that could be mounted in respect of that
proposition. I restrict myself to this aspect of it:
Thai to the extent that the term. "House of
Review" is applied to the Legislative Council,
that is invariably directed at the role of the
Council in reviewing the decisions of the other
House. When one comes to delegated legis-
lation, the position is different because here we
have a role which does not take the form of
reviewing what the Assembly does. What we
have here is the exercise of a role which the
Assembly and the Council have to perform
concurrently. Regulations have been
promulgated. there is a limited time for disal-
lowance in each House and any one House can
disallow. It is not a situation where one needs
either the agreement or the disagreement of
both Houses and it is not a question of the
Council reviewing what the Assembly does. If
the Assembly. for example, disallows a regu-
lation. the Council cannot reverse that decision
and the same applies were the Council to disal-
low sonic regulations.

So the position of a committee reviewing
delegated legislation is quite distinct and I add
only in passing that this also is the answer to
Hon. Vie Ferry's preference for a committee of
the Council only rather than a j oint House
Committee. The nature of the work is different
from the norm and to the extent t hat we are
dealing with a review of decisions. it is a review
which both Houses are called on to make inde-
pendently. I have moved slightly beyond the
terms of Hon. Vie Ferry's amendment because
the general principle I have tried to explain
really relates to his whole approach to the mo-
tion and will avoid the need for me to go into
detail on later amendments, as Hon. Vie Ferry
subsequently moves them.

In short, the argument from the Govern-
ment's point of view is that the motion , as
drafted, should stand and that there is no derel-
iction from any of the rights or powers of the
Council or of the Parliament as a whole in this.
To the extent that there is a change from usual
practice, it is a change or form only and not
substance.

HION. P. G. PENDAL (South Central
Metropolitan) [9.57 pm): I support the amend-
ment moved by Hon. Vie Ferry in the stongest
possible way.

With all due respect to the moderate tone of
the Attorney General's comments, nothing
could be more designed to spell out the philo-
sophical differences of approach on the com-
mittee system for this House between members
of the Australian Labor Party and the members
of the Liberal Party than the point Hon. Vie
Ferry himself canvassed by way of the amend-
nient and the response given to that by the
Attorney General. The Attorney General very
deliberately used the words Hon. Vie Ferry
used in pursuing his argument-'one narrow
question".

With all due respect, the Attorney General
knows. I am sure, that far from being "one
narrow question" the point being pursued by
Hon. Vie Ferry is indeed the broadest possible
point in this debate. The point being pursued
by Hon. Vie Ferry is not narrow at all. I repeat:
It underpins in the starkest possible way the
difference of approach between the Labor
Party and the Liberal Party in respect of having
an effective committee system in order to scru-
tinise the actions of Government. It cannot be
stressed enough that, far from dealing with
something on a narrow basis, the basis used by
Hon. Vie Ferry in dealing with this matter is
the very genesis of what a committee system is
all about. Indeed I would go so far as to say that
now if the Government's views prevail, we
might as well forget about a real committee
system. If the Government has its way in this
matter and we deal with appointees of the
Premier or appointees of the Leader of the Op-.
position. both now and in the future, I would
say, "Forget about the whole thing."

Let the matter of subordinate legislation and
its scrutiny go back to where it is; that is, as a
committee of the Government operating out of
the Crown Law Department, which irrespec-
tive of whatever it has done-and I think it has
done a great deal of good-should never have
been there in the first place. Indeed when it was
put there in the first place I as a member of the
lay organisation of the Liberal Party opposed it
and said it was not the place for it to be. If
Hon. Vie Ferry's amendment fails on this
score, effectively we will do nothing more to
the committee system envisaged in this motion
than to put it back into the same office in the
Crown Law Department in St George's Ter-
race.
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Hon. Mark Nevill: You would have to move
for election.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The current system.
the system introduced and implemented by the
Court Government, a system with which I
disagreed. is that by which the Premier of the
day has the power to make appointments to
that committee of scrutiny.

Hon. Garry Kelly: It is a totally different
concept.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Not totally. In one
case we are dealing with the appointment of so-
called experts, and indeed most of them have
been experts: I think one of the first members is
the man who is now the Governor of this State.
In that case we are. admittedly. appointing
people from outside the Parliament, but they
are nonetheless appointees of the Premier of
the day. That is what is at stake in this first
clause that Hon. Vic Ferry seeks to amend.

Hon. i. M. Berinson: But they are not ap-
pointees of the Leader of the Opposition.

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: Not under the current
system. What the Leader of the House is admit-
ting by way of interjection is that the system he
is seeking to have created by the Parliament is
not the full-blown system by which the Parlia-
ment controls its own destiny.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Of course it isn't.
Hon. P. C. PEN DAL: If the Premier of the

day and the Leader of the Opposition of the
day are going to impose their will-

Hon. Carry Kelly: That is a fiction.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: It is the parties that

should decide, and the parties can impose a
view on the Premier of the day or the Leader of
the Opposition of the day that is different from
what he would otherwise want.

I will be as open as this: The system that
produced the really effective Standing Com-
mittee of this House, the Standing Committee
on Government Agencies. which I had a bit to
do with when it came forward, is a system that
would never have come to fruition had it been
left to the Premier of the day. Sir Charles
Court. The system came-about because there
were sufficient Liberal backbench members of
the Government of the day who said to Sir
Charles Court and to quite a few other people
that the system was going to go ahead because
the parliamentarians, the members Of this
place, wanted it to go ahead. We said,
"Whether you, Sir, like it or not, it is going to

go ahead."

That is the difference between what was
envisaged prior to the Government's motion
and what is now envisaged by the Govern-
ment's motion. One only has to refer to the
report of the Select Committee itself to see that
there were Labor members on that committee.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are not suggesting
that Sir Charles Court, if faced with a motion
like this, agreed to by both Houses, would leave
the Government membership from the As-
sembly vacant?

Hon. P. C. PENDAL: I am not suggesting
that. The Premier of the day would be forced to
make the best of a bad thing. After all, what is
the principle we are debating here and what is
the principle of the report presented by Hon.
Vie Ferry? The whole point at stake is the pro-
cess in the last 50 years by which we have seen
the Executive come to dominate the Parlia-
ment. Is that not the basis upon which we are
having this whole debate?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: No. The difference is
the extent to which the parties have come to
dominate parliamentary activities. They domi-
nate the current nominations and they will con-
tinue to do so under these proposals.

IHon. P. C. PENDAL: That is partly true in
the sense that the Labor Party caucuses its
members.

Hon. .1. M. Berinson: So do you.

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: No. we do not caucus
our members.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: How come then there is
never more than one nomination from the Op-
position when there is one vacancy on a com-
m ittee?

Ron. P. C. PEN DAL: When was the last
time we saw a member of the Labor Party
make a decision in here that was in any way at
variance with a decision his party had mnade?
The Leader of the House is the person who a
few minutes ago introduced into this debate the
claim that we should be talking about the
domination of the Houses of Parliament by the
parties. The Leader of the House should at least
stick on one point long enough to have his
prejudices-because that is what they are-put
to scrutiny. I will not go down the burrows the
Leader of the House would now seek to have us
go down in order not to see the point being
made by Hon. Vie Ferry and not to see the
point that was the very basis upon which that
Standing Committee was appointed in the first
place.
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The Standing Committee on Government
Agencies would never have come about in this
Parliament had it been left to the Premier of
the day.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is a House com-
mittee.

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: Yes.
H-on. J1. M. Berinson: What we are now

discussing is a joint committee which involves
the Premier-, but the Premier is not proposed to
be involved in the nomination of Council
members.

Hon. P. C. PEN DAL: I know that.
Hon. J. M. Berinson:' Then why are you

mixing up the two?
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I am not. We are

talking about the power of a party executive to
appoint people. Thai is the basis upon which
Hon. Vie Ferry takes exception, and so do 1.

This brings us to a point that the Leader of
the House must acknowledge. I will use his
exact words because he in turn quoted Hon.
Vic Ferry. Hie said, "The result would be the
same." I say to the Leader of the House that it
may well be the same in the case of members
who come from a caucused party-, but that does
not occur when we are dealing with a party that
is not caucused. I can think of cases where the
Premier in one place or the Leader of the
Government in another place is given a mem-
ber he does not want. in the confines of the
party room he may fight tooth and nail against
that member's-nomination because it is in that
Premier's interest Or in the interests of the
Leader of the Government in this House to
have the most submissive committee possible.
Otherwise we would not even be here arguing
this very fundamental problem of the su-
premacy of the Parliament, which does not
really exist any more, and the capacity of the
Executive Government of the day, the Cabinet,
and by extension the Premier, to have his way
over and above what the Parliament wants.
That is what Hon. Vic Ferry and indeed all
Opposition members are talking about.

Hon. Garry Kelly: How do you ensure the
balance of representation on the committee?

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Each House sorts that
out. I am surprised the member asks that. We
saw an instance tonight where there was a
three-way dispute over who would comprise
the membership of a Select Committee.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: And the balance was
achieved against your opposition.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: But it was achieved.
because the Government got sufficient people
on its side to agree with the proposition that
the Leader of the House put.

The Government will get sufficient members
on its side of the Parliament to agree with its
proposition. How else will the Government do
it?

Hon. Carry Kelly: For example, in the As-
sembly the Government could elect all the
members.

Hon. P. C. PENDAL: If we accept the
proposition in the Government's
recommendation-in other words, if we go
against what Hon. Vie Ferry has proposed-it
would be, without any question at all, a smack
in the face for the Parliament. I am not talking
about the Parliament being the Legislative
Council or the Legislative Assembly. The Par-
liament is an institution which should stand
out against the Executive of the day which it
has so infrequently done.

The members on the other side of the House
would be more aware of that than I am. This is
a recipe for having a "leader-dominated" com-
mittee system of the Parliament.

I repeat that we may as well forget it; that is
my personal view and not that of my party. It is
a charade and it is window dressing to enable a
few facilities to be made available to members
of Parliament, including a couple of motor ve-
hicles. In reality, it would be a greater involve-
ment than the situation which currently exists
and operates out of the Crown Law Depart-
ment-a system which was proposed by a Lib-
eral Government and which I opposed in the
ranks of the Liberal Party.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: You are making con-
stant references to the Executive dominating
this committee. Half of the members will be
appointed from the Opposition.

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: I am not suggesting
that the only people who seek to dominate in
any party environment are Premiers or Prime
Ministers. Equally, it is in thle interests of party
leadens, no matter what side of the fence they
currently happen to be sitting on, to be keeping
members in a submissive role and that is half
the battle of leadership.

The Leader of the Government has been the
leader in this House for a couple of weeks only
and he has seen it happen often enough. The
more docile the backbench the better it is for
the present leader, whether it be Hon. J. M.
Berinson or Hon. C. E. Masters.
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I advise the Leader of the House that it
would be a grcat pity to see something that
promises so much to get off on the wrong foot-
ing to such an extent that it would be gutted
before it even began.

I support the amendment.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [10.14 pm]: There is no
shadow of doubt that the proposed delegated
legislation committee will have an important
role to play in parliamentary procedures. Hon.
Vie Ferry has already spoken about a com-
mittee which was to comprise members of the
Legislative Council only. It appears that the
Government does not agree with that
proposition and has brought forward afurther
proposition for a joint committee. The
objective of this committee is that it be a fair
and balanced committee and that it do its job
fairly and, as far as possible, with no bias.

I point out to members that we are talking
about a principle. The motion slates that a
Standing Committee of both Houses of Parlia-
ment, to be called the Standing Committee on
Delegated Legislation, be appointed. I empha-
sise the differences between the Houses of Par-
liament-a committee of the Legislative As-
sembly or a committee of the Legislative Coun-
cil: not a committee of the Leader of the House
or the Premier of the State, but a committee of
both Parliaments.

The proposal completely destroys the prin-
ciples and practices that have been followed
over the years. There is no point in saying that
the Government can appoint its own members
to a committee. Many committees of both
Houses have been appointed year after year on
a fair and proper basis and the same procedure
could be followed in this instance.

I refer members to the back of the Notice
Paper where there is listed the members of the
Joint House Committee, the Joint Printing
Committee, the Joint Library Committee, and
the Standing Committee on Government
Agencies.

Hon. Garry Kelly: The parties put up the
nominations.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is correct, but it
is voted on in the House and variations could
be made. The principle of the Parliament ap-
pointing the members of the committee rather
than their being nominated by the leaders of
the panties should follow. The end result would
be the same and the principle would remain the
same.

Why change the system, unless the Premier is
obsessed with appointing the committee him-
selt? That could be the case. The Opposition is
happy to see the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council appoint members to the
committee under the normal practice. It will
not worry the Opposition when it is in Govern-
ment because it knows that the end result will
be fair.

Why is the Premier obsessed about appoint-
ing people to committees? It is wrong and
members have only to look at the back of the
Notice Paper to see how the system can operate
without having the leaders to nominate the
members. It appears to be a position on which
the Premier thrives.

I urge members to support Hon. Vic Ferry's
amendment to the point that we follow the ac-
cepted practices, with no risk. It will be a fair
committee. The members will serve on it prop-
erly. Why deviate unless, of course, the Premier
has a wish to control the members on his side?

A committee has a difficult job to do and on
8 April Hon. Vie Ferry asked the following
question on notice 68-

On what dates has the Legislative Re-
view and Advisory Committee met over
the last 12 months?

The answer was as follows-
For the 12 months to 31 March 1987.

meetings were held on-
9, 16, 21, and 28 April: 12 and 19
May; 2, 16. 23, and 30 June;, 7 and 14
July; 4 August; 8 and 22 September;
20 October, 3 and 17 November; I
and 22 December.

The Government has been very tax in allowing
that situation to arise and 10 allow the com-
mittee hot to operate from that date.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is operating.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It has not met since

22 December.
Hont. J. M. Berinson: What was the date of

the question?
Hon. G, E. MASTERS: The question was

asked on 2 April 1987. It appears that unless
the answer is wrong the committee has not met
since 22 December.

Hon. J, M. Berinson: The answer is correct,
but at a later stage I will indicate the reason.

IHon. G. E. MASTERS: It appears that there
has been a serious lapse in meeting times and it
would be appropriate for the committee to
meet.
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Hon. 3. M. Bert nson: It is meeting now.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It might be meeting
now. It appears that the question has inspired
the sudden meeting. It may be that Hon. Vie
Ferry's diligence to ask questions has resulted
in the committee meeting over the last two or
three weeks.

It is quite apparent that until the early part of
April the Committee had not met. In other
words, from December to AprilI it did not meet.
I commend M-on. Vie Ferry for that question,
and let us hope that it will result in some work
being done.

I return to my earlier point that the present
system of appointing committees has been suc-
cessful and fair over many years, and there is
no reason to change it unless there is some
motive we do not understand.

When we arc back in Government at some
time or anothcr-and it will happen because
the pendulum swings-we shall have no hesi-
tation in accepting the past practice or the
practice in operation at the moment with the
Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Coun-
cil continuing to appoint their committees in
the fair and proper way that they have over a
long period. The back of the Notice Paper indi-
cates that it has worked well in the past and will
continue to do so in the future.

HON. E. J. CHARLTON (Central)
(10.21 pm]: Obviously the amendments moved
by N-on. Vic Ferry set out to do what the
Leader of the Opposition said in his summary.
The Opposition believes that the way to go
about setting up this committee is by gentle-
man's agreement or a precedent which has been
accepted. The Government is proposing that it
be laid down that the Standing Committee
shall consist of four members of the Legislative
Assembly and four members of the Legislative
Council. The difference is in clause 2(l) of the
motion. Obviously, if that is deleted there will
be no indication of where the members of the
committee will come from.

The amendments proposed by Hon. Vie
Ferry are fairly important, and they change the
entire structure of the committee, I do not feel
strongly one way or another about the matter;
there has been an accepted practice on the
composition of various committees Over a long
period. This may be a similar case. However, I
would like to know what the situation will be.if
members of the National Party wish to partici-
pate in such a committee.

It is one thing for the amendments to be
placed as they are and to direct what should
happen;. and 1 have no quarrel with that. It is
quite clear. On the other hand, before voting on
this proposal it is important that we know what
the intention is. I guess that the procedure will
be that if this House amends the proposal it
will be referred to the Legislative Assembly,
which will decide whether or not to accept the
amendments. However, before supporting or
opposing the proposed amendments, I would
like to know the intention of Hon. Vie Ferry's
amendments. He has gone to great lengths to
say how successful have been other committees
which have adopted a procedure accepted over
a long period.

I do not know whether the mover of the
amendments is prepared to clarify his proposal:
it is important that it be spelt out. It is an
important committee and the comments I have
heard on the formation of it support the pro-
posal wholeheartedly. Far a long time it has
been said that this is a role we should play,
particularly in the Legislative Council.

Before supporting or opposing this motion, I
would like further clarification of the proposed
amendments.

HON. GARRY KELLY (South Metropoli-
tan) [10.26 pml: Hon. Eric Charlton has raised
a valid question about guaranteeing repiresen-
tation of the various parties. Despite the
huffing and puffing from members of the Lib-
eral Party, the situation is not clear.

One would assume from the comments made
that the Premier would nominate all the mem-
bers of the committee from the Legislative As-
sembly. However, the motion clearly says that
it shall consist of four members of the Legislat-
ive Assembly and four members of the Legistl-
ive Council. of whom two each shall be
appointed by the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition by writing addressed to the
Speaker, and two each shall be appointed by
the Leader of the Government in the Legislat-
ive Council and the Leader of the Opposition
in the Legislative Council by writing addressed
to the President.

With regard to the amendment moved by
Hon. Vie Ferry. how would one guarantee the
representation of the partics on the commlnittee?
The committee will look at delegated legis-
lation; and it is very important that both
houses are represented according to their num-
bers. The question particularly applies to the
Assembly. Under Hon. V. J. Ferry's
proposition that there be an election at large
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and the Assembly shall elect the committee, as
the Government has the majority in the As-
sembly presumably the Government members
could elect all Labor members to this comn-
mittee. Nothing in Hon. V. J. Ferry's proposal
guarantees the representation of the various
parties.

All this hot air about the domination of the
Parliament by the Executive is ridiculous. I do
not know how other pantics organise their af-
fairs, although I make a fairly educated guess
that it is not much different from the organis-
ation of the Labor Party despite the prot-
estations of the Opposition. If the motion is
that the Premier nominates members from the
Legislative Assembly that is. in fact, the
nomination of the party room. That is the way
it has been done in the past and will be in the
future. It is a shorthand way of saying it. I
cannot envisage any problem with the
proposition set out in the Government's mo-
tion.

If Hon. Vie Ferry or some other member of
the Opposition can explain how he will guaran-
lee the representation of the various shades of
opinion in the two Houses under his proposal. I
would be very interested to hear him. it is im-
perative that the representation on the com-
mittee is representative of the panics on the
floor of the Houses; and the motion before us
prescribes that. Unless there is a proportional
representation system, and no-one has suggested
that, if the method of representation is not pre-
scribed in the motion and there is an election at
large, there is no guarantee at all that it will not
be a winner-take-all situation. The point raised
by Hon. Eric Charlton is extremely valid. We
must stipulate how the representation will bear-
rived at. As the Leader of the House said, there
is no precedent for the Houses of Parliament to
elect committees at large.

I think Liberal Party members seem, to forget
Mhat the party system has been alive and well
for the better part of 90 years, and it is here to
slay. When committees and positions come up
in the Parliament the nominees for those
positions are (lie nominees of the party room.
Whether it is done by the leadens of the parties or
in some other fashion, it is, in effect, the: party
room nominees that go forward.

Hon. G. E. Masters: Under our system the
end result is always fair.

Hon. GARRY KELLY: The Leader of the
Opposition is saying that the proposition the
Government has put up is not fair. I think it is
fair and practicable. I am saying that the pro-

posal that the Liberal Party is voicing is un-
workable, given the fact that we have a party
system in this Parliament.

I would like Hon. Gordon Masters to explain
how he guarantees the position with minor par-
ties when he has not got the representation
stipulated as the Government has done. I ask
the House to disregard the false arguments and
fatuous statements being made by the Liberal
Party. We have a prescription in the motion
before the House which guarantees the rep-
resentatiori of all parties. It is simply a short-
hand way of making sure that the nominees of
the party room are appointed or elected to the
committee.

I commend the motion to the House.
HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [ 10.33

pm]: I was not going to enter into this argument
except that Hon. Garry Kelly used an argument
on this last amendment which was totally op-
posite Co the argument the Labor Party used in
the previous amendment. Hon. Garry Kelly is
as pure as the driven snow as long as someone
is instructing him. When we asked for a non-
political committee before, the ALP wanted at
least half the members.

As a member who has been elected to com-
mittees of this House-Standing Committees
as well as Select Committees-I believe the
Government can have it one way or another. I
will not give my personal views on this subject.
The Government members have obviously
been instructed. Anyone who has sat here
tonight can see that. We have not had the ben-
efit of Hon. Mark Nevill's or Hon. Robert
Hetherington's comments, both of whom have
served on this type of committee for many
years. We are having exactly what H-on. Vic
Ferry, Hon. Phillip Pendal. and Hon. Gordon
Masters are talking about, and that is the big
fist being put down on top of them. They are
being dragooned into line. They are being
stopped from speaking in this place. it goes
very close to contempt of this House. Hon.
Garry Kelly says he was not stopped from
speaking, but for a while he thought he was
stopped from speaking.

I am supporting Hon. Vie Ferry because I
believe it is a fair objective amendment. The
Government wants the best of all worlds. The
Leader of the House gets up and glosses over
these committees, which is the way the Execu-
tive wants them glossed over. If I was in the
Leader of the House's position, I would be
doing the same thing. I have been here a fair
while, and I have seen frontbenchers who tell
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backbcnchers to keep quiet. It never seems to
work, and I have found that it has not worked
very well in my case when a frontbcncher
wanted to stop me from talking.

We are not receiving the benefit of the entire
Legislative Council's thoughts on this matter
because the Government treats this matter with
a levity which is disgusting. The Government
should let all its members debate the matter.
We may find that Hon. Vie Ferry's amendment
is not the final amendment we want as a House
but the difference-and I think Hon, Phillip
Pendal pointed it out very well-is between the
Parliament or the Executive running the place.
You. Sir, have seen this over a number of years.
One cannot guarantee anything in this place.
For 150 years we have got on pretty well and
have trusted One another. We have had mem-
bers of committees who have worked together
and for the benefit of this State and the Parlia-
ment. Surely the job of both Houses of Parlia-
ment is to work for the Parliament rather than
the Executive.

Hon. Garry Kelly: You believe in the tooth
fairy.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That comment is the
inane sort of suggestion that comes from the
ALP. They are not prepared to have their mem-
bers speak because they are frightened that new
ideas-other than the Executive's ideas-will
come out in this place. I believe this Parliament
is the place that ought to control the Executive.
it is not the Executive that does the pointing
and appointing: it is this Parliament. This
Government is too keen on its bully-boy stance
and its appointing-its-male stance, and not so
keen on letting the Parliament rule the State.

It is about time we turned it around and
pointed the Government in the right direction
as far as appointments, committees, and this
Parliament are concerned. I have been off the
House Committee for a number of years; but
when this Government came to power it
thought it should even instruct the House Com-
mittee on how to run the House. This Parlia-
ment belongs to us, not the Government, not
the Leader of the House. and not the Premier.
it is the place for members to bring forward
what they want to discuss. Too often-l do not
say this is the only Government that has had
this tendency-the tendency has got out of
hand. This Government thinks it is running the
Parliament and everything to do with the Par-
liament. It is about time it was put to a stop
and every member of this House given a say. I
am horrified that the Leader of the House
wants to bulldoze this motion through.

As I read it. he wants to go against both the
reports of the committee. He wants to go
against them and do something totally differ-
ent, and the Government wants the powers of
appointment. I will be supporting Mr Ferry for
as long as I possibly can.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon. J. N.
Caldwell.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central

Metropolitan- Leader of the House) [10.4 1
pm]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

A cts Amiendmnen t ('Electoral Reform?)
Bill: Circulated Paper

HON. E. J. CHARLTON (Central) [10.42
pm]: I wish to raise a matter that has been
brought to my attention. I refer to a paper
circulated by Hon. David Wordsworth. I
understand that this paper was circulated in
one or two parts of the State. While I agree that
every member has the right to put forward an
opinion about whatever he believes as an indi-
vidual, there are a couple of points!I would l ike
to raise regarding the distribution of this paper.

One point is that the paper concerns the res-
toration of the Acts Amendment (Electoral
Reform) Bill to the Notice Paper, and says that
the National Party was involved with the
Government in restoring that Bill. I point out
that Standing Order No. 433 clearly states that
this House and the Parliamient have the right to
do that-, so it is very misleading to circulate
such a paper, particularly when it is headed "A
Paper on the Electoral Reform Bill. 7 April
1987, by the Chairman of Committees, Legis-
lative Council, Hon. D J1. Wordsworth. MLC'.
I daresay it gives people the idea that there is
something very wrong with the National Party
being involved in bringing about the reinstate-
ment of this Bill. Every member in this place
must agree that the decision made was part of
the Standing Orders and therefore correct so
far as the legal requirements of the Standing
Orders are concerned.

As well, the paper implies that the effect of
this Bill's being reinstated would be to call into
question the representation of country people.
As 1 have said, it is certainly the right of all
members of Parliament to have a point of view
and to circulate it in whatever way they wish,
but I point out that it is in the Standing Orders
that this may be and has been done, and I
understand it has been done several times dur-
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ing the history of this Parliament. Many other
things are mentioned in this paper. I know
about it only because an individual who saw
the paper was quite concerned at the part the
National Party played in creating a precedent
and putting into question the representation of
country people in a way that was not parlia-
mentary. That is the reason I raise this issue,
and I would like members to understand and
realise that Standing Orders do provide for it to
be done. If it could not be done, it would not
have been done.

Legislation has been restored to the Notice
Paper on many occasions previously. I will not
debate the pros and cons of it. I reiterate that
the paper is misleading, firstly in that it is
headed as being a paper by the Chairman of
Committees, and secondly because it indicates
that a precedent was being created.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [10.45
pm]: As one of the people who circulated that
paper, I thought it was an excellent paper. It
put the whole situation of where the National
Party stood. The matter has been debated here
previously, and I will not debate it again. The
National Party voted the way it wanted to vote,
and the motion was carried, but there was
nothing erroneous about the setting out of that
paper. In that paper, Mr Wordsworth did not
say it was illegal.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Standover tactics!
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: So that is where the deal

has been done.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Mr President, I will ig-

nore the rude interjections.
That paper set out exactly what happened in

this House. If it offends the honourable mem-
ber, I am sorry, but if the honourable member
can tell me where Mr Wordsworth said it was
against Standing Orders, or where it was inac-
curate, I would like to hear it. Neither of those
statements has been made, unlike the
statements made by his own leader, the crying
Cowan who said in the Press the other day that
the Liberal Party had done a deal with the
Labor Party. What grounds -ha(s he for that
comment? None whatsoever.

I understand from the Leader in this
House-and I was going to speak about this at
a later time-that all parties have had nego-
tiations: The National Party and the Liberal
Party, the National Party and the Labor Party,
and the Liberal Party and the Labor Party, try-

ing to resolve our problems with electoral
reform. But here is this headline hunter, the
crying Leader of the Country Party, the
National Party, the New National Party, or
whatever it is called, who has gone to the Press
and made accusations, knowing perfectly well
that all parties were negotiating on electoral
reform. He went to the Press and accused
another party of doing deals.

I do not know whether that is wrong or not;
but boy, if we had said the National Party had
done a deal with Labor, what would National
Party members have said? They would have
squealed for weeks, as they intend to do now.

Hon. E. J1. Charlton. They have not said that.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I have not said anything.

Is Mr Charlton accusing me now of making the
statement that the National Party has done a
deal? Mr Charlton was at a meeting with me in
Corrigin the other day and heard me say in
front of his leader to a number of shire council-
lors that I thought we were getting on track
because all the parties were cooperating and
talking, and it looked as though we might come
to some sensible conclusions. Hon. Bill Stretch
was there and can verify that.

Hon. E. J. Charlton: I do not question that.
So we did have a lot of discussions, and so we
were on the right track. t am not talking about
that.

H-on. A. A. LEWIS: I have dealt with the
accusations that Hon. Eric Charlton has made
against Hon. David Wordsworth. and am now
dealing with his leader's comments in The West
Australian about deals being done. If the
National Party members in this place have one
shred of evidence, let them stand now and say
where that shred of evidence is, because I do
not know about it.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Never mind the evi-
dence. Do you deny it has been said the deal is
going to be made and it is 20-14? That is all Mr
Cowan said.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Mr Cowan knows far
more about it than I do, and he has made it up.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Then how can you deny
that what he is saying is true?

.Hon. A. A. LEWIS: How does he know? At
least I am in a party room which has to trust its
leader.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Last time we spoke to
you, you were an Independent.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The last time Hon. Tom
McNeil spoke to me was four hours ago, and I
was not that independent then.
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The PRESIDENT: Order! Can we get on
with the maotion?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The National Party is
making accusations all around the place-in
The West Australian-with not a shred of evi-
dence to back it up. Let it put up or shut up.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Mr MacKinnon has only
to deny it.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Mr MacKinnon has de-
nied it; it was in the Press. Hon. Tom McNeil
can ask M r Beri nson whether he is doing deals.
Let him ask Mr Bryce. Why does he not ask
everybody? Everybody will deny it because no
deals are being done. The Liberal Party and the
Labor Government are negotiating, and I hope
we continue to negotiate so that we do not have
to go through another electoral reform Bill de-
bate in this place with all the same arguments. I
do not know about other members but I am
sick of hearing the same subject brought up and
the same arguments.

Hon. Garry Kelly: lust pass the Bill.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is fair enough. I will

pass it in my way and Mr Kelly can pass it in
his way.

I think criticism of Mr Wordsworth's paper
is ridiculous. The paper set out the position.
Mr Cowan and the National Party, who are led

by the white shoe brigade from Suffers Para-
dise, want to eat their cake and have it too. The
denial has been made by the leader of the
party. Mr MacKinnon said that no deal had
been done.

IHon. Tom McNeil: You said a minute ago
you did not know about one. Now you are
saying no deal has been made.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I know more about it
than Hon. Tom McNeil. Why is he getting so
upset? He does not want to hear the truth.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Members will hear
something about rules in this place.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: It is disgusting that a
paper sent to a shire by members of this place
for its information-a deadly accurate paper
on what happened in this place-is complained
about. Do members not want the shires of this
State to find out what is happening? I fear than
might be the situation, and some members may
not want their votes and actions recorded and
the shires around the State to know what they
are doing. I support Mr Wordsworth's right to
write the paper, and I support my right to cir-
culate it whenever I like.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 10. 55 pmn
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SPORT AND RECREATION

Signposting: Albany

39. Hon. P. 0. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Transport:

(I) H-as a special grant been made by his
department for signposting in the
Albany town and shire?

(2) If so, how much money is involved?

(3) How many signs are involved?

(4) What is the average grant or cost per
sign?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not available.

(3) Some months ago, the Main Roads
Department, in conjunction with the
WA Tourism Commission and WA
tourism industry, assisted the Town of
Albany to develop a tourist direction-
signing scheme. Approximately 100
signs are involved. Most of the
proposed signs are on local roads and
arc therefore the responsibility of the
local government. The Main Roads
Department will progressively up-
grade the signs at the roundabout and
along the main road leading to the
port using departmental funds
allocated for sign improvements on
highways and main roads throughout
the State.

(4) The cost of each sign varies from
about $ 100 to $1 500, depending upon
the size of the sign.

WATER RESOURCES. DAM

Kukerin: Deepening

53. H-on. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Miniister for Water Resources:

Is it intended to deepen the Kukerin
Dam?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Dumbleyung Shire's proposal to
deepen the Kukerin Siding Dam has
been agreed to.

MOTOR VEHICLES: GOVERNMENT
Commn un ity' Services Deparitment: Sale

71. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services:
(1) Will the Minister indicate the reasons

for the Budget item which lists income
of $619 000 from the sale of motor
cars this financial year?

(2) Why was no similar provision made in
the last financial year?

(3) When was such a provision made?
(4) How many vehicles have been sold?
Hon. KAY HALLAH-AN replied:
(1) Commencing in the firfancial year

1986-87, proceeds from the sale of de-
partmental vehicles is now dealt with
as revenue to the Department for
Community Services and not revenue
to Treasury, as applied prior to the
1986-8 7 financial year,

(2) See (l).
(3) 1986-87.
(4) As at 7 April, 65 vehicles have been

sold.

HEALTH
AIDS Councit- Funding

72. Hon. P. G, PENDAL. to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Health:

What funding, if any, is made avail-
able by departments or agencies under
his jurisdiction-
(a) to the AIDS Council;
(b) Family Planning Association;
(c) Natural Family Planning Associ-

ation?
Hon. KAY HALLAI-AN replied:

The 1986-87 Budget allocations to the
bodies listed are as follows-
(a) AIDS Council.-$57 000*
(b) Family. Planning Association-

$109 000;
(c) Natural Family Planning Associ-

ation-Ni].
*Formal advice is awaited from the
Commonwealth Government con-
firming an increase of $31 000 to this
figure in 1986-87.
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HEALTH

AIDS Council: Funding

73. Hon, P. G. PENDAL. to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Health:

Irefer to AIDS Action, newsletter of
the WA AIDS Council dated 13
December 1986.

(1) Does the department or any
agency make any funds available
to the council?

(2) Who is responsible for the
"design of an education pro-
gramme for schools", referred to
under the heading of "Health Pro-
motions"?

(3) What other bodies Or individuals
have input to this programme
which will link in with the new
K-tO0 health education syllabus?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) The schools programme for year 10
students has been designed by the
Education Department, with advice
and assistance from the Health De-
partment and others.

(3) This question should be addressed to
the Minister for Education.

EDUCATION: SPECIAL SCHOOL

Carson Street: Valuation

75. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

(1) Has a valuation been carried out on
the Carson Street site in East Victoria
Park?

(2) If so, what is the site valued at?

(3) How does the Government propose to
dispose of the property?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) $550 000.

(3) Closure of the school and/or disposal
of the property have not yet been de-
termined.

TOURISM DEVELOPMENTS
Headworks Charges: Deferred Payments

76. Hon. P. G. PEN DAL, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Tourism:
(I) Does the Minister have any plans to

introduce a system of deferred pay-
ments on headwork c harges-water.
power, sewerage-in tourist-related
projects?

(2) Is she aware of the adverse impact
such charges have on tourist develop-
ment by being payable "up front"?

(3) If yes to (1), what action is proposed
to introduce a system of deferred pay-
men ts?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
This matter is currently under con-
sideration and an announcement will
be made in due course.

ABORIGINAL LANDS TRUST
Beagle Bov' Land

77. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Tourism:
(1) Has the Kimberley Tourism Associ-

ation expressed its opposition to the
Government over the vesting of
21 000 hectares of land around Beagle
Bay in the Aboriginal Lands Trust?

(2) Was she aware that, at the time the
Cabinet made this decision, the
Broome Shire Council had had an ap-
plication with the Department of
Lands Administration fo r eight
months?

(3) Was this matter referred to the WA
Tourism Commission?

(4) If not. why not?
(5) Does she propose any safeguards in

future to ensure that the commission
is consulted about allocations of huge
tracts of land that could be valuable
for tourist purposes?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) to (4) No approaches had been

received by the Minister or the West-
ern Australian Tourism Commission
from the Broomne Shire Council con-
cerning its application prior to Cabinet
considering this matter.
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(5) The introduction of the tourism devel-
opment plans allows a constant liaison
between State and local government
bodies throughout each of Western
Australia's regions on tourism devel-
opment.
A process is currently being estab-
lished to coordinate all departments
involved in tourism projects to
streamline present procedures and to
ensure a higher priority is given to
tourism considerations within their
structures.

ROiTNEST ISLAND
Boat Moorings: Ownership

78. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Tourism:
(1) Does any person own mare than one

boat mooring at Rottnest Island?
(2) If so, how many people own more

than one mooring?
(3) How many moorings are owned by

each of these people?
Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(I) Yes.
(2)
(3)

107.
105 people have two moorings, two
people have three moorings.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Adoption Contact: Negative Register

79. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services:

How many birth parents arc listed on
the negative register of the Adoption
Contact Register?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
62.

EDUCATION: SPECIAL SCHOOL
Carson Street: Toilet Facilities

80. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the adverse

reports of the Perth City Council's
health department on toilet and bath-
ing facilities at Carson Street School
in East Victoria Park?

(2) Does he propose any action to ensure
health laws at the school are complied
with by the Minister for Education?

Hon, KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) No. but officers of my department
have been informed.

(2) The Minister for Education is
endeavouring to have conditions
improved.

COMMUNITY SERVICES

Children: Removal froin Home

81. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services:

(1) Could the Minister detail the steps
that have to be taken before a child
can be taken away from home without
parental consent?

(2) How many such cases have occurred,
during each of the last five years?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) Care and Protection Cases-

A child appearing or suspected to be
in need of care and protection, or an
uncontrolled child, may be
apprehended without a warrant by an
authorised officer of the Department
for Community Services or a police
officer. Once the child has been
apprehended, an application must be
lodged and the child brought before
the next available Children's Court to
be dealt with according to law.

Criminal Cases-

A child may be arrested by the police
either with or without a warrant. A
warrant is issued by a- justice of-the
peace or a court. The police have
powers to arrest without warrant in
cases specified in the Criminal Code,
the Police Act, and other Statutes.

(2) No statistics are kept of the number of
children apprehended at home with-
out parental consent.
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WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND
Wells: Safety Aspects

82. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Local Government:
(I) Does any law exist requiring wells

situated in open front gardens to be
covered securely so that any potential
danger to young children in the area is
eliminated?

(2) If so, what are the details of the re-
qu irements?

(3) If not. would he undertake to have
such a law instituted as wells with eas-
ily removable covers do exist in the
community?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) Section 336 of the Local Government

(2)
(3)

Act gives local governments power to
eliminate hazards where they occur in
a street or way, or in land adjoining a
street or way. The local government
may fill in or fence the excavation, or
require the owner or occupier of the
land to fill in or securely fence the
hazard. Further powers are provided
to a local government should there be
no compliance with its requirements.
See (l).
Arrangements will be made for the
provision of section 336 to be brought
to the attention of all local govern-
ments. The Minister for Water Re-
sources will also be informed of the
issues raised in the question-

EDUCATION: SPECIAL SCHOOL
Carson Street: Land Resumption

83. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Lands:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that the

land in East Victoria Park at the cor-
ner of Carson Street and what was pre-
viously Baillie Street, and now occu-
pied by the Carson Street School. pre-
viously Millen School-was resumed
under the Public Works Act in 1936?

(2) if so, when was the land resumed?
(3) Is there any provision to allow the ori-

ginal owner to have First option in the
event of the subsequent sale of the
resumed land?

(4) If so, will he give details?

H-on. KAY HALLAH-AN replied:
This question has been incorrectly
addressed, It has been referred to the
responsible Minister, who will answer
in writing.

EDUCATION: SPECIAL SCHOOL
Carson Street: Closure

$4. Hon. P. G. PENDAL. to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Education:

Is it correct that a Cabinet decision
was taken on 22 August 1986 to close
the Carson Street School in East
Victoria Park?

Hon. KAY HALLAl-AN replied:
The matter of closure of the school is
being considered. No finality has yet
been determined.

TOUR ISM
Holiday WA Centres: Government Travel

Bookings
86. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for

Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Tourism:

What is the total value of Government
travel booked through Holiday WA
Centres in each of the months from
April to Septemher 1985 inclusive?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The total value of Government travel
booked through the Holiday WA
Centres for the months April to
September 1985 is as follows-

Month
April
May
June
July
August
September

$853 090
$1097408

$991 634
$1 042 883

$946 383
$962 721

MOTOR VEHICLE INSURANCE TRUST
A wards

87. Hon. P.0. PENDAL,to the Leader of the
House representing the Treasurer:
(I) Will the Treasurer list the amounts of

all awards made by the Motor Vehicle
Insurance Trust that have exceeded
$100000 in each of the past five
years?
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(2) What arc the factors which govern an
award being made as a lump sum, or
paid monthly or at any other regular
t ime span?

Hon. J1. M. BERINSON replied:
The information required is being
collated, and I will advise the member
in writing in due course.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Hostels

88. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services:

(1) How many hostels does the depart-
ment either own or operate?

(2) Will she list the role of each?

(3) What is the reason for the projected
drop from $352 000 to $315000 in
hoard and allowances recovered by
the hostels between 1985-86 and
1986-87?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) The Department for Community Ser-

vices has 19 hostels under its edu-
cational programme located in the
country and metropolitan areas.

(2) The major role for most of the hostels
is the primary and high school edu-
cation of Aboriginal students. Kow-
ever five of the hostels provide me-
dium to short-term accommodation
and support to children in the
Murchison and Goldfields.

(3) Income from students in the edu-
cational programme is obtained from
family allowances under the Aborigi-
nal setcondary and study grant
schemes.

variations in the income from board
and allowances is due to fluctuations
in the number of children seeking hos-
tel placement for the purpose of
attending schools and other edu-
cational institutions.

FIRE BRIGADES
Volunteers: Accident Rescue Role

90. Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Minister
for Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Police and Emergency
Services:
(1) Is the Minister or his department

planning to change the accident-rescue
role of volunteer fire brigades in rural
WA?

(2) If so, will he give the House the
outline of any proposed changes, and
the reason for them?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) and (2) This matter is not yet deter-

mined.

TRANSPORT
Railwvays: Bonnie Rock-Burakin

91. Hon. H. W.GAYFER, tathe Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Transport:

Is it correct that the Burakin-Borinie
Rock and/or the Wyalkatchem-
Mukinbudin railway lines are to close?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
There are no current proposals to
close these lines.

WATER AUTHORITY
Narrogin: Staffing

92. Hon. H-. W. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Water Resources:

What is the latest proposal in respect
of the retention and staffing of the
Water Authority in Narrogin?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The existing staff numbers in the
Narrogin district will not be affected
by the current restructuring of the
Water Authority.

ROAD
A rmadale-Ravensthorpe Road: Traffic Counts

93. Hon. H. W. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister far Transport:

What is the variation in the road
traffic count on the western end of the
Armada le-Brookton section of the
Armada le- Ravensthorpe Road com-
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pared with that section between
Westdale and Brookion and the
Brookion-Pingelly section of the
Nonhamn-Cranbrook Road?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
Recent counts on the sections of road
named are as follows-
(1) Western end of the Armadale-

Brookion section of the
Armadale-Ravensihorpe Road

East of Albany Highway-
1985-86 seasonally adjusted
weekday traffic flow-
5 265 vpd
East of Canning Road-
1985-86 seasonally adjusted
weekday traffic flow-
1 073 vpd
East of Dale West Road-
1986-87 AADT-446 vpd
West of Dale Mawson
Road-i 986-87 AADT-
492 vpd

(2) Westdale-Brookton section of the
Armadale-Ravensthorpe Road

East of Dale Mawson
Road- 1986-87 AADT-
380 vpd
West of Lupton Road-
1986-87 AADT-346 vpd
West of York-Williams
Road- 1986-87 AADT-
354 vpd

(3) Brookton-Pingelly section of the
Northam-Cranbrook Road

North of Waiwalling Road-
1986-87 AADT-354 vpd
North of Kulyaling West
Road- 1986-87 AADT-
350 vpd

NOTES: AADT = annual average daily
traffic flow
vpd -vehicles per day

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
York District: Extensions

94. Hon. H. W.GAYFER. o the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Ed ucat ion:

With the recent extensions at the York
District High School secondary site,
two full-sized basketball courts were
lost leaving one half-size court. When
is it proposed that these two courts

will be replaced by the provision of two
multipurpose courts to cater for the
needs of the students?

Hon. KAY H-ALLAHAN replied:

The construction of a covered as-
sembly area in the first pant of 1985
resulted in the loss of one basketball
court. At present, the school has one
basketball court. The provision of an
additional court will depend upon the
availability of funds in a future build-
ing programme.

The covered assembly area also pro-
vides an area for netball and/or bas-
ketball.

MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT

Narrogin: Srqafflng

95. IHon. H. W. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
Minister for Transport:

What is the latest proposal in respect
of the retention and staffing of the
Department of Main Roads in
Narrogin?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

I refer the member to the Minister for
Transport's letter to him dated 27
January 1987.

ROADS

Surveyv Charges

96. Hon. H. W. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Lands:

(1) Is it proposed that the practice of as-
sisting local government in the field of
providing surveys on roads and such,
in most cases free of charge, is to be
terminated?

(2) If so, why?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) and (2) The matter is under review by
Cabinet, and no decision has been
made.
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WILDLI FE
Kangaroo Managenent Coin illee

97. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:
(1) Have there been any appointments to

the kangaroo management committee
in the last 12 months?

(2) If so, how many, and who were the
people appointed?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) and (2) 1 have restructured the kanga-

roo management advisory committee
so that it will consist of one represen-
tative of each of the following-

Department of Conservation and
Land Management;

Agriculture Protection Board;
Department of Agriculture;
Pastoralists & Graziers Associ-

ation of WA (Ine);
Primary Industr Association of

WA (Inc);
kangaroo shooters;
kangaroo processors.

Invitations have been extended and I
am awaiting receipt of a complete list
of nominations.

LAND LEASES
Quannup

98. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Lands:

What is the present status of Quannup
Lease 3114/924?

Hon. KAY HALLAKAN replied:
I am advised that Quannup Station is
the subject of pastoral lease 3114/824
currently registered in the name of
Lawrence Franklin Dickson.

MINERALS
Gravel Leases:- Atoll/ion

99. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:
(1) Have gravel leases to shires been

abolished?
(2) If yes. why, and what has taken the

place of the former leases?

(3) Have leases already granted been re-
moved?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No, except for worked-out leases.

MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS' LICENCES
Forms

100. Hon. A. A. LEWS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Why has the motor vehicle dealers' li-

cence form been changed?
(2) Has the industry been consulted about

the changes?
(3) lf not, why not?
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1)1to (3) The forms of licence issued pur-

suant to the Motor Vehicle Dealers
Act have been redrafted in a minor
way to reflct correctly the three types
of licence category, namely those for
individuals, firms, and corporations.
There has been no change to the form
of application for a licence, and conse-
quently there was no reason to consult
the industry.

STOCKYARDS
En viron mental Regula iions

101. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Environment:

Do the stockyards that are prescribed
under the Environmental Protection
Act regulations include those stock-
yards used by farmers to gather and
load stock prior to transporting from
the property?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
No.

WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANTS
Environ mental Regulations

102. H-on. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Environment:

Under the new Environmental Protec-
tion Act regulations are shire run
waste water treatment plants liable
to-
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(a) be prescribed:
(b) pay fees?

Hon. KAY 1-ALLAHAN replied:
Sewerage and waste water treatment
plants are already prescribed under
the Environmental Protection Act
Regulations 1987, as they were pre-
viously scheduled under the Clean Air
Act 1967, which is now repealed.
There are licence fees, based on the
volume of waste waler treated.

H EALTH
AIDS:- Testing

103. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) Is it correct that jests for the AIDS

virus can be conducted only by the
State Health Laboratories?

(2) I f yes. why and at what cost?
(3) Why cannot private laboratories pur-

chase testing. kits?
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) No. A IDS antibody testing can be con-

ducted by the State Health Laboratory
Services, the Blood Transfusion Ser-
vice-for blood donors-and the
Royal Perth Hospital Department of
Clinical Immunology, as appropriate,
primarily on referral.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) This is a stipulation of the National

AIDS Task Force, but one of the
principal reasons for this is to ensure
appropriate collection of epi-
demiological data, as it is crucial that
reliable information is available.

TRANSPORT: RA.ILWAYS
Sleepers: Wooden

104. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation representing the
M in ister for Transport:
(1) Further to question 5 answered on

Tuesday, 7 April 1987, how many
wooden sleepers did Westrail take in
1985-86?

(2) What number do they intend to take
in 1986-87 and 1987-88?

Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) 330000.
(2) 1986-87, 360 000; 1987-88, 200O b60.

FORESTS: AFFORESTATION
Private:- Submission

105. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

Further to question 7 answered on
Tuesday, 7 April 1987, does the
Government intend to put an updated
submission to the Federal Govern-
ment on private afforestat ion?

Hon. KAY HALLAH-AN replied:
Yes, following public review of the
timber strategy.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT

Regional Qiflecers:- Visits
106. Hon. A- A. LEWIS, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

Further to question I I answered on
Tuesday. 7 April 1987, are the officers
who make regular visits available on
all those visits to any person employed
by CALM in the region and are all
those persons advised of the visits?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
Yes. As far as is possible, all staff in
regions are advised when visits are to
be made.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

Siaff Exchange
107. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

Further to question 1 2 answered on
Tuesday, 7 April 1987. how much is it
estimated that an exchange of one
member of the Conservation and
Land Management staff with the Min-
istry of Natural Resources in Ontario
would cost?

Hon. KAY HALLAH-AN replied:
$100000.
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LAND SALES

Location

108. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

Further to question 13 answered on
Tuesday. 7 April 1987-

(1) How many sales of land have been
made and what where they?

(2) H-ow many leases have been ter-
minated and where were they
located?

(3) How many rentals have been
increased?

Hon. KAY KALLAHAN replied:

(1) 8-Part Swan Locations 2435, 2841:
Part Nelson Locations 102. 165;
Wanneroo Townsite Lot 113;
Wanneroo Townsice Lot If14:

Dwellingup Townsile Lot 163;
Dwellingup Townsite Lot 240;
NannupTownsite Lot 4:
Carnarvon Townsite Lot 349.

(2) I-Millstream Chichester National
Park.

(3) 3-In addition, rents on all depart-
mental houses have been increased.

LAND: NATIONAL PARKS

Informalion Centres: Volunteers

109. Hon. A. A. LEWIS. to the Minister for
Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

Further to question 16 answered on
Tuesday. 7 April 1987, does the De-
partment_ of Conservation and Land
Management only look at volunteers
to man information centres or is it
envisaged they can be used on other
projects?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

Yes, volunteers could be used for
other projects.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT ACT

A mendmnent
110. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister Car Conservation and Land
Management:

Has the approval of Cabinet been
sought to amend section 13 (3) of the
Conservation and Land Management
Act?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:

No. A departmental working group is
presently considering amendments to
be recommended for introduction in
the spring session of Parliament.

LAND

National Parks: Burning Off
Ill1. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

(I) Is there a shortfall in the amount of
burning that had been planned for this
season?

(2) If so, how much, and in which areas?

H-on. KAY HALLAJ-AN replied:
(1) Prescribed burning targets for this

season have not yet been achieved due
to difficult weather conditions. How-
ever, the season is not yet over.

(2) The shortfalls at9 April 1987 are-

Northern forest region-36 per
cent.
Central forest region-36 per
cent.
Southern forest region-25 per
cent.

WILDLIFE

- Owi ngup Swamp
112. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land
Management:

What bird life and animal life is found
on Owingup Swamp near Boat Har-
bour?
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Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The information is currently being
assembled, and when it is complete it
will be conveyed to the member in
writing.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Comnpetithve Advantage
114. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Attorney

General:
With regard to the State Government
Insurance Corporation and the SQIG,
the Attorney General last July during
debates on the SOWC Bill indicated
that the Government would not allow
the SGIO to have any competitive ad-
vantage by virtue of its position as a
Government instrumentality. Further
he stated that the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee
would oversee the conduct of the
SOIC to ensure that it did not have
any competitive edge by virtue of its
position. Can the Attorney advise the
House what has been done about a
committee overseeing the transition of
the SGIO into the private insurance
market?

Han. J. M. BERINSON replied:
As indicated in my reply to the mem-
ber's question without notice on 7
April 1987, this question is not prop-
erly directed to me. It has been
redirected to the Premier for reply to
the member direct.

ENERGY: PETROL
Kojon up: Price

116. H-In. W. N. STRETCH, to the Minister
for Community Services representing the
Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the

discrepancies in the price of fuel in the
Kojonup-West Arthur area?

(2) Will he list the approved freight differ-
entials for the following locations, and
their distance from the fuel distri-
bution railhead at Katanning-
(a) Beaufort River,
(b) Kojonup:,
(c) Arthur River?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) No.
(2) The approved freight differentials are

set by the Commonwealth Prices Sur-
veillance Authority, which would have
the information concerning the dis-
tances from the railhead. The freight
differentials published by the Com-
monwealth Prices Surveillance Auth-
ority on 19iJanuary 1987 were-
(a) Beaufort River-3.9 cpl.
(b) Kojonup-4.1 I pi.
(c) Arthur River-2.9 cpl.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Dunbury Regional: Redevelopment Prograrnine
118. Hon. V. J. FERRY, to the Minister for

Community Services representing the
Minister for Health:

Adverting to question 43 of 1987, will
the Minister please advise details of
the $8 million redevelopment pro-
gramme proposed for the Bunbury Re-
gional Hospital?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The redevelopment programme for
Bunbury Regional Hospital is in-
cluded in the 1988-89 preliminary
capital works programme, and the
provisional estimate of $8 million in-
corporates extensive upgrading of
ward accommodation, plant
refurbishment, and improvements in
facilities for clinical therapies.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SHEARING CHAMPIONSHIPS
Western Australian Team

22. Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Minister
for Sport and Recreat ion:
(1) Is the Minister aware that a Western

Australian team will be competing
later this year in the world sheep
shearing championships in Eu rope?

(2) Knowing the importance of this indus-
try to Western Australia, would his de-
partment consider giving some assist-
ance to the group which is going over-
seas? At present they are raising the
funds for themselves.
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Hon. GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) and (2) 1 was not aware that this team

was going overseas. I thank the mem-
ber for bringing it to my attention, If
he could furnish me with details!I can
assure him that the department will
examine them, and if there is a way in
which we can help we certainly will.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Maintenance Grants

23. Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Minister
for Budget Management:
(1) As a follow-up to his letter to local

government authorities concerning
maintenance and running grants for

swimming pools, has the Minister
formulated a new formula to assist the
inland shires particularly?

(2) Is it his intention to do that?

(3) If he has already done so, has he noti-
fled them?

(4) Has he received any requests from
country organisations with regard to
this assistance that they require?

Mon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

(1) to (4) This matter will be the subject
of a public announcement in the next
day or so.
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