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THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took
Chair at 2. 15 p.m., and read prayers.

the

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Presentation to Governor Acknowledgment
THE SPEAKER: I wish to advise that, ac-

companied by the member for Bunbury, the
member for Darling Range, the member for
Mandurah, and the member for Mt Lawley, I
attended upon His Excellency the Governor
and presented the Address-in-Reply to His Ex-
cellency's Speech in opening Parliament.

His Excellency has been pleased to reply in
the following terms-

Government House,
Perth, 23 October 1985

Mr Speaker and members of the Legis-
lative Assembly:

I thank you for your expressions of
loyalty to Her Most Gracious Majesty
the Queen, and for your Address-in-
Reply to my Speech to Parliament on
the occasion of the Opening of the
Third Session of the Thirty-First Par-
liament.

GORDON REID,
Governor.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Annual Report: Error

THE SPEAKER: I wish to announce
that it has been drawn to my attention that a
typographical omission exists in the Western
Australian Development Corporation's Annual
Report 1984-85 tabled in this House on 26
September.

In the last line of the final paragraph of the
Director's Report on page 24, immediately
after the word "rendered", the words "and to a
company in which Mr R. S. Punch has an
interest, being brokerage" should occur.

Accordingly, under the provisions of Stand-
ing Order No. 233, 1 have directed that those
words be inserted in the copy which was tabled.

LOAN BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Leader of the House), and read a first time.

Second Reading
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) 12.19 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Each year through a measure such as this, auth-
ority is sought for the raising of loans to finance
work as detailed in the General Loan Fund
Estimates of Expenditure tabled on Thursday,
10 October, 1985.

The main purpose of this Bill is to provide
the borrowing authority for the raising of loans
to help finance the State's capital works pro-
gramme. This year the Bill seeks to provide
borrowing authority for the raising of loans not
exceeding $90 million for the purpose listed in
the First Schedule.

The level of borrowing authority is deter-
mined after taking into account the
unexpended balances of previous authoris-
ations as at 30 June 1985. It is also necessary to
have sufficient borrowing authority to enable
those works of a continuing nature to be
maintained for a period of up to six months
after the close of the financial year.

Details of the condition of the various loan
authorities are set out on pages 38 to 41 of the
Loan Estimates. Information relating to the ap-
propriation of loan repayments received in
1984-85 and the allocation of Commonwealth
general purpose capital grants is also detailed.

As usual, loans will be arranged by the Com-
monwealth Government which acts for all
States in raising new borrowings, conversions,
renewals, and redemptions of existing loans.

As mentioned in the Budget speech, Western
Australia has again nominated its total
borrowing allocation to be advanced for hous-
ing this year. The terms and conditions apply-
ing to these new loan raisings have already
been determined by agreement-that is, the
funds are to be advanced for public housing at
the concessional interest rate of 4.5 per cent
and are repayable over 53 years.

Taking into account the unexpended bal-
ances of previous authorisations, Common-
wealth general purpose capital grants, and
reallocation of loan repayments, the borrowing
authority of $90 million now sought is suf-
ficient to meet commitments pending passage
of a similar measure next year.

For this year the Loan Council agreed to a
total new money programme for the States of
$1 564.5 million, the same level in money
terms as in 1984-85.
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Since 1975-76 the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has provided one-third of the State
Government's programme as an interest-free
non-repayable grant, except in 1982 when a
supplementary grant was made for public hous-
ing.

This year the interest-free grant component
has been increased by seven per cent with an
offsetting reduction of 3.5 per cent in the loan
portion of the programme. As a result, the State
Government's new money programme for
1985-86 comprises $1 006.5 million
borrowings and $558 million interest-free gen-
eral purpose capital grant. Western Australia's
share of this programme consists of borrowi ngs
of $93.132 million and $5 1.632 million capital
grant.

In addition to seeking to provide the auth-
ority for loan raisings, the Bill also makes pro-
vision for an appropriation from the
Consolidated Revenue Fund to meet interest
payments and sinking fund contributions on
loans raised under this and previous Loan Acts.
It also seeks authority to allow the balances of
previous authorisations no longer required to
be reappropriated and applied to other items.

The second schedule sets out the amounts to
be reappropriated and the Loan Acts which
authorised the original appropriations. The
amount of $10 633 241 shown on page 41 of
the Loan Estimates includes $424 124 allocated
from loan repayments and $5 124 230 of Com-
monwealth capital grants. As loan repayments
and Commonwealth capital grants do not re-
quire legislative authorisation the amount to be
reappropriated is reduced toS$5 084 887.

The items to which the funds are to be appro-
priated are set out in the third schedule.

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
On motion by Mr Gordon Hill, leave of ab-

sence for nine days was granted to Mrs Beggs
(Whitford) and Mr Tom Jones (Collie) on the
ground of urgent public business.

BILLS (2): INTRODUCT'ION AND
FIRST READING

1. Blood Donation (Limitation of Liab-
ility) Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Hodge (Minister for Health), and
read a first time.

2. Conservation and Land Management
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Davies (Minister for Conservation
and Land Management), and read a
first time.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading: Budget Debate
Debate resumed from 22 October.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy

Leader of the Opposition) [2.27 p.m.]: At the
outset of my remarks I wish to make a few
comments with regard to the Premier's failure
yesterday to respond to the motion moved by
the Opposition in relation to what is now com-
monly being called "the Fiji freebie". Sub-
sequent to that debate the Premier indicated
that the reason he did not respond was that
nothing new was raised. Despite the fact that
the Premier believes nothing new was raised,
and in advance of my receiving answers to
questions on today's Notice Paper, an inordi-
nately large number of questions remain
unanswered in this case. I refer also to answers
not given yesterday by the Minister for
Education in debate and questions which the
Premier has assiduously avoided since the be-
ginning of the debate on this issue.

The Opposition put its view quite clearly yes-
terday on the motion addressed to censure the
Premier. In my experience it is unprecedented
in the history of this Parliament, certainly dur-
ing my time in this place, that a censure motion
upon a Premier or Minister has not been
responded to by the person involved. It can
only demonstrate that the Premier is scared
and he is running away from the issue. He
wants to make sure that the item drops off the
Notice Paper as quickly as possible.

Yesterday the Opposition talked about the
Premier's stance being hypocritical and I will
examine why that statement was made and why
I believe the Premier's stance is still hypocriti-
cal.* I refer to that now quite infamous Press
release of 20 June 1983 and, for the benefit of
members, I will repeat the opening paragraph.
It states as follows-

A policy adopted by Cabinet today is
designed to remove any uncertainty which
might have existed in past years concern-
ing acceptance of gifts by State Govern-
ment Ministers.

The Premier has not explained to the Parlia-
ment or to the public what that uncertainty
was. He has subsequently in Cabinet adopted a
policy which applied prior to 20 June 1983,

M8)
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and he wants us to believe that he was perhaps
misled at that time because he was not
sufficiently experienced, or something like that.

But what was the uncertainty which led the
Cabinet at that time to make that decision and
the Premier to make that statement? What was
his concern, or what was his perceived concern
in the public eye about the acceptance of gifts
by State Government MinistershLfor one do
not accept the explanation.

Point of Order
Mr DAVIES: I believe Standing Orders pro-

vide that a matter once dealt with cannot be
raised again during the same session. This ap-
pears to be a rehash of what was given to us
yesterday by the Leader of the Opposition,'
therefore it would appear to be out of order.The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
missed his opportunity and cannot use this de-
bate to do what he should have done yesterday.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! If members want to

take a point of order I will give them the call.
I find myself in some difficulty here because

there is a Standing Order which refers to sub-
ject matter which has been debated and
disposed of in the same session. I am also
aware that when members are talking on the
Appropriation Bill they are allowed to roam all
over the place and canvass all sorts of subjects.

At the moment I am looking at the situation.
Indeed, I was aware well in advance of the
Minister's point of order that the matter
needed my scrutiny. I am continuing to look at
that aspect. When I reach a situation where I
can make a decision I shall inform the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacINNON: I do not accept the expla-

nation given by the Minister for Education or
the Premier that the Government made this
decision in June 1983 because it was an
inexperienced Government and it was a de-
cision made by inexperienced people. At that
time they had been in Government for four
months-hardly what one would call
inexperience. The Government had plenty of
time to get used to the traps of power. As my
Leader indicated last night, the Cabinet ap-
proved that policy on the basis that it was simi-
lar to the guidelines adopted by the Victorian
Government. Obviously it had advisers, and
the position had beeen assssed quite clearly.
The Government moved forward secure in the

knowledge of the position in other States. The
decision was a well-considered one, a decision
designed to appeal to the general public.

Why now therefore does the Premier run
away from all those decisions? There has been
no explanation whatsoever on any of those
issues.

He talks about uncertainty. What uncertainty
was he concerned about previously? What was
he concerned about in the public eye in June
1983 that is not of concern in October 1985?

It is also hypocritical in the extreme, as has
been said by commentators other than myself,
for the policy to change without any public
announcement, and the only explanation being
given by the Premier to support the charge is
that the former policy was silly and unwork-
able.

The Premier has questions to answer on
today's Notice Paper. If he answers all those
questions today he will have my public apology
for the criticism I am now levelling, but I doubt
if those questions will be answered. Given that
he has made the explanation that it was a silly
an unworkable policy in the first place, why has
he not answered those questions?

Who made the decision to change the policy?
That has not been made public to anybody.

Points of Order

Mr DAVIES: Mr Speaker, again I refer you
to Standing Order No. 178 which says-

No question shall be proposed which is
the same in substance as any question
which, during the same Session, has been
resolved in the affirmative or negative.

I appreciate the difficulty in which you find
yourself. I have listened to what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has been saying since
you last ruled on this matter and it seems to fall
precisely into the kind of comment made dur-
ing the debate yesterday. I suggest therefore
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition had
the opportunity yesterday to join in the debate
and repeat, if he wanted to, the comments of
his leader. But he has no right to raise this
matter again. This kind of subterfuge is seeking
to take advantage of your good nature. It seems
to me this is a question which has been
resolved, and resolved in the negative.

Per haps if you feel it is necessary to do some
further research, the sitting might be sus-
pended. I am distressed that the member is
abusing the privileges of the House in this way.
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Mr HASSELL: On the same point of order,
may I point out that Standing Order No. 1 78
specifically and very clearly refers to questions
being Proposed which have the same substance
as any question which has been resolved in the
session.

The question being proposed in this case i s
the Appropriation Bill. Very clearly, under
Standing Order No. 133, a member is entitled,
on the motion for the second reading of an
Appropriation, Loan, or Supply Bill, for expen-
diture for the ordinary annual services of the
Government, to debate matters relating to pub-
lic affairs.

On two grounds the point of order raised by
the Minister is not sustainable in terms of the
Standing Orders, which are very clear in their
application. It was clearly intended by those
who framed Standing Order No. 133 and by
the Parliament in adopting that Standing Order
that the Appropriation Bill should be an oppor-
tunity for the widest general debate. To restrict
that debate in any way would create a
precedent of the most serious kind.

The fact of the matter is that a member has
an entitlement to speak for 45 minutes on such
a Bill, and it does not do the House any good to
restrict that debate in any way.

The purpose of Standing Order No. 178 and
Standing Order No. 125 is to stop a repetition
of debate by introducing the same debate
again. In this case the member is entitled to use
his time and will use his time anyway, so
nothing will be saved.

I regard any precedent restricting debate on
the Appropriation Bill to be most unfortunate
because it would attack that most important
right of non-ministerial members to range far
and wide in the Budget debate.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: Members, I respect the

position that has been taken by the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management in this
matter, although I do not quite agree that the
Standing Order under which he has raised the
point of order is the ight one. Members must
look at Standing Order No. 125. That is where
the whole matter hinges.

I am told there are rulings for and against on
this matter. I have always believed that in de-
bate on the Appropriation Bill, members
should be allowed to express themselves unfet-
tered, so to speak. I find it very difficult to
accept the point of order raised by the Minis-
ter. At the same time I have to take cognisance

of Standing Order No. 125. At present, I am
prepared to allow the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to continue his remarks.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: Thank you very much,

Mr Speaker. As I indicated at the outset, it is
strange that these questions remain
unanswered. As the Minister for Education
indicated at the beginning of the debate, this
issue may well he dead in the public arena, at
least in the sense that it is not mentioned in the
Press any more. However, these questions re-
main unanswered and until such time as they
are answered the Premier's credibility will re-
main severely damaged; because, as I said be-
fore being interrupted by the Minister's point
of order, the Premier has not indicated who in
fact made the decision to change the policy or
who worked out that the policy was "silly and
unworkable". More importantly, when was that
decision made? Will we get the answers to
those questions we have put on the Notice
Paper? I also ask, of course, how Ministers
were advised about the decision.

I draw members' attention to question 243 of
Thursday, 17 October, which was asked in the
other place and which I referred to in a ques-
tion asked in this House on the same day, when
the Premier indicated that I was lying. I draw
members' attention to that question, without
repeating it because in answer to questions
raised by I-on. Gordon Masters the Attorney
General indicated that he had no knowledge of
the matter. He indicated, "Not to my knowl-
edge has the decision been rescinded that Min-
isters can now accept free travel or gifts". He
for one, a senior member of the Government as
of last Thursday, a day after the issue made the
front page of the newspapers, was not aware
and could not recall that the policy had been
changed in that time. If the policy had been
changed why was it, as the Leader of the Oppo-
sition indicated last evening, that on 7 October
in an article headed "Democrats query travel
guidelines" that the Government's spokesman
was quoted as indicating that the policy was
still that of the 20 June 1983 statement? In fact,
that comment from the Government spokes-
man, whoever he was, is virtually word for
word the 2O June 1983 Press statement. Why
was not that Government officer aware that the
policy had been changed?

I submit that the policy had never been
rescinded; in fact, I doubt very much if the
policy was ever in place or that it ever did
work. The only way we can find out if that is
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the case is if the Premier has the gumption to
stand up in this place or to Put On the record of
the Parliament the answers to questions that
we are asking on behalf of the public of West-
ern Australia.

Mr Jamieson: Unless you get the answers the
way you want them and they might not necess-
arily be correct-

Mr MacKINNON: I have not indicated that.
I have already indicated to the Parliament that
the Premier claims that because he gives an
answer to the Press in the Select Committee
room, or somewhere else, that is different from
giving an answer to the Parliament. it is all
right if he qualifies the statement in the public
forum, whenever that might be, and not in the
Parliament. Clearly there is no difference. It is
a sham and the Premier is continually trying to
draw red herrings into the debate in the Parlia-
ment. As I indicated last week, with the num-
ber of red herrings the Premier has drawn into
this Parliament, Michael Kailis could become a
multimillionaire all over again.

Is the request we are making for information
unfair? It is not unfair if the Premier has
nothing to hide. I indicated last week in the
Parliament that if he stands up in this Parlia-
ment, or anywhere else for that matter, and
says, "To the best of my knowledge that, is the
list of trips", we will accept his word, and why
should we not do so? I do not know why
Government members are so secretive. Why
hide it? What have they got to hide? If they
have nothing to hide they should provide the
answers we seek.

As a second point I ask: Is the request
onerous? It is not. Last week at the Press con-
ference, as the Leader of the Opposition again
indicated, less than 24 hours after the matter
was raised in this House, the Premier was able
to provide to the House a list of 22 free trips
that had been undertaken either by himself or
Ministers in this calendar year. He was able to
obtain that information in less than 24 hours.
He indicated at that conference which I pre-
viously mentioned that the information was as
complete as the Government could possibly
make it at that time. Everybody accepts that.
The Premier indicated yesterday that the num-
ber of trips had increased to 23. Has the
Government heard the Opposition come out
publicly criticising the Government for the fact
that the number has increased to 23? Of course
not. People make mistakes and we accept that,
but why cannot all remaining trips be
disclosed? What has the Premier got to bide?

I remind the Premier of a slogan I have seen
often around Perth when I have been out driv-
ing, a slogan which says, "Let the people de-
cide". I think the Labor Party distributed that
slogan in regard to a particular issue. If the
Government has anything to hide, let it come
clear and let it make disclosures about all those
trips. Let the people decide for themselves if
the Government has anything to hide. Let the
people decide if there was any impropriety. If
there was none, the Premier has nothing to
fear.

I want also to expand on the comment that
the Premier has continually made from the out-
set in relation to this issue. He indicated that
he accepted this gift in his private capacity. I
put it to the House, as I said last week both
publicly outside and inside this House, that I
do not believe that when a member of Parlia-
ment becomes a Premier or a Minister he has a
private capacity, because such a concept could
be taken to extreme and ridiculous lengths.

For example, let us assume that the Premier
or a Minister is discussing a particular business
deal with a business person and that business
person says, 'took, I would like to talk to you
about a free gift." The Premier or the Minister
then says, "Hang on a second. I will make a
note on the file that this discussion is now in
my private time and not in public time." The
participants then talk for 10 minutes about the
gift that is to be given. Once that discussion is
over, he then puts a notation on the file to
indicate he is back into public time and pro-
ceeds with public business. That example
shows how ludicrous such a statement is.

As the letter to the editor of a newspaper
said, I think, two days ago, the Premier has no
private life and if he had not been the Premier,
clearly the gift would not have been advanced,
nor would many other gifts be advanced to
Ministers. That was the reason the Premier
made that statement back in June 1983. The
situation has not changed since then. It is the
same as it is now and the arguments put for-
ward by the Premier do not hold water. His
arguments are about as holey as the sieve that
my mother used to sift flour.

I do not want to waste alt my time on this
issue, but finally let us look at Mr Ted Barker's
article in yesterday's edition of The West
Australian in regard to this issue. The
statement was as follows-

Mr Burke, who admitted last week that
his acceptance of a free trip to Fiji had
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been a political error, made it clear yester-
day that such trips would not be accepted
in future.

If there was nothing wrong with such trips be-
ing accepted by the Premier in the past, why
would they not be accepted in the future? I am
sure the Premier could not care less whether he
upsets the Opposition, but clearly this matter
has damaged his public credibility, and that is
the essential point. If the Premier, as he
indicated, had no qualms about accepting a
certain trip, why did he make that statement?
What is wrong with accepting that trip today
which was acceptable yesterday?

I put it to the House that nothing has
changed. Nothing is different. The same con-
cern that the Premier expressed in his
statement of 20 June 1983 is present today in
situations like this. The Premier set down those
guidelines in June 1983. He tried to indicate
that he was beyond all those political goings on
in regard to the acceptance of gifts. He did not
have the guts to come out in public and indi-
cate that those rules had been changed and, of
course, he has now been hoist with his ow n
petard.

The article in the newspaper continues as
follows-

This was that ministers should not ac-
cept any gift or other consideration which
might compromise them or create a con-
flict of interest in discharging their public
duties.

Prior to June 1983 that was exactly the situ-
ation. I ask the Premier who now determines
what might compromise them or create a con-
flict of interest. Who makes that decision?
Clearly the Minister makes that decision and
there are no guidelines. The Premier indicated
in June 1983 that he was concerned that that
situation could have caused uncertainty in the
community. Apparently today that seems to be
all okay.

Finally, I think The West Australian must
have quoted this statement out of context be-
cause the Premier's statement then reads as
follows-

The Cabinet agreed that the guidelines
which had been operating since June 1983
were practical and appropriate.

What guidelines were operating since June
1983, and to which ones is the paper referring?
Is it referring to the ones mentioned in the
statement of 20 June 1983, because clearly
those guidelines were not operating? I suppose

that those guidelines-if they were operating
from that time-are dubious. It appears that it
was up to each Minister and the Premier in
particular to determine for themselves whether
to follow certain guidelines.

The true test of the Premier on this issue will
come to the fore within the next hour or two,
when we see whether the Premier is prepared to
answer the questions on the Notice Paper. If he
is not, clearly the Premier feels that there is
something to hide. If he has nothing to hide, I
repeat what I said at the outset: Let the people
decide. The Premier should make a public dis-
closure of all of these trips, and let everybody
make their own judgments. As we indicated
last night, that disclosure should of course in-
clude people such as the Parliamentary Sec-
retary of the Cabinet. I would like to continue
now with my remarks.

Mr Davies: Tell us about your trips.

Mr MacKINNON: I said to the Minister last
night and I will say it again: If he has any
concern about the trips I have made, he can
investigate them, because I have nothing to
hide.

Mr Davies: What about all the trips you
didn't pay for?

Mr MacKIN'NON: Should we on this side
give any different response from the one which
members of the Government have given us?

Mr Davies: You volunteered to tell us.

Mr MacKINNON: I would ask the Minister
to tell the House the trips I have taken which
were free.

Mr Davies: Are you telling us that you did
not take any free trips?

Mr MacKINNON: I am indicating that, to
the best of my recollection, I did not take any
major private trips-certainly not overseas,
and certainly not on holidays.

Mr Davies: Are you saying "Yes" or "No" to
that question?

Mr MacKINNON: I c:ianot recall taking any
such trips while a Mir i',tcr.

Mr Davies: Whr sort of a memory do you
have?

Mr ?4acKIN'NON: I have an average sort of
memory, I suppose. If members of the Govern-
ment have any evidence to the contrary, they
should make it known.

Mr Davies: You promised to volunteer any
information. Don't disappoint us.
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Mr MacKINNON: I did not promise any-
thing. I said I would answer the Minister's
question in my own good time.

Mr Davies: Aren't you glad I reminded you?
You were nearly going to forget.

Mr MacKINNON: I have nothing to hide. If
I had something to hide I would be very con-
cerned, but I am not concerned in the least. If
the Minister wants to take the Press down to
the Tourism Commission and to the Depart-
ment of Industrial Development, I suggest that
he call Noel Simmons-wherever he happens
to be, the poor man-and Bob Fisher, the Di-
rector of the Department of Industrial Devel-
opment, and ask the department for all of the
details of what I did in my time as Minister. I
am quite happy for that to happen.

Mr Davies: You have put yourself right in it
now; we will remind you about that. We won't
forget, even if you do.

Mr MacKINNON: I cannot recall taking any
overseas trip which was free. I would qualify
that because I have just remembered that I was
once invited by the Institute of Chartered Ac-
countants to be their guest speaker at one of
their seminars in Singapore.

Mr Davies: The truth is coming out now.

Mr MacKINNON: There was nothing un-
toward about that; I went as a guest speaker to
that seminar and the organisers paid my trip up
there-

Mr Davies: I thought you couldn't remember
any trips; now you can remember one.

Mr MacKINNON: I am just qualifying that
statement. It was not a holiday or a free trip as
such.

Mr Gordon Hill: All of your trips were at
taxpayers' expense.

Mr MacKINNON: No, they were not at the
taxpayers' expense. The trip I referred to was
paid for by the Institute of Chartered Account-
ants.

Mr Bryce: The hea 'lines will read,
"MacKinnon admits free trips"!

Mr MacKINNON: A big headline indeed.

Mr Bryce: I will go and do what the member
for Gascoyne did and suggest to the Press Gal-
lery what they might like to use for their head-
lines.

Mr MacKINNON: It would be refreshing if
the Premier exhibited the same candor as the
Opposition and made clear the number of trips
that he has made, and the rest of the Govern-
meat as well. However, I do not think he will.

I would like to now address the Budget. I
would point out to the House some facts that I
have taken from the Government's own Budget
papers. I refer at the outset to the summary of
revenue, which is one of the first pages in the
Budget document. I managed to note down the
1982-83 figures. They are the benchmark by
which one could measure this Government, be-
cause that is the last year for which the Liberal
Government was responsible. That year shows
a grand total revenue of $2 324 874 369. In this
year's Estimates we see printed the figure
$3 095 500 000, a 44.4 per cent increase. When
one examines that figure more closely, how-
ever, one sees in the revenue item a figure of
$59.651 million from the Water Authority of
Western Australia which was previously in-
cluded in revenue but now reduces expendi-
ture. So if one wants to compare apples with
apples, Government revenue for [985-86 has
increased by 46.5 per cent compared to 1982-
83. If one wants a breakdown, that increase
basically is as a result of increased taxation. In
fact, we have continually indicated that under
this Government taxation has increased by 52
per cent in a time when inflation has probably
been half that figure.

Just like in relation to his Fiji trip, the
Premier has sought to mislead. He sought to
create an impression of economic responsi-
bility when, if we look at the facts as they are
presented and compare apples with apples, we
see what could only be termed fiscal irresponsi-
bility. I do not believe that the public of West-
ern Australia have been fooled. Indeed, if one
listened to radio 6PR today, as I did, one
would know that the latest survey carried out
indicated exactly that in fact the public are
quite clear on what the position is and they are
intending to vote accordingly.

In the forthcoming election there will be one
issue which will be very much up front;
namely, education. It was recently reported as
being a major election issue. I do not claim to
be any great expert in this field, merely because
I happen to be the Opposition spokesman in
this area-

Mr Pearce: You follow in a great tradition.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister for Edu-
cation has indicated that he is nowhere near as
good as the Premier. I do not think the Premier
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is any good, so the Minister for Education must
be awfully bad-probably about 3'/2 times
worse I would think.

Education is going to be an issue in the pub-
lic arena, not because this Government is
performing but because the Government and
the Minister are failing in this important area.
That is not surprising when one reviews the
facts. At the last election, the Government gave
a clear commitment that in its first term of
office it would ensure that expenditure on edu-
cation would be 25 per cent of the State
Budget. That commitment was given by the
present Minister for Education quite clearly
and unequivocally.

Mr Pearce: Did you explain your free trips in
my absence?

Mr MacKINNON: Yes I did; the Minister
for Education can check that up with the Min-
ister for the Conservation and Land Manage-
ment.

Mr Pearce: What about your free trips?
Mr MacKINNON: Which one?
Mr Pearce: Do you acknowledge that you

had any?
Mr MacKINNON: I indicated to the Minis-

ter for Conservation and Land Management
what trips I took and if the Minister for Edu-
cation was not present in this House at that
time that is his bad luck. I suggest that he read
Hansard when it is published.

Mr Evans: Why are you so coy?
Mr MacKINNON: I am not being coy. I have

a certain amount of time to address this Issue
and I will not change my speech for the benefit
of the Minister for Education. If he wants to
take me to task, let him 'do so at another time.

Prior to the last election the Government
indicated that its commitment was to achieve
an expenditure on education of 25 per cent of
the State Budget.

Let us look at the Government's perform-
ance in relation to education this year. I refer
members to page 109 of the Estimates of Rev-
enue and Expenditure where it can be seen that
the expenditure in round terms this year will be
$779 million. The amount allocated in the
1984-85 Budget to education was $699 million
in round terms. What was the Budget out-turn
and what would the figure have been if the
Government had carried out its promise and
allocated 25 per cent of the total Budget to
education? It would have been $789 million or,
in other words, $17 million more than the
amount that has been allocated to education by

the Minister for Education and the Govern-
ment. I base that on the figure 1 indicated
earlier and not on the $3 095.5 million figure
which is published. I added the country areas
water supply figure, which was previously in-
cluded in the revenue, to give a comparison
between the 1983-84 and the 1985-86 figures
and I arrived at the figure of $3 158 million.
Twenty five per cent of that figure would be
$789 million.

If the Minister had achieved his commitment
there would have been $17 million more to
spend this year on education. Even if one takes
the Government's published figures, which are
wrong, in a comparative sense there is a differ-
ence of $10.5 million. It is surprising that the
Government has given such a low priority to
education, especially when one looks at other
areas. For example, let us look at the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet. The amount
allocated to this department has increased from
1983-84 to 1985-86 by a whopping 90 per cent.

Mr Brian Burke: What was the increase this
year over last year?

Mr MacKINNON: It was $13 million over
$27 million-almost 50 per cent.

Mr Brian Burke: Have you taken into ac-
count the electorate offices? Be honest about it.

Mr MacKINNON: What amount is involved
in electorate offices?

Mr Brian Burke: About $3 million.
Mr MacKINNON: In that case, the figure

would be $24 million.
Mr Brian Burke: There are other things as

well.
Mr MacKINNON: I am taking the amounts

from the Government's published figures. The
figure for the area of equal opportunities is
included.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not a year-aver-year
increase.

Mr MacKINNON: It is the increase from
1983-84 to 1985-86. Those are the areas to
which the Government decided to give priority
over and above education.

Mr Brian Burke: You are painting a dis-
honest situation. We did not have to finance
the equal opportunities provisions in 1983.

Mr MacKINNON: In two Budgets the allo-
cation to the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net has increased by $4 million-the 1983-84
allocation was $5.6 million and the 1985-86
allocation was $9.6 million.
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Mr Brian Burke: What is it over 1983-84 and
1984-85?

Mr MacKINNON: It was $1.3 million in that
time, or 12.5 per cent. It was 50 per cent more
than the rate of inflation.

Mr Brian Burke: It is less than for health.
Mr MacKINNON: It is also more than for

education.
Mr Brian Burke: It is marginally less.
Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer can qualify

his actions to his heart's content. The fact is
that in 1983-84 the amount allocated to his
department was $21 million and this year the
amount allocated is $40 million-a 90 per cent
increase.

I can give members the comparative stat-
istics for the area of education which comes
from table 7 of the Consolidated Revenue
Fund Estimates. The increased allocation this
year on the per capita estimates is 7.08 per
cent. Last year it was 9.1 per cent and in 1983-
84 it was 8.8 per cent. Those were the three
worst years out of the last eight years that I
have had the opportunity to investigate. it is
the worst performance of any Government in
regard to education for at least eight years. The
increases in the three years prior to 1983-84
were 13.9 Per cent, 10.3 per cent, and 12.9 per
cent respectively. I could have gone back
further but I would not have found any infor-
mation that would have been worse than this
Government's per capita increase of expendi-
ture on education. This year is the worst year
on record in that respect.

No wonder the community is concerned
about what is happening in the area of edu-
cation. We have the Beazley and McGaw re-
ports-most of the recommendations in the
McGaw report are good, and pants of the
recommendations in the Beazicy report are
good-yet nothing has been done about
implementing the recommendations in those
areas which require the expenditure of funds. It
is easy to see the reason that the Government
has not implemented them.

What is even worse is that in the last two
years, this Government has not even bothered
to spend the amount allocated to education. I
will give the House an indication of what oc-
curred in 1983-84. In that year the vote for
education was underspent by $2 409 273. The
Minister was not able to organise his depart-
ment so that it could spend the amount of
money allocated to it. Instead of the children
benefiting from the introduction of DOTT

time or other services to the tune of $2.5
million the Minister saw fit to leave the money
lying idle.

The Government's performance in the area
of education was even worse in 1984-85. This
Minister's performance becomes progressively
worse because in that year the expenditure
came in under the vote by $4 131 120.

We have a Minister who made a commit-
ment prior to the last election that his Govern-
ment would allocate 25 per cent of the Budget
to education. It has not even gone close. In fact,
it has given $17 million away from that com-
mitment. That amount could possibly have
lowered the class sizes in the primary schools
by almost two children. The current class sizes
are approximately 2 1.1. Recently I read a letter
from the Director General of Education to a
P & C Association which stated that the cost of
reducing class sizes by one would be in the
vicinity of $10 million. Therefore, the $ 17
million would have gone close to reducing class
sizes, across the board, by two. Alternatively it
could also have been used to reduce the class
sizes by one and to introduce DOTT time.
However, the Government has chosen not to
proceed with its election commitment.

As I have already indicated, the Govern-
ment's performance this year is the worst that
it has ever been in the area of education. The
reasons I have given are those of the public of
Western Australia who are concerned about
education in this State.

I remind the House again that this year's
vote for education is a record low 7.08 per cent
increase-the worst increase in the last five
years and the worst from the records I have
before me. If members care to take the time I
am sure that they will find it goes back even
further. However, the situation is even worse
than that.

This year within the Estimates for education
an amount of $3.7 million is included in the
expenditure item for rent. On 15 October 1
asked the Minister for details of where the rent
was being spent and I received a reply that a
full and detailed list of the properties involved
would be made available in due course. I have
not received that information to date. Follow-
ing that question I asked the Minister where
that figure appeared in last year's Estimates
and the answer I received was that the rent was
detailed within Division 35, "Miscellaneous
Services", item 135.
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I point out the implications of that situation:
It means that within education an amount of
$3.7 million is included which did not appear
in that Division in last year's Budget. There-
fore, when comparing apples with apples that
figure must be taken away. If the Government
had achieved its objective of expenditure on
education being 25 per cent of the State
Budget, and if we compare like expenses with
like, the Budget has been underspent by $20
million in comparative terms with what the
Minister talked about in 1983 prior to the last
election. With that amount it would have been
possible to achieve a reduction in class sizes by
two- if it had been decided to give priority to
the primary school situation-or, alternatively,
DOTT time could have been introduced.

In fact the Government has chosen to give
education a low priority; it has underspent by
$20 million What it promised to spend on edu-
cation before the last election, when we take
into account the $3.7 million rent included in
this year's Estimates, which was not shown in
that area in previous Budgets. The Govern-
ment will be criticised by the Opposition and
the general public in the days before the forth-
coming election as a result of this performance.

The concerns of the general public and the
Opposition of course are not evident just in
those areas. Concern has been expressed in a
number of areas by most of the parents and
teachers with whom I have spoken. Firstly,
concern has been expressed about the undue
haste with which the Minister is pressing the
changes being imposed on the education
system as a result of the recommendations in
the Beazley report. Concern has been expressed
within the school system, particularly in high
schools, that teachers are being asked to handle
unduly large workloads to implement this
system with undue haste. There is no reason to
rush it; with proper planning and procedures,
and with objectives being set, most people
would support the changes being made. That
has not been the case. The Minister seems to
want to implement these changes as a matter of
priority, and that is not just my view but the
view of teachers to whom I have spoken: It may
be that the Minister does not expect his party
to win the next etection or anticipates being
transferred from the education portfolio and,
therefore, wants to implement these political or
ideological changes while he is able to do so.

The second area of concern is the Minister's
statement that he supports in principle the Hu-
man Rights Commission directive in relation
to sport in primary schools. The Opposition
has real concern about the activities of the I-u-

man Rights Commission and when it brought
down directives indicating that all junior sport
in schools should be conducted on the basis of
no sex discrimination, we thought it had gone
too far.

Mr Wilson: I understand that it is to review
that directive.

Mr MacKINNON: I understand that to be
the case and 1 hope that commonsense will
prevail. However, the Minister for Education
indicated that he supported in principle that
directive from the Human Rights Commission
when he replied to a question asked in this
Parliament.

The third area in which the Opposition has
expressed concern is related to standards.
Members would be aware of the publicity sur-
rounding the broadcast on the ABC, suppos-
edly as pant of the schools' English programme,
called "Words They Swear By". The Oppo-
sition expressed concern at the time and will
continue to do so when that type of programme
is broadcast to the children in this State,
whether they are in years 12, 11, 10 or what-
ever. There is no need for that language to be
broadcast on the public airwaves and, most im-
portantly, not in the schools of this State. The
programme cannot be justified in any way and
certainly cannot be said to enrich an under-
standing of the English language. I can assure
members that the Opposition has made the
commitment that when it returns to Govern-
ment it will put in place a process whereby
programmes being broadcast to schools are
properly controlled before transmission.

Mr Bridge: It will be a different country
when you get back into Government; we will
not recognise Western Australia if you make all
the changes you have promised to make.

Mr MacKINNON: We shall certainly be very
busy because much has to be put right. The
Government often asks what the Opposition
will do in the education field lwhen it gets back
into Government. I will tell the Government in
what directions.

A Government member: Is this the policy of
the opposition?

Mr MacKINNON: The policy is in the pro-
cess of formulation. It is getting close to
completion and we shall release it in due
course.

A Government member Why is it taking so
long?

Mr MacKINNON: We want to make Sure
that it is the best education policy ever released
in this State and I can assure members that it
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will be. We have taken time to consult with a
broad range of people in the community and
we shall address all their concerns. Above all,
we shall ensure that the children of this State
will be given a quality of education which they
are not now getting.

One of the first areas to be addressed is the
Beazley report. We shall put in place a review
of the Beazley report recommendations and
will make sure that each recommendation is
addressed. We shall indicate which of those
recommendations will not be implemented and
for those which are to be implemented we shall
provide a ranking and programme of im-
plementation. In that way, the Govern-
ment-the future Opposition-teachers and
the general public will know where our system
is heading and what are the objectives in edu-
cation terms to be implemented. At the end of
each year we shall review that programme. The
objectives will be set, each step forward will be
clear, and everybody will know where they
stand. In the present situation the Minister in-
dicates that a recommendation is in the process
of implementation or is being reviewed; no
programme has been set down and nobody
knows in which direction we are heading.

We shall ensure that a system of promotion
on merit is encouraged throughout the school
system. The most important principle involved
in such a system is assessment of merit and we
shalt ensure that assessment procedures as far
as possible are such that both men and women,
young and old, are given proper consideration
on the basis of their ability.

As a high priority we shall ensure that liter-
acy and numeracy skills in schools are
improved. Recently I was speaking to the p6i-
mary principal of a private school who said
that concern had been expressed for some time
about the number of options being taught in
the schools to the exclusion of the
basics-literacy and numeracy. In fact that
school has now returned to the basics and when
those standards are improved they will then
think about what options to offer. The Oppo-
sition's education policy will give high priority
to improvement of literacy and numeracy stan-
dards.

In addition, we are committed to decentralis-
ation of the decision-making power in the Edu-
cation Department. The more decision-making
is decentralised and the closer that decision-
making power is to the situation it applies to in
schools-with the cooperation of teachers
parents and the community in school coun-
cils-the better will be the quality of the de-

cisions. Of course, as a result the
administration of funds going into the schools
in those areas will also be more efficient.

Education will be a major issue at the next
election. I am confident that, given the support
of the people in my party who are preparing
that policy, we will have a policy which will be
unsurpassed and which will win the support of
many people within the community in this
most important area.

MR WATIT (Albany) [3.21 p.m.): Regardless
of the party which happens to be in power,
every year at, Budget time there are always ter-
rible arguments. A string of claims is always
made by the Government about what it has
achieved and how this is the best Budget ever
produced, and we always hear a string of
counterclaims by the Opposition disputing the
figures presented, the way in which they are
presented, and claims that they are
misrepresented, deficient, and so on. This year
has been no exception.

It is fair to say that quite often the figures are
incapable of proper interpretation because like
is not always being compared with like. Fre-
quently the figures do not allow for a fair and
accurate comparison because the bases upon
which they are presented may be changed. As
often as not, they do not reflect variable factors
such as changes in legislation or the imposition
of new or additional charges which, of necess-
ity, affect the way in which the Budget figures
are presented.

It is time a formula or a standardised basis
was found for the presentation of the accounts,
firstly, to reflect more accurately the real
position so that a comparison can be made
from year to year to avoid the sort of argu-
mnents that have been going on, even this after-
noon, in the House. In this way we could avoid
not only the accusations of cheating and figure
fiddling, but also the cheating which sometimes
does occur. Secondly, there ought to be a
change in the manner in which the
Government presents its Budget papers, per-
haps something like the Commonwealth's
system could be used, to include supporting
documents which give a break-up of some of
the minor activities. I use the word "minor",
not in a literal sense, but meaning that it does
not refer to the totals allocated, but to the ac-
tivities of some of the departments. A very
good example of that is in the area of housing.
A Budget allocation is made, but of course it
does not reflect what will happen. For example,
at around Budget time questions are put on the
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Notice Paper from members representing areas
all over the State asking for details of housing
programmes. Perhaps a supporting Budget
paper would be helpful in alleviating that prob-
tern.

Mr Wilson: There is one on the way.

Mr WATT: That is good, if that is the case.
We have not seen it yet and so what I have said
remains fair comment. The political leaders
ought to be able to get together and come to an
agreement that that will be the format followed
in the future. We must be able to compare like
with like. When one tries to compare raw fig-
ures, the first thing one must take into account
is inflation. People are usually able to disagree
on just what the inflation rate is, so there is a
difference for a start.

Payroll tax is a tax which everybody dis-
agrees with and dislikes, but because it raises so
much revenue for the State, most people are
unable to agree on what ought to replace it. The
Government talks about the rate of payroll tax
being reduced, and by my calculation the top
rate is down by about 15.8 per cent. It would be
smart for the Government of the day to say,
"We have reduced the rate of payroll tax by
15.8 per cent." But, of course, the collections
from payroll tax are up by 5.5 per cent. There is
always a variation. Presentation should be
standardised so that people know and under-
stand and can trust the Figures presented to
them by the Government of the day.

The Government claims Credit for having
reduced the financial institutions duty. As
somebody mentioned in the House last night, it
is a duty which should never have been
introduced, and therefore it is fairly shallow for
any Government to claim credit for reducing
something that should not have been
introduced in the first place.

There arc one or two items in the Budget
about which I am particularly pleased. One is
the increased funding for tourism. Obviously,
as a member who represents an electorate
which is heavily involved in tourism, I am
always pleased to see any increase in the allo-
cation of funding for tourism. However, I am
concerned that that increased allocation may
not be reflected as much as we would like in
some of the regions of this State, but rather will
be directed to the metropolitan area for the
promotion of the metropolitan area and the
provision of facilities within the metropolitan
area to be used for the benefit of those people
who will visit here for the America's Cup de-
fence.

Of course, I hope that visitors for the
America's Cup defence will not only visit the
metropolitan area but will also find their way
into other regions of the State, so it is not only
unfair but unrealistic to suggest that money for
tourist development and promotion should
only be spent in the metropolitan area.

Another Budget allocation about which I am
pleased is the allocation of funds to try to at-
tract additional nurses to this State. The hospi-
tal system generally has been going through a
very worrying time with staff shortages, and
there are a variety of reasons for that. The
Albany Regional Hospital has been no excep-
tion and it has been of great concern that wards
have had to be closed on one or two occasions,
and, even more importantly, areas such as the
intensive care unit have had to be closed be-
cause of a lack of sufficiently trained staff to
man those areas with the degree of competence

neded. I hope the Government is successful in
its initiative to try to attract more nurses to this
State.

The Loan Estimates contain information
which relates to the capital works programme
to be undertaken. While that document pro-
vides a fair amount of information, we have to
accept that quite a lot of the detail about what
is going on around the State is not necessarily
revealed. I studied the figures and drew some
comparisons between the amounts in the 1984-
85 Estimates and the amounts that were actu-
ally spent, as revealed in the 1985-86 Esti-
mates. I drew some comparisons between the
money being spent in Albany and in Bunbury.

In regard to Bunbury, I was able to identify
five areas where there had been a major vari-
ation from the actual estimate. It makes rather
interesting reading.

The first figure related to sewerage in
Bunbury, where the estimate was $637 000 and
the actual expenditure was $1.5 million and a
bit-an overexpenditure of $867 410 or 136
per cent. The second example was the Newton
Moore High School, where there was an
overexpenditure of $206 965, or 157 per cent.

A special Westrail allocation to "Bunbury
2000" was overspent by almost $70 000, or by
17.7 per cent. The regional office for the De-
partment of Agriculture in Bun bury had an es-
timate of$S 1.21 million, but it was overspent by
$753 248, or by 60 per cent. The estimate for
irrigation and drainage in the Bunbury district
was $1. 168 million, but that was overspent by
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$326 599, or by 28 per cent. In those five items,
the Budget was overspent by $2 841 446, or an
average of 40 per cent.

I also went through the capital works for
Albany. I was not able to find as many major
variations, but 1 did find four I could identify.
While the amounts are trifling by comparison
with the amounts spent in Bunbury, the vari-
ation in these four items was as follows: The
general water supply estimate of $576 000 was
overspent by $187 000, or 32.5 per cent. How-
ever, the three other areas-sewerage, the
Albany Regional Hospital, and the North
Albany High School-were all underspent by
respectively 12.4 per cent, 76.9 per cent, and
59.7 per cent.

The interesting thing about this was that
when I asked for an explanation and for the
reasons behind these major variations, I was
replied to by the Government in the following
terms-

.. over expenditures in the main are at-
tributable to problems encountered after
the initial estimate was prepared or the
rate of the progress Of Work being better
than anticipated. Underspending can oc-
cur for a number of factors such as delays
in documentation, calling tenders, weather
conditions, etc.

The principal concern is to ensure that
essential needs are met as quickly as poss-
ible and the programme of works managed
within the appropriation.

That seems to imply a need to meet the essen-
tial needs of the community in Bunbury but
not a need to meet the essential needs of the
community in Albany. I say that because $2.8
million was overspent in Bunbury yet we saw a
substantial underspending in Albany. That
smacks Ofra terrible hypocrisy on the pant of the
Government when one considers all the things
it claims about its attitude to decentralisation.

I move on now to express concerns I hold
concerning the Public Accounts Committee.
Interestingly enough the Public Accounts Com-
mittee is sometimes referred to in the Press, on
those occasions when it gets a mention, as the
"1powerful" Public Accounts Committee, which
amuses me a little. Apart from being good allit-
eration it does not appear to be much else, and
my complaint is that the committee is not as
powerful as it ought to be.

It is now several years since I was first
appointed to the Public Accounts Committee,
and I must say I have enjoyed the experience of
serving on it; it has been most interesting and

rewarding to be a member of the committee,
although we have had the occasional trauma. I
have served on the committee as a member of
the Government, as a member of the Oppo-
sition, as chairman, and as deputy chairman, so
I have seen it from pretty well all sides.

The concept of a Public Accounts Com-
mittee is something I support very strongly. It
has an important role to play in parliamentary
proceedings. Unfortunately, I fear that its im-
portant role has not been properly and ad-
equately met in WA.

The Western Australian Public Accounts
Committee has at times-I emphasise only at
times-been reluctant to embark on some in-
quiries when they were seen as possible embar-
rassments to the Government of the day.
I-and other members-have felt that on some
occasions some matters were being pursued
purely for party political reasons.

In the past the work of the Public Accounts
Committee has been carried out by the mem-
bers of that committee, apart from the services,
at least in the past, of the Sergeant-at-Arms,
who has acted as secretary of the committee.
The members have had no other assistance. I
am sure members of the House will understand
that this has imposed a fairly considerable con-
straint on the amount of work the committee
has been able to do. In recent times the com-
mittee has engaged the services of a well quali-
fied research officer, the original research
officer having recently moved on. The previous
and the present research officers are thoroughly
professional and competent people. A research
Officer, unlike members of Parliament who
have a wide range of other duties to perform,
can devote his time and enthusiasm fully to the
pursuit of information required by the com-
mittee.

The time has come for the Parliament to
make up its mind about the future of the Public
Accounts Committee. I am firmly of the view
that the committee should accept its role and
pursue its objectives without any party political
bias; in other words, without fear or favour. I
am mindful of the fact that Parliaments are
made up of a majority of one party or another,
and that that majority will change from time to
time. At the moment the ALP has the majority;
next time it might be the Liberal Party. The
majority will change backwards and forwards.

Public Account Committees in other States
and the Commonwealth have shown that they
can pick up the political hot potatoes and in-
vestigate and pursue them with a great deal of
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vigour and thoroughness, without any concern
that a bag of worms that might be embarrassing
to the Government of the day might be un-
covered. Frankly, if a bag of worms exists, it
should be discovered, exposed, and put right. If
public money is being misused, misspent,
wasted, misappropriated, or in any way used
inefficiently, the Public Accounts Committee
should be there to pursue those things.

The Commonwealth Public Accounts Com-
mittee has a reasonably large team of research
officers, but then of course it has a substantially
larger budget as well. Its officers do much of
the leg work of the inquiries being carried out
for committee members. They prepare briefs
and provide detailed information to committee
members about inquiries which are in progress.
They also provide appropriate and searching
questions for committee members to ask at in-
quiries when witnesses are called. Frankly, they
bring a level of expertise to those committees
and to the individual committee members
which the members at times could not reason-
ably be expected to have in their own right.

I have been told on occasions by some public
servants of matters they believe require atten-
tion. They often learn of these things in dis-
cussions among themselves and they might say
among themselves that it would be a good idea
if a certain matter within a department was
considered by the Public Accounts Committee.
But that is where it stops, because they fear
reprisals from superior officers and departmen-
tal heads. They see as a threat to (he'!ir career
prospects any attempt by them to "rock the
boat". Therefore those opportunities of
obtaining information and righting wrongs
which have become apparent to those public
servants are being missed. These officers
should be encouraged to bring to the attention
of the Public Accounts Committee those mat-
ters which they think are worthy of investi-
gation.

The duties of the Public Accounts Com-
mittee are set out in the Standing Orders.
Standing Order No. 411l(c) requires, the com-
mittee to inquire into and report to the House
on matters which are referred to it by a
resolution of the House. However, in the nine
years or so of my membership of the com-
mittee, not one matter has been referred to it
by the House. How can that be? Surely many of
the issues raised during question time in the
House are worthy of investigation by the Public
Accounts Committee.

It would be beneficial to the State if the
leaders of the political parties could get
together and agree that the Public Accounts
Committee should operate on a comipletely im-
partial and non-panty political basis. Unless
that is done the Public Accounts Committee
will never fully reach the purpose for which it
was intended, and it will remain to some extent
a toothless tiger. It is time the Public Accounts
Committee grew up and came of age, otherwise
at best it will have been only partially effective.

The Government recently appointed a func-
tional review committee. Much of its work
could, and probably should, be done by the
Public Accounts Committee-a fully
indepedent Public Accounts Committee, ad-
equately staffed and financed. In somne public
accounts committees the chairman is
appointed from the Opposition parties. I am
not necessarily advocating that but it shows
that that attitude of impartiality has extended
even in that way. I was very disappointed that a
report of the Standing Orders Committee
which was presented to the Legislative
Assembly on 21 February 1985 was not
proceeded with in the autumn session of Par]lia-
ment this year. I am disappointed that neither
the Premier nor the Leader of the House is
here, but T hope somebody will draw my disap-
pointment to their attention and also my belief
that for the relatively short amount of time thdt
would be needed this report should be picked
up and passed.

Madam Acting Speaker (Mrs Henderson),
you would know that a considerable amount of
time was spent by the Public Accounts Com-
mittee in particular in having the Standing Or-
ders rewritten to upgrade the committee in a
manner which would enable it to do the things
that needed to be done. There was some con-
cern that some areas might not be adequately
catered for under the existing Standing Orders,
and among other things the proposal to amend
Standing Orders would take account of those
matters. I hope the Premier or the Leader of
the House might reconsider their decision-I
understand they are not going to proceed-and
reinstate the report to the Notice Paper. I
doubt there would be any opposition if they
reconsidered the matter because the Standing
Orders Committee comprises representatives
from both sides of the House, and its report has
a lot of merit.

I refer now to the southern bluefin tuna in-
dustry, and also to the salmon fishery in the
Albany area. During the Address-in-Reply de-
bate I made some mention of this; it is a matter
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of continuing concern to the town of Albany,
The imposition of quotas on the southern
bluefin tuna industr has taken a number of
boats, variously estimated between 60 and 70,
completely out of the industry. According to an
industry source there used to be more than 100
boats; according to the same source there are
now about IS.

On 17 September 1985 1 asked a question of
the Minister for Fisheries about how many
boats had been allocated a quota, and he re-
plied that the number was 70. In fact, before
the quotas were imposed there were more boats
in the industry, and that number is now
substantially reduced. The impact on the com-
munity of that dramatic reduction in the num-
ber of boats has been profound. The com-
munity is affected in many areas: The supply of
fuel is substantially reduced; the sales of stores
and provisions are down for the boats which
used to go out sometimes for several days at a
time. They go down the coast and fish out of
Esperance and the archipelago there. There are
people who supply ships chandlery and other
goods associated with the boats-mechanical,'
electrical, radio and radar, and other services
that are provided.

There is also the processing side of things
and the jobs which are involved there. There
are the suppliers of goods and services to the
processors-those who transport the raw
materials and the finished product. There are
many sides to the tuna industry, and it is a
great shame that it has declined to the extent
that it has.

Mr Evans: You will have noticed the
Japanese have accepted a quota.

Mr WAT T: When was that?
Mr Evans: About two weeks ago.
Mr WAIT: I was not aware they had. I was

concerned to hear recently that the Japanese
had been allowed to come back into Australian
waters-not Western Australian waters. I amn
grateful for that. It was part of a deal which was
worked out. The fishermen in Western
Australia were concerned about the Japanese
being allowed back in, and at the time the
quotas were imposed the Japanese fishermen
were not prepared to accept them. To the ex-
tent that they are prepared to accept them now
I welcome that piece of news from the Minis-
ter.

In the questions I asked in September 1 asked
the Minister how much quota had been orig-
inally allocated to Western Australia. He re-
plied that it was 2 752 tonnes. I understand in

addition to that there was approximately 100
tonnes added by the Commonwealth after ap-
peals. It is difficult to state what the real situ-
ation wag with any degree of accuracy. Indeed,
in that question I asked the Minister how many
fishermen still owned quota and he replied that
36 Western Australian fishing boats had quotas
attached to them as at 6 September. He went
on to say that about four of those would be
lease quota only and the remainder would be
either ownership or a combination of lease and
ownership. The next question I asked was-

What is the aggregate of quota still
owned by Western Australian fishermen?

The Minister replied as follows-
(4) 2 243 tonnes were held by Western

Australian fishing boats as at 6
September 1985, as a combination of
lease and ownership tonnage. As at 13
September 1985 the quota owned by
WA fishermen was 1 648 tonnes.

That i s d own by 59 5 ton nes i n a week, or a 2 6.5
per cent reduction. I know the Minister shares
my concern about this matter. It reflects how
fragile the industry is and how quickly things
change.

I then asked the Minister the following ques-
tion-

(5) How much of the quota stilt held by
Western Australian fishermen is-
(a) fished by the owner;
(b) leased to other

Australian fishermen;
Western

(c) leased to fishermen in another
State?

The Minister replied that the information was
not available. I canvassed an industr source
after getting that reply and was told that an
estimate of the position was as follows: 280
tonnes, or about 10 per cent of the total was
sold to the Western Australian Government;
another 100 tonnes or about 3.6 per cent, was
sold to other Western Australian fishermen;
another 30 tonnes, representing 1 per cent of
the total, was leased to Western Australian
fishermen; 775 tonnes, or about 28 per cent, is
fished by owners; 750 tonnes was leased to
South Australia, some of which may have been
sold since; and another 870 ton nes had been
sold to South Australia: So, a total of 1 620
tonnes, or 59 per cent of the total, has gone to
South Australia.

Members can see the state of the industry.
The industry representative who gave me that
information said he would not be confident
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that much of the quota leased to the South
Australian fishermen would ever return and
therefore only resident quota for 1985-86 is
likely to remain.

West Ocean Canning Pty Ltd should be
commended for its efforts to try to sustain the
cannery industry in Western Australia because
it has gone to South Australia and purchased
something like 600 tonnes of quota which obvi-
ously is necessary to sustain the processing side
of the tuna industry.

The problem does not stop with tuna because
salmon fishermen are also very concerned
about their present situation.

The salmon of course is fished in an entirely
different way from the tuna. The tuna is a
deep-sea operation while salmon are fished in a
beach seining operation. That means that they
are netted from the beach; so, unlike the tuna
fishery, I do not believe there is a conservation
problem or that there should be any concern
about the future of the salmon fishery. How-
ever, the price and marketing of salmon most
certainly is a matter for concern.

The South Coast Licensed Professional
Fisherman's Association forwarded a letter to
me which it had received from the Minister,
who had written to the association in reply,
advising the association's members that he did
not consider it appropriate to amend the notice
relating to the sale of salmon. Salmon is still
proclaimed as a food fish and it has to be sold
to the canners for that purpose. The fishermen
argue that out of concern for their future and
their industry, the marketplace should deter-
mine the price and the use of the fish. Salmon
are being sold for bait by the South Australian
fishermen to the rock lobster industry at prices
which are substantially higher than the Western
Australian fishermen are able to get. Herring
likewise are sold to the rock lobster industry to
be used as bait, and even that product com-
mands a substantially higher price than salmon
at the moment. The price for salmon in West-
ern Australia is currently down by
approximately 50 per cent. This is a very real
concern among the fishermen and I think the
matter needs to be looked at very closely in
order to decide whether it is relevant to con-
tinue to designate salmon as a food fish. I am
in something of a personal dilemma in this
respect because I want to see the fishermen
prosper, and I am also concerned to see that the
processing side of the industry-

Mr Evans: Don't you think we have that di-
lemma too?

Mr WATT: Yes. I am not trying to be a
smart alec on this question. I am presenting to
the Parliament and to the Minister the con-
cerns of fishermen, as they have expressed
them to me. If the industry cannot produce the
product at a competitive price on the super-
market shelves, it is hardly fair to continue to
Jeopardise the future of the fishermen. Quite
frankly, if they cannot sell their catch at an
economic price, they will not be able to put the
fish on the shelves anyway. This will be a sub-
ject for continuing debate and it is one which
needs to be sorted out.

I turn my attention to another matter, which
involves the Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission. In particular I want to talk about the
provision of a Visitor Accommodation and
Restaurant Guide. Until recently, the tourist
bureau organisations used to produce a number
of accommodation guides for each of the re-
gions of the State. The guides dealt with a
number of regions such as the south-west, the
north-west, Perth and suburbs, central region,
the south-east region and so on. They were
fairly comprehensive and covered most accom-
modation facilities available. I would like to
draw a comparison with the current WA Tour-
ism Commission accommodation guide and
the Visitor Accommodation and Restaurant
Guide. I object to the fact that the great
southern is always included under the heading
of "south-west". The great southern is a clearly-
definable and identifiable region, and I wish
that Government departments and agencies,
when talking about these regions, would recog-
nise that the great southern is separate from the
south-west region.

The old Visitors Accommodation and Res-
taurant Guide listed nine motels, six hotels, I I
guest houses, 12 furnished premises, and 11I
caravan parks for the Albany region-a total of
39. The Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission has decided to join forces with the
Sunday Times to support the production of a
commercial publication which, although it is
very nicely presented, in my view falls short of
the previous publication in the provision of
information. It does not do the job because it
relies on people to subscribe to that particular
accommodation section. To advertise in each
three-month issue, people are being asked to
pay a minimum of $60 for a minimum of three
lines and an additional $20 for each subsequent
line. The rates are exactly the same whether it
is for a five-star hotel such as the Sheraton or
for a three-bed roomed guest house On the river
at Nornalup, or something like that. it is obvi-
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ous that the people who are running the less
prosperous accommodation facilities at present
will say, "Well, at $60 a quarter, we cannot
afford to subscribe." Bearing in mind that there
were 39 accommodation entries for the Albany
region in the old guide, the new one has a total
of only 20 listings for the same area. That is
approximately half and it is obvious that the
new guide is not providing the same level of
service either to the industry, which is provid-
ing accommodation, or to the motorist by
giving him a full and adequate choice of the
facilities available.

The Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission sent introductory letters to the various
tourist bureaus and the like introducing the
Western Australian visitors' publication and
inviting people to subscribe to it. I suggest that
a much more sensible arrangement would have
been for the Tourism Commission to approach
the RAG, which also produces a touring and
accommodation guide. I have not spoken to the
RAC about whether it would be prepared to
enter into this sort of arrangement with the
Tourism Commission, but I would be very sur-
prised if it would not. The RAC produced an
excellent publication entitled "1985-Touring
and Accommodation Guide". The RAG has
professional people out on the road continually
reviewing, updating and revising its guide. For
the Albany area, the RAG guide contains 49
listings while the old guide gives only 39
listings, and the new guide 20 listings. tt is a
much more comprehensive guide and is
supported by a number of advertisements by
individuals who own hotels, motels, guest
houses and so on.

Mr Court: Do they rate the accommodation?
Mr WATT: No, not according to the five-star

system but it certainly is sufficiently well-de-
scribed so that anybody who is on the road
would be able to quickly identify what sort of
accommodation was available. The RAG does
not include its listings on a graded scale but it
is certainly sufficiently well-described so that
anybody who is a potential user would know
exactly what to expect. The Minister for Tour-
ism should be encouraged to instruct the com-
mission to revise its decision to link up with
the Sunday Times. I have no beef with the
Sunday Times although no doubt that organis-
ation will not be impressed with rue for saying
that. The RAC sells its publication for $1.50 to
the general motorist and 50 cents to members,
and I cannot help thinking that if the Govern-
ment were to join forces with the RAG the costs
would be reduced substantially.

I hope the Minister for Tourism will see the
wisdom of that. Tourist bureaus are not at all
happy with what has been offered to them at
the moment. Clearly, if the object of the exer-
cise is to provide a service, is has to be the best
service at the best price. That is not being
achieved at the moment.

Before I conclude I wish to make one or two
brief comments about a couple of issues. The
first issue I wish to raise relates to a matter that
has been debated extensively in this House
over the last couple of weeks: Members' free
trips and accommodation.

Mr Blaikie: It has been a one-sided debate
because the Opposition has been on the thrust
and the Government has been on the back foot.

Mr WATT: Absolutely. This debate has not
been about free trips or accommodation. It has
been about the dishonesty, deception, and
double standards of this Government.

Mr Bryce: I bet you practised that one in
front of the mirror.

Mr WATT: I do not like what I see in the
minror.

Mr Bryce: What is more, it is out of character
for you.

Mr WATT: tf the Deputy Premier is
suggesting that it is out of character for me to
tell the truth, I am disappointed because what I
said is precisely what I believe. I believe it was
entirely inappropriate for the Victorian
Governor to have to resign because he took a
free trip. Airline companies regard inaugural
flights as promotional. It is perfectly normal for
those fights to be full of invited guests. I see
nothing wrong with the Governor of that State,
the Premier, Ministers, or any other person,
accepting a ride on an inaugural flight. tn that
way, I see absolutely nothing wrong with the
Premier of this State taking a holiday with his
son and his driver to Fiji or anywhere else.
What is wrong-and this is the essential differ-
ence in the whole debate-is that the Govern-
ment refuses to acknowledge, or carefully
sidesteps, the fact that it made the rules, did
not keep the rules, and decided to ignore the
rules when it had every opportunity in the
world to change them. The Minister for Edu-
cation and the Minister for the Arts have been
bleating today about the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. I do not care about what trips they
have taken. I think it is a perfectly legitimate
function in Government, if a plane is going
somewhere and a Minister needs to go, for that
Minister to use that flight if it is convenient.
However, one cannot lay down a policy and
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then say that, for whatever reasons, one has
decided to ignore it. How can people be trusted
if they cannot be honest?

Mr Bryce: Can I ask a simple question about
those guidelines? Can you imagine the flow of
Press releases, whichever party was in Govern-
ment, if every guideline or regulation fell into
disuse virtually by a process of osmosis?

Mr WATT: The Deputy Premier is trying to
put up another smokescreen and I will not buy
it. The truth is that if rules are made as specifi-
cally as the Premier made them, drawing
special attention to free trips and accommo-
dation, then those rules should be obeyed.

In conclusion, I wish to comment about
another debate in recent times relating to visits
by United States of America warships.

I support the maxirnisation of the number of
visits to Western Australian ports by US ships.
I was asked a question recently by an Albany
Press reporter about whether I supported the
home-porting of US ships. In response I said
that, as I understood home-porting, I accepted
it. My political opponent in Albany accused me
of political grandstanding and suggested that
we should not have Americans coming near the
place. It was she who suggested that the Soviets
should build a dry dock there even when there
was no such proposal. She is guilty of the very
hypocrisy of which she accuses me.

I support the Bill.
MR COURT (Nedlands) 14.06 p.m.]: I take

this opportunity to outline some of the initiat-
ives which a Liberal Government will take in
some of my areas of responsibility when the
Liberal Party is returned to Government at the
next election. I will discuss the detail of the
Labor Government's Budget proposals which
affect my responsibilities during the Com-
mittee debate. Suffice to say the Budget sets the
expenditure and collection of taxpayers' funds
at a record level.

The overall goal of a Liberal Government
will be to achieve economic growth which will
be shared by all Western Australians and not
simply by those privileged people who have
jobs to the detriment of those who are unem-
ployed. As a party we will leave no stone
unturned to give our youth genuine career
opportunities and to train them in the skills
required for the State's future and well-being.

We are all concerned that the current high
levels of youth unemployment will have detri-
mental effects further down the track when we
find many of our people have not been prop-
erly trained in areas which need proper skills. It

is obvious that, to reach a goal of high employ-
ment, people need to be trained in those skills.
The goal of high employment is an ambitious
one, but one which I am sure all members in
this Parliament would like to see achieved. Be-
fore that goal can be achieved, we have to make
our industries more export oriented and
internationally competitive. We hear much
about that subject these days, but we will not be
able to maintain our standard of living or stop
the relative decline in those standards if we do
not get our act together in the export fietd.

The second thing we must do is provide
more flexibility in our labour force to ensure
that everyone in this State can share the State's
prosperity. We have a system at present which
is not flexible, which does not cater for the ups
and downs in the business cycle, and which
tends to give the employee good wages and
good conditions but does not give those who
are unemployed a worth while job or the oppor-
tunity, even, to get back into the work force.

Thirdly, we must get Governments off the
back of the private sector. Again, we have
heard much about that. We hear much about
cutting regulations. However, in the last two
years in this House we have debated more and
more regulations. There has to be a genuine
attempt to allow the private sector to operate
with less interference from government.

Even the Deputy Premier would agree that
not only our industry, but also the work force
in general, must operate at the forefront of
technology development. I am sure that the
Deputy Premier would support that goal and
equally sure that we will have no hope of be-
coming more export oriented and more export
competitive internationally if we do not take
that route. We all know that Western Australia
has a track record of entrepreneurial flair and a
track record of grasping new business
opportunities. People in Western Australia
have proven themselves around the world as
leaders in many areas, whether in business,
sport, or other community activities. That is
probably best illustrated by our tremendous
success in winning the America's Cup-a
sporting event, but one which also required
tremendous back-up from many other sections
in our society.

Mr Bridge: A Labor Government made that
all possible.

Mr COURT: The member for Kimberley
would have to be saying that tongue in cheek.
That particular achievement was a great
achievement for the private Sector.
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Mr Bryce: Could I just remind the member
for Nedlands that in our first year in office we
achieved the America's Cup, the Sheffield
Shield, and the Australian Football Champion-
ships. It took a bit of effort, but we achieved
that trio.

Mr COURT: I am glad the Minister
mentioned the America's Cup, because it high-
lights exactly what I said earlier. It shows what
can be achieved by the private Sector when the
Government has nothing to do with it. That is
a good example of the point I was trying to
make.

Mr Troy interjected.
Mr COURT: That is a story in itself. As the

member for Mundaring has raised the matter, I
put on record that I think it would be a sad day
if the Australian Government purchased
Australia 11 and took it east. The yacht should
stay in Western Australia and I hope that all
members in this House wilt make sure that it
does.

The outlook is currently not all that bright
for the private sector.

Mr Troy interjected.
Mr COURT: Again, the member for

Mundaring is making some interesting com-
ments. I would love to talk for the next half an
hour about the America's Cup. The member
for Mundaring asked whether the private sector
was going to buy Australia 11. He should be
aware that at this moment the private sector is
spending tens of millions of dollars building
12-metre yachts so that it can defend, success-
fully we hope, the America's Cup. It was a stu-
pid question in view of the fact that the private
sector is spending so much in a first-class at-
tempt to retain the cup.

Mr Bryce: They are ramming each other at
the moment.

Mr COURT: That is perhaps what sport is all
about. I just hope that the group I am support-
ing does a bit better than Claremont in its at-
tempts to win this year. I am glad the member
for Mundaring raised the matter of the
America's Cup because it shows what the pri'-
vate sector can do without the Government on
its back.

The Australian economy is being judged by
the international community as becoming less
and less competitive. Those people operating
within Australia know that that judgment is
largely correct. Many of our leaders in com-
merce have been worried for many years that
this country is living beyond its means and that

our nearby neighbours in the Asian-Pacific re-
gion are continually outperforming us. The
situation must and can be reversed with a
change of attitude by certain sections of the
community. All members of the community
must pull their weight to make sure that we
return this country to a competitive position.
Some sections of the community seem hell-
bent on sending this great nation on a back-
ward path. Unfortunately, our economy no
longer has the flexibility to cater for the ups
and downs in the business cycle, whether
internationally or within Australia.

We have currently a good example of this.
The rural industries in Australia, particularly
in the wheatbelt regions of this State, are in a
state of crisis. Even so, certain militant unions
are prepared to show their bloody-mindedness
by holding up the shipping of exports at a time
when the agricultural industry can ill-afford
those setbacks. At such a time we would like to
see everyone helping those people perform, but
militant unionists are still prepared to have
stoppages on the wharf. How can we achieve
the goal of becoming a better export performer
if we have trouble getting our exports across the
wharf and on to a ship?

At present we are also seeing that the world
alumina market is very depressed. It has been
depressed for many years. Pcrhaps people in
this House have not understood the inter-
national situation in relation to alumina.
Alumina producers in this State have been
operating at reasonable capacity levels because
they are internationally very competitive pro-
ducers. But even being a competitive producer
is not enough at present to keep plants
operating to capacity. I hope that we under-
stand the pressures that industry is under and
that we have the flexibility to try to retain em-
ployment in that industry. Perhaps wages will
have to be reduced. We need to appreciate the
problems and to see what can be done to assist.

The rural industry is certainly in a state of
crisis. Despite that, we have had the
Mudginberri dispute, the strikes in the abat-
toirs, and various wharf stoppages- whether
the long strike at Bunbury or the regular,
almost daily, strikes at Fremanile. This country
currently faces problems of high interest rates,
a rigid labour market, and rapidly escalating
labour costs. It has been said that wages have
not increased a great deal, but statistics show-
ing the local labour costs indicate a consider-
able increase. More and more regulations
which affect businesses are being introduced;
for example, those relating to occupational
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health and safety measures, noise abatement,
and the like. We would like to see many of the
regulations introduced, but if we do not go
about introducing them in the right way, we
will put onto employers an added cost burden
at a time that they cannot afford it.

Our tax system can only be described as
vicious- It was bad enough before the tax sum-
mit which added even more burdens. The
Budget we are debating here today continues
the Federal pattern of big expenditure
programs which, obviously, require high levels
of taxation. We have in Western Australia, in
particular, increased competition. The private
sector is facing increased competition from
Governments. I will enlarge on that shortly.

As I mentioned, there has been an alarming
increase in the number of regulations under
which the business community has to operate. I
will briefly discuss some of the Liberal Party's
policies and initiatives which are designed to
ensure that the private sector can prosper with-
out undue Government interference. It is to be
hoped that such initiatives would assist to rem-
edy the very serious problems that we face
today. The example of Australia 11's winning
the America's Cup is the classic example of
what can be done by the private sector when
the Government has nothing to do withi it.

One of the major areas of concern, as
expressed to us as we have moved around the
State talking to small business communities, is
industrial relations.

The Labor Party seems to think it has a
stranglehold in this area, but it must be under-
stood that industrial relations is a major area of
concern for these people- The small business
community simply does not fit into the Labor
Party's corporatist estate strategy where it is
happy dealing with big uhions, big Govern-
ment, and the big business syndrome. It just
does not cater for the small business com-
munity. These people are free, independent-
thinking agents who do not fit into this accord
type of thinking.

When these problems are being worked out,
one does not see the Government receiving a
feedback from small business people about the
way they fit into the scheme. It is all done at a
level well above what these people are used to
handling.

There must be more flexibility in the labour
markets. Whenever we mention the word
"flexibility" in labour markets there is a huge
reaction from the TLC. There is an outcry
when it is suggested there should be voluntary

agreements where employers and employees
negotiate directly in the workplace. We have
outlined these proposals in this Parliament.
The TLC is bitterly opposed to this type of
change. There has been a campaign on the
radio costing a lot of money, and this material
is distributed around different workplaces. It is
quite misleading. This shows the lengths to
which the TLC will go to oppose any form of
deregulation of the labour market.

One can laugh at the Labor Party's advertise-
ments. Whenever a private sector person puts
on an advertisement which may be a little mis-
leading, Labor members run off to the Depart-
ment of Consumer Affairs crying "foul". But
the political advertisements and the advertise-
ments carried out by the TLC in relation to the
deregulation of labour markets and voluntary
work contracts is straight-out misleading; the
truth seems to be quite irrelevant to what is
being published.

Mr Jamieson interjected.
Mr COURT: The member for Welshpool

must be fair and quote what Katherine West
said after that. They would be paid according
to their productivity.

Mr Jamieson: She wants them to begin at one
cent.

Mr COURT: For one minute.
Mr Jamieson: She did not say that.
Mr COURT: She did say that. I was at the

conference and I know only too well what she
said. I am prepared to give the member a copy
of her speech, Mr McLaughlin's speech and Mr
Alan Jones' speech. We will give members a
transcript of the speeches, if it would interest
them. It would be worthwhile for members op-
posite to listen to the transcripts of the Putting
Australia Right conference.

Mr Blaikie: It would be bad medicine for
therm-

Mr COURT: The Mudginberri dispute has
highlighted the lengths to which the union
movement will go to stop employers and em-
ployees negotiating directly, even when this re-
sults in employees receiving a considerably bet-
ter deal. The significance of the Mudginberri
case is that militant union leaders have now
been given notice by the small business com-
munity that it will no longer stand back and
allow itself to he put upon again.

For too long the unions have had their own
way. The small business community is now
saying that enough is enough. With the support
of senior sections of the Labor Party, these
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people have been prepared to push the point
that they are above the law; that they do not
have to comply with the laws of this country.
The Government has been given notice that the
small business community will back its case
and fight to the bitter end to make sure those
union offlicials understand that it means busi-
ness when it says it is no longer going to be
pushed around, and, sadly, often pushed out of
business.

The next area to cover is the increasing com-
petition from Government in the private sec-
tor. This competition is unfair and unnecess-
ary. The Government has now created many
vehicles through which it can have its so-called
windows into industry-this great area of the
corporatist estate.

The Liberal Party will get Government out of
business. It is not Government's role; it should
not be there and it should not compete unfairly
with the private sector. History is now repeal-
ing itself. This House might recall that by the
end of the 1 950s the Government was involved
in a wide range of industries competing with
the private sector. It had hotel chains, building
supply companies, abattoirs, tractors and many
other interests. A conservative Government in
the 1 960s set about getting Government out of
those businesses.

Our policy on privatisation will also move in
that direction. This is a policy which seems to
provoke the same reaction as deregulating the
labour markets. It seems to get Labor members
opposite uptight. The Premier and other Minis-
ters have deliberately decided to embark on a
course of misleading the public over this pol-
icy, and that is a course of action which is
backfiring. It has given us a greater opportunity
to explain to the public what we want to do.

Our policy is very simple. if a Government
function can be transferred to the private sec-
tor, and if the taxpayer will receive a better
service at a lower price, we will do it. The
public understands and supports that policy.

We have expressed our concern about these
two organisations, WADC and Exim, and the
fact that the activities of the WADC and WA
Government Holdings are increasing. They
happen to be unaccountable to this Parliament.
The Government is leaving itself wide open to
criticism and questioning by the Opposition.
Unfortunately the taxpayers are open to
financial abuse because these bodies are not
accountable to their shareholders, in this case

the taxpayers, whose funds are being put at risk
in many different adventures. These activities
can only be described as adventures.

When the WADC legislation was debated in
this House the Treasurer said that shares would
be sold. to the public. In h is usual flippant man-
ner he made the comment, "Of course you
know the shares will be sold to the public." We
were given the undertaking that that would be
the case; at least the public would then have
had a chance to question some of the activities
of these bodies.

WA Government Holdings has one share-
holder, the Treasurer. That enables the people
inside that company to have a ball. They can
do what they like with virtually unlimited
funds.

Mr Hassell: Have you seen the allocation of
funds in the Budget for WA Development Cor-
porat ion and Exim?

Mr COURT: I shudder to think what those
allocations are. I said in a previous debate that
taxpayers' funds might well be safe while these
organ isations and their subsidiaries-
remembering WA Government Holdings
already has a list of subsidiaries as long as one's
arm-are run by some of the competent people
who are there now. But who knows what will
happen further down the track? Anything could
happen.

I move on to the question of taxes and
charges. This is an area where the small busi-
ness community has been hit for six, not only
in the last two years but also in recent weeks,
by both State and Federal Governments. Mem-
bers should look at the list of taxes-FID, land
tax, withholding tax, the new fringe benefits
tax, capital gains tax, entertainment tax, sales
tax, and many more.

The problem with the system is that it is
becoming too expensive and complicated.
There is too much paperwork involved. Mem-
bers of the small business community are
spending too much nonproductive time meet-
ing the very often demanding standards
required by the different taxation departments.

We have examples of small business people
who have to work virtually every second night,
after they have finished their usual work, just
to comply with the paperwork of the different
taxes. It might be easy for a Government to
bring in a tax, but it is very bard for the small
business community, which has to act as un-
paid, unsung, tax collectors.
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I would like briefly to cover the new tax
package which unfortunately has very quickly
had a detrimental effect on the small business
community.

It is interesting that through this tax package
the Treasurer supported these sorts of pro-
posals during the summit. He supported them
during the debate we had in this House only a
matter of weeks ago and, all of a sudden, in the
last week he did a complete turnabout, because
the community's reaction is that it is very
opposed to this package. In his usual style, he
did a quick turnaround and now says, "I do not
like these things. We are going to oppose
them."

Mr Tubby: And the land rights question.

Mr COURT: As the member for Greenough
said, he did the same thing in relation to the
land rights question.

Leave granted to continue speech at a later
stage of the sitting.

Debate thus adjourned.

ENERGY: PETROLEUM

Exploration Permit: Grievance
MR HASSELL (Coutesloe-Leader of the

Opposition) [4.31 p.m.]: I take this opportunity
to raise a grievance on behalf of a certain
company. Unfortunately, the Minister to
whom the grievance should be addressed is not
here today but, nevertheless, the matter needs
to be aired and no doubt he can take the matter
up after reading Hiansard at a later time.

My grievance is on behalf of a company
called Marvel Petroleum NL, formerly Spec-
trum Gold NL, a wholly owned subsidiary of
Kia Ora Gold Corporation NL. That company,
together with three others, formed a group, re-
ferred to as a joint venture, which sought, by
way of application, a petroleum exploration
permit in the Canning Basin of Western
Australia, permit designation L76-29.

Mr Taylor: Who were the directors of the
company?

Mr H-ASSELL: The company feels extremely
aggrieved that the-.

Mr Taylor: Who are the directors of the
company?

Mr HASSELL: I have very little time and I
cannot deal with interjections.

Mr Taylor: I just want to know who the di-
rectors are, that's all.

Mr H-ASS ELL: The company feels extremely
aggrieved that, after making a proper sub-
mission to acquire its petroleum exploration
permit and putting forward a proper pro-
gramme of exploration proposed to be carried
out, and having been urged by the Government
to deal with another applicant, the Amoco
Corporation, a wholly foreign-owned and
foreign-based company, it attempted to enter
into an arrangement with Amoco in accordance
with the Government's wishes, and it
failed. No doubt the explanation that Marvel
Petroleum NL gives for that failure and the
explanation by Amoco would vary, but after
what Marvel Petroleum NL says were genuine
negotiations, the Government chose to grant
the petroleum exploration permit to the wholly
foreign-owned company. It is my understand-
ing that many of the negotiations undertaken
and the direction given by the Government in
this matter were not really given by the depart-
ment, but came from within the Minister's
office itself.

I give details of a brief summary of the situ-
ation as follows-

Under Section 30 of the Petroleum Act
1967, an application for the Canning Basin
petroleum exploration permit L 76-29 was
lodged by the joint venture-

That is the joint venture to which I have
already referred, and which included Marvel
Petroleum NL. It continues-

-on the 22nd October 1984. The joint
venture applicants were all Australian
companies (three of whom were western
Australian). All of these companies satis-
fled the requirements of Section 31 of the
Petroleum Act.

Five months after the application was
lodged, we were advised-

That is the joint venture. The summary goes
on -

-by the Western Australian Department
of Mines that Amoco had also lodged an
application and as the two applications
were very similar, we should join together
in one application.

Although somewhat unusual the joint
venturer agreed to this proposal by the De-
partment of Mines and commenced dis-
cussions with Amoco. Amoco insisted we
should sign a participation agreement
prior to the amended application being
lodged.
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In May 1985 Amoco was granted three
adjoining permits on a 100 per cent basis
(8/5/1985). These permits covered more
than 28 000 square kilometres; with a total
work commitment of 30 million dollars.

The Minister made some dramatic public an-
nouncement on that matter at the time. Note
that a permit for 28 000 square kilometres was
granted on a 100 per cent basis to Amoco. It
continues-

Mr Parker was quoted in the press as
having said that the State Government had
cut through red tape to ensure that such an
important project could go ahead as soon
as possible.

Negotiation of the participation agree-
ment-

That is the participation agreement urged by
the Minister. To continue-

-continue with the joint venturers ac-
tively pursuing an early conclusion to these
negotiations.

In July the joint venturers were prepared
to sign the participation agreement with
Amoco when Amoco surprisingly decided
not to continue and formally withdrew
from the negotiations.

Having wasted three months in the
negotiations with Amoco, the joint venture
returned to its original application.

That is, its application on its own, as a Western
Australian j .oint venture. It continues-

Alteration of our original application
was never considered, it would have been
extremely unethical as we were aware of
Amoco's original work programme and
commitments (and they of ours). Further-
more, Amoco had telexed saying they
would go back to their original application.

That is Amoco. The summary then reads-
On the 2nd of October we were advised

by the Department of Mines that our ap-
plication for L 76-29 had been refused.

Further investigation revealed
Amoco had been offered the permit.

that

In their notes to me the companies say-
This, we believe, is a true summary of

the events pertaining to the granting of the
petroleum exploration permit L 76-29.

1 was given a much more detailed statement
which is divided into some 13 paragraphs and
which, because of the time factor, I will not
deal with now. The House may be interested to
look at this map which shows in red the huge

area, the 28 000 square kilometres, which was
granted to Amoco, and the very small area in
the middle which the Western Australian
companies' joint venture wanted to acquire.
The concluding statement is as follows-

Mr Brian Burke: Which companies were
they?

Mr HASSELL: I named them at the begin-
ning of my speech. My time is very short. T will
give them to the Premier afterwards, if he does
not mind. I am talking about the only group
which has approached me-it is not purporting
to represent the other companies-and that is
Marvel Petroleum NL which is a wholly owned
subsidiary of Kia Ora Gold Corporation NL.

The concluding statement to me is as fol-
lows-

It appears that the Department of Mines
(and the Minister) may be fostering a line
of discrimination against local companies
such as our group and as such individual
companies. If they are not then we are be-
ing misinformed as to what is required by
the department for them to classify us as
bona fide petroleum explorers. If they
maintain a position of questioning our
ability to perform then it must be con-
strued as a slant against the companies and
their shareholders.

Failure to grant petroleum exploration
permits to Australian companies (whether
competing applicants exist or not) is not
new to our industry. Special "rules" seem
to be a good enough reason to refuse a
permit. One such case is a recent appli-
cation in the Shark Bay area refused on the
grounds that the Department of Mines did
not feel the applicants were able to per-
form and also as an after-thought, the area
may be environmentally sensitive (for the
Department of Environment to decide I
would have thought).

My correspondence reads, and this is import-
ant-

This attitude has forced many
Australian companies to re-locate their op-
erations to other States where the govern-
ment departments are trying to promote
exploration for oil and gas (Queensland
and South Australia). This can only have a
detrimental effect directly and indirectly
on the labour markets of this State.

We at Marvel feel that the sooner the
Department of Mines and the Minister
take a positive step to expedite the
granting of permits and the fostering of
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local involvement in said permits the
sooner the industry will recover from the
doldrums it is in.

Very briefly, in conclusion, because that is all
time permits, I have brought this matter to the
attention of the House because this Western
Australian company, as a member of a joint
venture, feels it has been very strongly
discriminated against in this matter. Represen-
tatives of the company have approached me
and said, "Look, we are not able to represent
the other members of this joint venture." They
said, "We have been advised by a number of
people that we should not speak out because if
we do we will be subject to discrimination in
the future by the Minister and the department.

The company feels very strongly about this
case in that a permit for 28 000 square kilo-
metres was given to Amoco on a sole basis.
This local company came in with a bona fide
exploration and work programme, which
incluuded the completion of work and drilling
before two years was up-in a sense a better
programme than the Amoco programme sub-
mitted-and it feit that the Government
should have leant towards it or at least given it
a fair go. The company felt that it did not get a
fair go, and that discrimination had been
exercised in favour of a wholly foreign-owned
company which seems to have a very close as-
sociation with the Minister, and I am not
suggesting an improper association in saying
that.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [4.41
p.m.]: In the absence of the Minister I can only
assure the Leader of the Opposition that those
matters he has raised will be faithfully
transmitted to the Minister, who, I have no
doubt, will take an early opportunity to reply to
the Leader of the Opposition. The Minister is
interstate addressing a national conference and
cannot be here today.

HEALTH
Isolated Patien if Travel and Accommrodation

Assistance Scheme- Grievance
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [4.42 p.m.]:

My grievance relates to the Isolated Patients'
Travel and Accommodation Assistance
Scheme known as IPTAAS. This scheme is
administered by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and would not normally come under the
jurisdiction of the grievance debate. However,
it is a scheme that is operated conjointly by
State and Federal Governments. in fact, it
operates in an area where assistance was given

to isolated patients by the State until recent
years. The Commonwealth then got involved
and, by negotiation between the two Govern-
ments, it was arranged thai the Federal
Government would take over and provide the
service.

I never did agree with that concept because I
believe that, when there is a duplication or
overlapping of services between the Common-
wealth and the States, then the Commonwealth
should devolve its power to the States and the
State should r-un the programme. It is appropri-
ate that one authority should be involved, but I
think that authority should be the State. The
State withdrew altogether. It does have some
involvement through the Department for Com-
munity Services with deserving cases where
people cannot pay for their medical treatment
first and then claim a repayment from the
Commonwealth through the IPTAAS scheme.
So the State still has some involvement.

In recent years, since the Commonwealth
Government has taken over, an unsatisfactory
Situation has arisen because the Common-
wealth Government did not allocate enough
funds for the scheme. It takes a long time for
people to get repayments under the scheme,
and that is unsatisfactory, pr-rticularly to
people who do not have substantial means and
who have many expenses. They may have been
forced to pay for medical trips to Perth, and
after outlaying these funds, although they are
entitled to a refund under IPTAAS, it takes
several months for the money to be recouped.

I am continually being approached by people
in my electorate seeking my assistance to have
the procedure hurried up. It is not a matter of
just the procedure. I believe the Common-
wealth Government does not allocate sufficient
money under that vote. There have been long
delays in payment, and many complaints about
the system have been received from isolated
patients particularly in my area. That is be-
cause of insufficient funds and also because the
Commonwealth Government is operating this
scheme in a narrow way. It is interpreting the
Act in a discriminatory way which means that a
number of the people who believe they are
entitled to benefits are not receiving them.

It is an area where the State Minister for
Health should go to his Commonwealth
counterpart and renegotiate the whole scheme.
I know he meets with his ministerial colleagues
regularly, as all Ministers do, and it is appropri-
ate for him to raise this issue at Ministerial
Council so the whole matter can be rearranged.
Perhaps the Commonwealth Government
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would agree to give the States funds for this
purpose and to negotiate so the State can ad-
minister the scheme. The State would therefore
be in a better position to know the needs of
isolated patients, and it would be better able to
relate: to patients and implement the scheme in
a way that is far more satisfactory than the
situation that obtains at the moment.

I want to refer to a couple of examples where
people have approached me because of dissatis-
faction with the scheme. This is because the
people who administer the scheme are not al-
lowed any flexibility or discretion at all. They
simply quote the Act and tell these people that
they are not eligible for assistance. In a rather
sad case, a constituent of my electorate of
Carnarvon was told by her local doctor that she
had cancer of the breast and required a mastec-
tomy. The Carnarvon Regional Hospital told
her she could have the operation carried out at
Carnarvon or in Perth. If she had chosen to
have the operation in Penth, under the IPTAAS
scheme her airfare to Pernh and back would
have been paid and she would have received an
amount for accommodation. However, she de-
cided to have the operation at Carnarvon be-
cause she would have more family support dur-
ing the period of convalescence, and that is
quite natural.

She had the operation and was then referred
from the Camnarvon Regional Hospital to Perth
to obtain a prosthesis. The fitting of a pros-
thesis requires a specialist, and this lady was
referred to a particular person in Perth who
could provide that prosthesis; a person who
was well-qualified. This treatment is absolutely
necessary following an operation of this type.

Mr Hodge: How long ago was that?

Mr LAURANCE: it was a couple of months
ago and the claim is still a matter of dispute. I
have arranged for an appeal on her behalf and
it is before the Administrative Appeals Tri-
bunal at present. She came to Perth on her
doctor's instructions and had that prosthesis
fitted and then returned to Carnarvon. When
she applied to IPTAAS, she was told that be-
cause she was not referred to a specialist as
defined in the Act, she could not obtain any
benefit.

I have taken that case up on her behalf with,
firstly, the Commonwealth Department of
Health, and now the Administrative Appeals
Tribunal, but I am not expecting any success.
This lady will be told that her claim is outside
the terms of the Act, but that is no fault of hers.

She was referred to an appropriate person in
Perth by the medical people in Carnarvon. She
did not decide she wanted to go to Perth.

I now refer quickly to my other example in-
volving a woman at Exmouth who was sud-
denly taken ill on a Friday night. It was an
emergency situation. She could not travel to
the Carnarvon Regional Hospital by the Royal
Flying Doctor Service because a plane was not
available at the time so she went to Carnarvon
on a regular commercial flight. She was treated
at the Carnarvon Regional Hospital. The
emergency eventually subsided and she did not
have to be operated on. She was told she was
then free to go home, and she was told she
could wait until the following Tuesday to use
the Royal Flying Doctor Service at no expense
to her, or she could return to her family that
day, the Sunday evening, on the normal Ansett
commercial flight, which she chose to do. She
applied to IPTAAS for a refund of the cost of
that flight and was told she was not eligible
because although she was sent to the Carnarvon
Regional Hospital she was not referred to a
specialist as provided for in the Act. So
although she was sent to the closest regional
hospital she was refused any benefit under
IPTAAS. I am taking her case up with the Ad-
ministrative Appeals Tribunal.

Both of those cases I think demonstrate that
these people were given advice by local medical
advisers. They did not make up their own
minds to go somewhere for treatment and then
to apply for and be refused any assistance.

I make the point that I am not blaming the
Minister. However, 1 think he is aware of the
problem. The situation has arisen because of an
arrangement between the State and Common-
wealth Governments. That arrangement is un-
satisfactory for isolated people. I believe the
Act should be amended. The Minister should
take up this matter with his ministerial col-
leagues, at both a Commonwealth and State
level. Doctors should be instructed on the
terms of the agreement and on how they give
advice to patients: Patients take the advice of
their medical advisers believing that they are
entitled to medical assistance. I believe more
discretion should be used in the administration
of the scheme and that the appeal system
should have some value. People go through
long-winded appeals but get nowhere. Many
improvements are desirable in the scheme. I
have raised this matter in the hope that some-
thing can be done to assist isolated patients.
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MRt HODGE (Melville-Minister for
Health) [4.52 p.m.]: Mr Speaker, you have been
very generous today to the member for
Gascoyne in allowing him to grieve in such a
fashion. The matter he is grieving about is
almost exclusively within the realms of the
Commonwealth Government and not of the
State Government. Nevertheless, I am happy to
make some comments and observations on the
grievance.

The member for Gascoyne complained about
the Isolated Patients Travel and Accommo-
dation Assistance Scheme. The Liberal
Government, in 1981, terminated that State
Government-operated scheme. It got out of the
scheme because of the ever-escalating costs,
problems and complexities of administering it.
It left the responsibility for control of that
scheme to the Commonwealth Government.

The member for Gascoyne suggested that
this is some sort of joint Commonwealth-State
negotiated scheme. It is not a joint Common-
wealth-State scheme and there have been no
negotiations. It is purely a Commonwealth
operated scheme; it is Commonwealth funded
and administered. The only involvement that
the State has follows a move initiated, from
memory, by Sir Charles Court when the State
terminated its involvement in the scheme.
There was an outcry because people had to find
the money to pay for their travel and then had
to wait a considerable time to recoup that cost.
If I remember correctly, Sir Charles Court
instructed the then Department for Com-
munity Welfare, in cases where proven need
was evident, that the department could ad-
vance money and then the State could recoup
the money from the Commonwealth. That is
the only peripheral involvement of the State.

I am aware of the large-scale dissatisfaction
with the scheme in country areas. I am con-
stantly receiving letters from people in country
areas and representations from country mem-
bers of Parliament. The member for Pilbara
writes to me regularly about problems that her
constituents experience with IPTAAS. I have
written regularly to the Federal Minister for
Health pointing out the inadequacies of the
scheme. I do not think that I have ever been to
an Australian Health Ministers Conference at
which the subject of IPTAAS has not been on
the agenda and at which there have not been
long discussions about IPTAAS.

However, the matter boils down to the fact
that we would like to see the Commonwealth
put much more money into the scheme. Then
the restrictive guidelines could be widened.

The Commonwealth claims that it has put
enormous amounts of extra money into this
scheme and that the scheme is mushrooming.
Off the cuff, I cannot recall the actual percent-
age increase or the figures. However, I recall
receiving a long letter from Dr Blewett in
which he gave me the figures which indicated
that the increase in funds to IPTAAS was huge.

The Commonwealth has responded. It has
put more money into the scheme, but the
scheme seems to be almost a bottomless pit. I
sympathise with the points raised by the mem-
ber for Gascoyne. I know that the guidelines
are very tight and that a person has to be
referred to a specialist, not to a hospital. In
fact, I have had difficulty in getting a doctor in
the Alcohol and Drug Authority officially
classified as a specialist so that people could be
referred to Perth to that person.

I am not unaware of the problems. I have
regularly corresponded with the Common-
wealth Minister for Health. I have placed the
subject on the agenda for discussion at the
Australian Health Ministers Council as have
other State Health Ministers.

Mr Laurance: Is the State able to provide
better health facilities in the north of the State?
More specialists are going to the north of the
State.

Mr [HODGE: There is ever-increasing press-
ure to widen the scope of specialists to which a
person can be referred. For example, if one
needs highly specialised dental work, one can-
not get IPTAAS support. I suppose one
example in favour of the Commonwealth's
administering this scheme is that, under the old
State scheme, accommodation was not in-
cluded. That is now included under IPTAAS. It
has that going for it.

The member suggested that the State might
like to take over the scheme because it is much
better placed to administer it. I am not sure
that that is a practical suggestion because the
member and I both know that the State got out
of the scheme-it was glad to get out of
it-because of the administrative headaches it
caused. I think it would be one heck of a head-
ache for the State if the Commonwealth was
not prepared to fund it-that is, that the Com-
monwealth does its usual trick and passes re-
sponsibility back to the State and then does not
adequately fund the State for operating the
scheme. In a few years the State would be
dipping into its own funds for something that
should be a Commonwealth responsibility.

Mr Laurance interjected.
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Mr HODGE: There are some such schemes
and we have trouble with most of them. The
PAD scheme is one in which we act as agents
for the Commonwealth and the funds are never
enough to last the year around. We cop the
kicks when the scheme runs short of money
and we are acting only as the Commonwealth's
agents. I do not think any State Government
would wish particularly to get this sort of
scheme back into its area of responsibility.

I thank the member for his comments. I am
aware of the matter. I have made represen-
tations to the national Government and I will
continue to do so.

EDUCATION: PREPRIMARY
Wickhtam: Grievance

MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) [4.58 p.m.]:
My grievance relates to an education matter in
my home town of Wickham. It is a matter of
considerable concern to parents and children in
the town. In recent weeks it has become appar-
ent that there has been an increase in the num-
ber of five-year-old preprimary children and
that not all of them will be able to be
accommodated in the existing preprimary sec-
tion of the school at Wickham. The town also
has a facility which is a community-based
preschool. It is a converted house which was
given to the town by Cliffs Robe-River Iron
Associates.

This facility is run as a community-based
kindergarten and I understand that in recent
times it has been catering for a small number of
five-year-olds. Those children who have not
been able to fit into the preprimary school

-classes are attending this facility which also
*provides places for four-year-olds in the town.

There has been some consultation with the
community from which it has become obvious
that it wishes to retain the status quo of the
Wickham preschool so that early childhood
education can be extended to as many children
as possible.

In towns such as Wickham parents are some-
what restricted in their ability to provide ac-tivities for their children. While there are cer-
tainly some very good aspects to living in the
area, on the debit side the -remoteness of the
town precludes visits to the zoo, museum, and
other places of interest and of educational
value which are available to those children's
counterparts in the metropolitan area. As well
as that for many months of the year the outside
temperature precludes young children from
playing out of doors for any length of time,

particularly in the middle of the day. There is a
limit to the parents' ability to provide equip-
ment to encourage children in learning activi-
ties. It is, therefore, doubly important in towns
such as Wickhiam that adequate facilities are
provided for early childhood education.

As one who had been involved in preschool
education for many years before I came to this
place, I recognise the great value of this type of
education for four-year-old and five-year-old
children. I am also a very strong supporter of
play groups for younger children.

Mr Blaikcie: What responsibility do parents
have in this field?

Mrs BUCHANAN: Parents have a big role to
play in *the area of preschool education.

Mr Blaikie: I realise that, but what is the
extent of their role?

Mrs BUCHANAN: For instance, in play-
groups parents are involved in the running of
the groups and the setting up of activities for
the children.

Mr Blaikie: That is important.

Mrs BUCHANAN: It is important and I am
a great supporter of those groups.

One of the most important aspects of
preschool education is to keep the number of
children in such groups between the 20 to 25
mark. It is also important to provide separate
programmes for four and five-year-olds and
lower age groups because children of those ages
are at the most important and most rapid stage
of their development and there is a consider-
able difference between the abilities of the vari-
ous age groups.

The Wickham P & C Association and, in-
deed, a number of individual parents have
contacted me and expressed their great concern
about the situation which is likely to arise next
year. I commend those parents because they
have done their homework and have their facts
and figures right. The figures they have
presented to me show clearly that there could
well be a problem in 1986. As well as that, they
have checked the hospital birth records which
indicate that the increase in numbers will be
sustained for some years to come. However,
next year there will not be the overcrowding
that some parents in Wickham fear.

Ironically, keeping the size of the preschool
and preprimary groups to the 20 mark has been
well-recognised for some time so that
overcrowding simply will not be permitted.
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However, there are further worries that the
five-year-aids who get caught in the overflow
will be admitted to preschool and, as a result,
they will suffer some disadvantages. These
worries that have been expressed to me do have
some ground. For instance some children will
become separated from their friends of the
same age and they wilt not fit so easily into the
mainstream of children going on to grade I the
following year.

That certainly is in no way a reflection on the
Wickham preschool. I am confident that the
teacher in charge is quite capable of setting up
the required programmes to cater for the differ-
ent age groups. The education standard at the
Wickham preschool is nothing less than excel-
lent. The children will not suffer in any respect
as far as that side of this matter is concerned.
However, I am concerned that there will be a
disadvantage in relation to their social develop-
ment, which is very important at that age.

Another point of concern to the parents at
Wickham is the cost involved in having their
children attend the preschool or kindergarten
groups. For those groups a quarterly fee is pay-
able, but there is no fee for attendance at the
preprimary classes. This creates an unfair situ-
ation for the parents of five-year-olds who can-
not get their children into the preprimary
group.

The other concern is that many of the places
in the preschool will be taken up by five-year-
alds and that will leave fewer opportunities for
four-year-olds. As I have already said parents
are most anxious to avoid that situation.

At a meeting that parents held at Wickbam
last week alternatives were considered and they
have conveyed to me that they wish the
existing status of the preschool to be retained
and they would like an extra room provided in
the preprimary section of the school.

In view of the increase in numbers and the
special circumstances of Wickham children I
feel that that is a fairly reasonable request. I ask
the Minister for Education to give consider-
ation to the provision of an extra preprimary
classroom at the school. If this can be done I
ask that it be undertaken fairly soon so that it is
in place for the commencement of the 1986
school year.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for
Education) (5.08 p.m.]: I appreciate the con-
cern of the member for Pilbara in this area
because she has taken a strong and important
interest in education in her electorate- I have

been appreciative of the many approaches she
has made to try to ameliorate the harsh con-
ditions the children suffer in that area.

In regard to the problem the member for
Pilbara raises today-that is, the increase in
the number of five-yea r-olds at Wickh am-the
Government, for the first time in the history of
this State, has guaranteed a place for every five-
year-old who wants to attend preprimary
school. This applies to children wherever they
live and in the case of Wickham, where there is
an extra full class of five-year-aids coming on
stream-to use the jargon of the Minister for
Minerals and Energy-there will be a need to
make available an additional classroom at
Wickham.

If the numbers are as high as the member for
Pilbara says-I do not doubt her word and the
preliminary check I have made indicates that
that is the case-it will certainly be necessary
to provide an extra facility at Wickham to cater
for five-year-olds.

I have recently received letters from constitu-
ents of the member for Pilbara on this matter. I
certainly give an undertaking to the member
that I will ensure provision is made for every
five-year-old to have preprimary education in
Wickham next year. I undertake further that
parents will not be forced to send their children
to the preschool.

The only feasible action to take is to have a
transportable facility located at the school in
readiness for the commencement of the next
school year. I have my officers looking for an
appropriate unit which can be located at
Wickham.

Mr Blaikie: You are really showing leader-
ship qualities. It started last night and it has
flowed over to today.

Mr PEARCE: I thank the member for Vasse
who is obviously speaking on behalf of his elec-
torate because I have received pressing invi-
tations to visit Busselton. I will do that in the
near future.

The member for Pilbara can rest assured that
every one of those children will be provided for
in the next school year.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Beauty On A Budget: Grievance

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [5. 10 p.m.]:
I wish to raise a matter which I have been
pursuing since April with the Minister for In-
dustrial Relations and the Department of Con-
sumer Affairs. It is not a typical example of the
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way in which employers behave, but in the con-
text of the debate that occurred in this House
concerning deregulation of the labour market,
and also in the context of training for young
people, it illustrates a problem that has existed
in my electorate for over six months and which
involves what I consider to be a gross example
of almost vulture-like behaviour by an em-
ployer preying on young people anxious to ob-
tain employment at any cost.

The example I will use is that of a beauty
salon which operates in Gosnells under the
name of Beauty On A Budget. It is pant of a
chain of salons owned by a Mr and Mrs Sloan.

The first complaint I received came in April
this year from a young woman who had paid
$1 000 to receive training at the beauty salon.
The training course was intended to extend
over six weeks. The young woman was told that
during that six-week period she would not be
paid any wages but that at the end of the period
she would receive a recognised certificate certi-
fying that she was a trained beautician. She
paid $1 000 and commenced work, and in fact
she worked for six weeks as an unpaid em-
ployee. She did all the normal duties that a
person does in a beauty saloni-she performed
facials and waxed clients, cleaned up, and
made the tea and coffee. She worked a mini-
mum of eight hours a day and often worked
much more than that. The young woman gave
me details of her hours of work and, for
example, on Thursdays she worked from 8.30
in the morning until 9.00 in the evening. On
Saturdays she often worked through to 3.00
o'clock in the afternoon if there were sufficient
clients in the beauty salon to require that.

For six weeks the young woman worked for
no wages at all on the understanding that she
would be trained as a beauty therapist, and
then continued to work so that, all told, she
worked for 14 weeks. Incidentally, while she
was working on clients in the beauty salon, they
paid the normal fee that any member of the
public would pay for the treatment they
received from this unpaid, so-called trainee.

Another interesting point about this beauty
salon was that it was compulsory for the em-
ployees to attend what were called motivation
sessions on Friday mornings. They were
nothing short of psychological brainwashing
sessions, where all the employees of the salon
had to chant things such as "This ceiling be-
longs to Beauty On A Budget; this floor belongs
to Beauty On A Budget; and I belong to Beauty
On A Budget." The employees had no choice in
taking part in these motivational sessions, and

the salon stopped receiving clients while all the
employees performed the chanting and dis-
cussion sessions which were meant to motivate
them towards working in the salon.

After seven weeks in the salon-for six weeks
of which she was not paid at all-the young
woman was offered a position as a trainee man-
ager. She expressed surprise at being offered
this position as she did not feel she had had any
training at all, or that she was competent to be
described as a trainee manager. However, she
was told it was not necessary for her to be
trained and she was appointed to that position
and was to be paid $247 a week gross.

The beauty industry is one where there is no
award for wages. It is not covered by the Indus-
trial Relations Commission and there is no way
in which a person in that situation can claim an
award rate of pay.

The young woman was sacked at the end of
14 weeks and she left, having worked for six
weeks for nothing, having paid $1 000 for
training, and having worked a further eight
weeks of very long hours for what could reason-
ably be described as a fairly modest rate of pay.

After I took up the case of that woman,
another young person came to my office from
the same place. She had been taken on, and had
paid $800 for a six-week training course, and
was promised that she would be given
personalised training and a final examination
in theory and would receive a nationally
recognised certificate in beauty therapy.

During her six weeks of training, she tells me
she received no training at all. She carried out
all the normal duties of people working in a
salon and received no wages. She worked long
hours that were not recorded in any way, and at
the end of the so-called training she received no
certificate and no examination. She was never
paid any overtime and worked on the normal
customers who came into the salon.

When she had finished her six weeks and
started to be paid, her hours began to be
recorded in a wages book, partly as a result of
my approaches to the Minister for Industrial
Relations who, through the industrial inspec-
torate, had inspectors inspect the salon. They
determined that the wages should be recorded
in a book.

[Questions takeni1
Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7.15 p.

Mrs HENDERSON: The third woman to
come to my office was a more mature woman.
She was, in fact, an overseas-trained beautician
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who applied for the job of manager of the
salon. She got the job and was asked to pay
$500 for a course to learn to apply false
fingernails. Apparently this was something she
had not learned in her overseas training. She
agreed to pay the money because it was a con-
dition of getting the job. She paid the $500, but
did not receive the training. She raised the m at-
ter with the owner of the shop, but the training
never eventuated. Finally, this mature woman
left because she was so appalled at the treat-
ment that the young women in the salon were
receiving.

The fourth young woman to come to see me
was a 15-year-old who was employed by the
same people, a Mr and Mrs Sloan. She paid
$1 050 for a training course which was meant
to extend over six weeks. She received no for-
mal training. On her very first day at the salon
she was asked to perform the general pro-
cedures that are cardied out on clients who
come to the salon for beauty treatments. When
she had completed her so-called six-week train-
ing course-which was just a matter of
performing normal working duties at the
shop-she was paid $86 a week. That wage
went up to $96 a week when she turned 16. She
worked extremely long hours. On Thursdays,
for example, she worked until 9.00 p.m.,
having started at 8.30 a.m. On Saturdays she
started at 8.30 a.m. and worked until 1.00 p.m.
She worked at the salon for almost 12 months
and was then given eight hours' notice. She was
told that the salon no longer required her ser-
vices. She received no pro rata annual leave
and her services were terminated very abruptly.

Thus, four people came to me in the space of
six months. They all had similar
tales-substantial sums of money were paid
out for training which did not eventuate. The
tragedy of this is that it appears that some per-
sons in the community will prey on unem-
ployed people for their own advantage. In such
cases, the people involved seem to fall between
two stools. They cannot be prosecuted for
breaches of an award because there is no
award. I think that demonstrates very clearly
the problems of an unregulated labour market.
They cannot be prosecuted under any con-
sumer affairs legislation because training is a
very difficult thing to categorise in terms of
whether the employees were purchasing a ser-
vice or receiving on-the-job training.

I bring the matter to the attention of the
House because it concerns me that it appears to
be a continuing process in that particular shop

and four of my constituents have been severely
affected by it.

MR TONIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) (7.21 p.m.]: I reply on behalf of the
Minister for Consumer Affairs and Minister for.
Industrial Relations. I am truly appalled at the
story told by the member for Gosnells. Of
course, I do not know to what degree the ac-
count given by the member is accurate, so I am
not prejudging it. However, if the account is
accurate-and I certainly have no reason to
think that it is not-this is an appalling state of
affairs. It is the reason, of course, why the trade
unions came into existence in our past, why
there is a department concerned with labour
matters, why there is an Australian Concili-
ation and Arbitration Commission and why
there are awards.

That kind of preying upon young people, to
which the member for Gosnells referred, con-
cerns us, especially in view of the suggested
voluntary contracts for young people. I view
with a great deal of suspicion the idea of volun-
tary contracts, especially for young people. It
seems as though the emphasis on voluntary
contracts is towards young people, who are the
least equipped and experienced, and least able
to compete or negotiate with an employer on
equal terms. In fact, they are the most vulner-
able group. It reminds us of some of the bad
old days when- terrible things were done to
young people in the name of employment.

I agree with the member for Gosnells that it
indicates that in times of high unemploy-
ment-although thankfully the level is not as
high as it was-unscrupulous people will prey
upon those people who are least able to defend
themselves or to enter into a contract on any-
thing like an equal basis. We believe that vol-
untary contracts will lead to a situation in
which people who want a job are told they are
unskilled and are of no use but that the em-
ployer will provide training for which the pro-
spective employees must pay. It is nothing
more than slave labour because the employers
are paying nothing for the service given by
those people.

Mr Court: Do you think all employers are
crooks?

Mr TONKIN: That is the kind of question I
expect from a person with the intellectual
ability of the member for Nedlands. Of course,
not all employers are crooks and neither are all
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employees angels. That kind of simplistic ques-
tion is an indication of the level of some de-
bates in this place.

Many employers are excellent people who
would not dream of taking advantage of young
people, old people or any other people.

Mr Court: Give them some credit.
Mr TONKIN: I am giving those employers

credit and I emphasise that they are not the
people about whom we are talking. We are not
referring to that now so why does the member
for Nedlands bring them into the debate?

Mr Coun: A lot has been said about
McDonald's recently.

Mr TONKIN: I have not talked about
McDonald's or mentioned that company at all.
I am talking about the problem in a general
sense. How is one to judge whether an em-
ployer is lowering the wage rates purely to line
his or her pockets?

An Opposition member: How do you judge
unions' activity under the same rule?

Mr TONKIN: That is why negotiations take
place and awards are agreed upon so that a
certain minimum standard will be laid down. If
we allow a situation to develop in which young
people-who are the least experienced and
most vulnerable-can negotiate their work
contracts, who will come off second best when
they meet an unscrupulous employer?

Mr Court: But you are prepared to allow 25
per cent unemployment.

Mr TONKIN: The fact of the matter is that
under this Government youth unemployment
is falling. I know that it is too high but the
Liberal Party had nine years in which to correct
the situation and it did nothing. The member
for Nedlands has now become a great apostle
on this question. We would like to know why
all these wonderful things which the present
Government should have done were not
addressed during the term of the Liberal
Government. The Liberal Party was inept as
far as industrial relations were concerned. The
level of industrial disputation was much higher
under the Liberal Government than it is today,
yet the Opposition bleats on the other side of
the House when it cannot do anything about
the matter. It can only criticise.

I am proud to say that this Government has
achieved many things, one of which has been to
reduce the level of unemployment, particularly
for young people. It is still unacceptably high
and I must question whether the way to reduce
unemployment is by lowering the standard of

living. We want to know where the benchmark
would be. How low would the Opposition be
prepared to force youth wages? I will not enter
the argument as to whether youth wages are too
high; I am not qualified to speak on that sub-
ject. However, where is the benchmark for low-
ering wages and how low is too low? Should the
Government condone the type of activity
where young people who cannot find employ-
ment are put into a position of either missing a
job opportunity or paying out $1 050.

1 will ensure that the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, who is also the Minister for Industrial
Relations, is apprised of this situation and that
the matter is investigated. When I was Minister
for Consumer Affairs, and when I was Oppo-
sition spokesperson on industrial relations, on
occasions difficulties arose when dealing with
industries which were not covered by awards.
The Department of Employment and Training
should be able to act on behalf of people
whether or not those people are covered by an
award. A legal impediment may exist which
will prevent the Minister from acting
sufficiently in this area.

I thank the member for Gosnells for her con-
cern; she has shown herself to be a person with
concern for the average Aussie battlers who of
course today to a very large extent are young
people.

I shall ensure that the matter is investigated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Grievances

noted.

RURAL MORTGAGE PROTECTION AND
RELIEF BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 16 October.
MR OLD (Katanning-Roc) [7.29 p.m.]: I was

disappointed last week when this matter was
listed for debate and the Minister for
Agriculture replied to the member for Moore's
second reading speech. I had hoped that the
debate would continue as the Minister had
ample time in which to research the matter.
The Bill was researched in a very reasonable
manner and the Minister was able to make
some constructive criticism of the Bill.

We did not for one moment expect the de-
bate to be adjourned as abruptly as it was and I
am delighted that the Hill is to be further
debated tonight. I assume that it will be taken
to a vote and that we shall know whether the
Bill proposed by the member for Moore will be
acceptable to the Government, with or without
amendment.
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While I believe that the Bill has tremendous
merit, I am open to suggestions. Some areas
may be improved by amendments, but that is
up to the Government. I am hopeful that
tonight the Government will either support or
oppose the Bill.

Mr Evans: Are you going to support it?
Mr OLD: Yes, I certainly am. I told members

during the Budget debate that I would support
the Bill. I have listened to the Minister's speech
and I realise the Government has misgivings
about some parts of the Bill. He quoted from
papers which had been prepared by econo-
mists. I would be happy to listen to some
reasoned amendments, as I know the member
for Moore would be.

The member for Moore brought this Bill for-
ward in the certain knowledge of enthusiasm in
the country areas for a solution to these mort-
gagee sales. He did not bring it on for political
gain but because he is a practising farmer and
he happens to know the problems farmers are
currently experiencing. He knows the tremen-
dous disappointment of these people, some of
whom are in his electorate. They have found
suddenly, from being very successful and afflu-
ent farmers, they have become the subjects of
mortgagee sales. Fortunately there have not
been many of them.

One thing I get a little uptight about is the
fact that some people try to tell us mortgagee
sales are rife today. I have been watching the
papers. They are not rife, but they are increas-
ing. Every time one sees a list of auction sales, a
great many are mortgagee sales.

I do not think the reason there are not many
mortgagee sales can be put down to the fact
people are shy about selling property. It is
more a practical approach to the problems
which the farming community is currently ex-
periencing.

This Bill is a genuine attempt to relieve that
serious situation in the farming community. I
congratulate the member for Moore for bring-
ing forward this Bill, which he prepared after a
tremendous amount of forethought and consul-
tation.

The member for Moore has had personal ex-
perience in his own electorate. Only in the last
week farmers demonstrated a mortgagee sale at
Carnamah. Much has been made of that dem-
onstration. In Katanning last Friday I listened
to a news report by Paul Thomson who had
been at the sale. There were some recorded
versions of the sale. I must say I have heard
better demonstrators around a basketball court!

While the farmers were probably angry, I do
not think they demonstrated to the extent that
they are capable of if really aroused. We must
do something before farmers get to the stage of
absolute hopelessness, when they will become
aroused and the problem will be insoluble.

Farmers are not militant people normally,
and I can make that statement as a result of my
tremendous experience, because I have dealt
with the farming community all of my life. I
know a lot of farmers in this State personally;
they are fearful of the future, and with some
justification. Many of them see the values of
their properties declining at an alarming rate.

Probably the most constructive comment of
the Premier on the Monday night edition of
"The National" after the Cabinet decision to
endeavour to apply a six weeks' moratorium on
mortgagee sales was that the root of the prob-
lem was interest rates.

It is not simple to analyse what is the root of
the problem. However, I agree that one of the
greatest contributing factors to the problems in
the rural economy today is the very high rates
of interest being charged.

I received a letter from a constituent in the
last 10 days. This man had borrowed money
from the Primary Industry Hank of Australia, a
bank which was ushered in with great pomp
and ceremony in about 1978, and one which
was to have -been of great help to the rural
industry, but which has been of no assistance
whatsoever. At the time the Primary Industry
Bank of Australia was formed-this was a con-
servative Government, I make no apologies for
that-on questioning the Federal Minister for
Primary Industry I was advised that its funding
would come in some small pant from income
equalisation deposits.

Income equalisation deposits were made up
of money which farmers could put aside in a
good year. They would pay no tax on this
money but they would receive a minimal
amount of interest, which at that time was five
per cent. I think the ruling rate of commercial
interest was then about 1 21/ per cent. So the
farmer was putting his money away at a very
low rate of interest, but it was a tax shelter. He
could take that money out after X number of
years as of right, or he could take it out at any
time that he could demonstrate hardship and
necessity in order to carry on his operations.

The concept was great, but the fact that the
Commonwealth Government was prepared to
take that money at five per cent and then have
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the temerity to lend it out to farmers at com-
mercial rates of interest was something with
which I could never agree.

Admittedly it was only a small pan of the
capital needed to commence the operations of
the Primary Industry Bank of Australia, so
some money had to be borrowed. But in the
main it utilised commercial banking operations
to fund primary industry. In other words, the
Primary Industry Hank of Australia would ap-
prove a loan and virtually guarantee that loan
to the banking industry.

There should have been some type of con-
cession. However, the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and the Federal Minister of the day as-
sured me that there would be a concession inas-
much as the term of the loan would be
increased to the extent that the farmer,
although he had a longstanding debt, would
have lower repayments. This had some attrac-
tion because most commercial bank loans were
of a fairly limited nature as far as the term of
the loan was concerned.

That has all changed, because the gentleman
who wrote to me had borrowed money from
the Primary Industry Bank at what he thought
was a reasonably high rate of interest. It was
14 / per cent. That was on the basis that he was
given so much time to ameliorate that debt. He
thought it was a proposition, so he went ahead
with his purchase and borrowed that money.
Today he is paying 1 9 per cent. When I say
"today" I mean last week. He is probably pay-
ing 191/ per cent now. I venture to say it will
not be very long, probably within the next few
weeks, that the interest will be up to 20 per cent
or 22 per cent.

We are back to the situation which obtained
in 1979, when some farmers had been advised
to go on to commercial bills a year or two
previously. At that time this was a reasonable
way of borrowing money because the rate was
not tremendously high.

Some people were trapped into the roll-over
situation of commercial bills borrowed at 15
per cent, a rate which grew in two or three years
to 22 per cent. They could not get out of their
commitment because the only way they could
satisfy their debt was to roll the bill over and
every time it was rolled over the interest rate
increased.

Mr Burkett: And the bill got bigger because
the interest is the first thing that is paid.

Mr OLD: That is right. That is one of the few
points on which I agreed with the Premier dur-
ing his dissertation on "The National", and

this is one of the prime problems. It is one of
the roots of the problems that the industry is
currently experiencing.

This Hill offers protection to mortgagors to
the extent that it allows the mortgagor at least
the opportunity to realise a reasonable return
for the property which he is selling. The mort-
gagee, of course, is usually depicted as the
bloke in black with the top hat and the whips
out, but that is not the case. The mortgagee
could not force the sale unless the sale results in
a realisation of at least 80 per cent of the cur-
rent valuation of the property. To establish this
valuation, the Bill envisages that there would
be three valuations.

There has been some criticism of that fact, so
let us return to two valuations, if necessary. Let
us have a valuer appointed by the mortgagor
and one appointed by the mortgagee, and if in
fact there can be no meeting of the two valu-
ations, the machinery could well apply to have
a third valuer appointed by the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation, which
would ultimately be the umpire. But that is a
very small matter. it is no good saying a Bill
should be tossed out because of the added ex-
pense of three valuers.

One of the points of disagreement put for-
ward was that if a mortgagor has to appoint a
valuer and he does not have the wherewithal to
pay, the mortgagee will have to pay for that
valuer as well and that cost will be added to the
debt. Be that as it may, we have to achieve the
situation where at least the mortgagor has some
chance of getting out of the industry with dig-
nity.

We have been through tough farming times
in the last 10 or 15 years. We have been
through the period when the Rural Adjustment
Authority was born and when it was of some
assistance to the farming community. The aim
of that authority was to enable a normally vi-
able farmer to cope through the tough times. In
other words, his viability had to be assessed,
and if he was assessed as having a potential
viability he could be financed by the Rural Ad-
justment Authority.

There was also a programme to assist people
to get off their farms; in other words, those
farmers who were assessed as not having much
hope of viability in the circumstances of the
time could at least be given some temporary
relief and allowed time to get their acts together
and sell their farms.
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In the dairies and beef industry for a while
people were at such a low ebb that the Rural
Adjustment Authority provided home relief; in
other words, farmers could draw money each
week or each month just to keep the family
going until things got a little better. Those
schemes did a tremendous amount of good for
the community and for the farming industry,
but only a small amount of money was being
put into rural adjustment. I do not think any-
body would deny that the funds going into ru-
ral adjustment are so miniscule that they have
no hope of curing the problems which the rural
industry is facing today. It either needs a mass-
ive injection of money or some sort of mora-
torium-a lasting one-to ensure that valu-
ations are reached. This Bill provides for the
necessity to achieve 80 per cent of the valu-
ation.

We must be very careful when we enter this
field because for every secured creditor there
are probably 10 or 20 unsecured creditors, and
these are the people who suffered, and to a
degree, paid the piper, during the period of the
Farmers' Debts Adjustment Act. That Act had
a lot of merit; it had a lot of things going for it
inasmuch as it propped up those people who
could manage to go into a dormant situation
until things impmoved, but it did not help the
unsecured creditor such as the storekeeper or
the saddler of those days, and today, the fuel
distributor. These people suffered greatly but,
to the credit of the rural community, the debts
which they incurred were never written off.
When the farmers' finances got better, they felt
bound to repay those debts. I mean they felt
morally bound. I am informed by people who
were involved with those in the industry at that
time and who had been creditors that a large
proportion of the farming community made
sure that when they started to feel the advan-
tages of a more buoyant economy they settled
their debts.

Somehow we have to trust the farming com-
munity to do the same thing again, but we also
have to keep our rural community viable. That
is the problem. We must evolve a solution
whereby the unsecured creditors are assisted.
This Bill contains some provision for the un-
secured creditor, if the provisions are applied
in the way they were designed to do, and if it
passes the test.

It is interesting to note that to date this Bill
has caused only reasons for criticism from
some members of the lending fraternity. It is
not the aim of the Opposition to disadvantage
the people who lent the farmers money-far

(90)

from it. If the lender is disadvantaged the rural
industry is done the greatest harm possible be-
cause we must have those lending houses which
are prepared and happy to lend money to the
rural industry. Rural lenders have shown their
genuine attitude to the lending situation by
agreeing to talk with the Government about
this six-week moratorium. I am on record as
having said that I do not think the six-week
moratorium will achieve anything other than a
six-week moratorium. Unless something practi-
cal is done during that six weeks, we will not
only have some very unhappy borrowers, but
also we will have some very unhappy lenders.

That would realiy put the kybosh on this
great export industry, so there has to be a meet-
ing in between. I am asking the Government to
assiduously apply itself to supporting this Bill
instead of knocking it because it happens to
come from this side of the House. I suggest that
the Government not only support this Bill but
amend it in a sensible way if it needs
amending. The Government could either come
back with some sort of compromise or it could
bring in another Bill. I am sure that members
on this side of the House would support such a
Bill, if it was likely to assist the farming com-
munity. However, we on this side will not sup-
port something that is airy-fairy to such an ex-
tent that when the Premier was interviewed
recently, he could not really give any indication
of the attitude of Cabinet. When he was
questioned and Mr Pryde asked him what
would be the ultimate result of the six-weeks'
moratorium, he simply said that a six-weeks'
moratorium was a six-weeks' moratorium. lie
said that it would give the rural sector a six-
week breathing space. However, when one has
a harvest right on one's doorstep-and some
people have very little money to pay their fuel
bills to gather in their harvest-it is hardly
comforting to have a six-weeks' breathing
space. Something better than that has to be
done and it has to be done quickly.

Unless the Minister for Agriculture agrees to
look at this Bill in an objective way and unless
he comes to the member for Moore and says,
"We think this should be done with the Bill; we
will be very happy to go along with anything
that will assist the people who are in dire straits
today", the situation can get only worse. We on
this side of the House do not for one moment
believe that we are the only people concerned
about the rural community. I know that mem-
bers of the Government are concerned; in fact
members of the Select Committee into Rural
Sector Hardship from both the Opposition and
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the Government came out unanimously sup-
porting the farming community and ways of
assisting it. However, that is as far as it went.
Support them, sure-but now is the time for
something material to come out of that report
and something practicable to be put into a Bill
to become an Act, which would help the farm-
ing community.

What does the farming community want?
The National Farmers Federation says that
farmers do not want handouts. I do not think
anyone wants a handout, but maybe Mr Kerin
who has been over here recently, thinks
differently. He made some quite astounding
statements about the situation. At the very
least, he admitted that interest rates were a
great contributing factor to the present situ-
ation. Similarly the Premier admitted that high
interest rates were caused by the Federal
Government's attitude to propping up the
Australian dollar. I do not quarrel with trying
to prop up the Australian dollar, but if one has
to do that by encouraging overseas capital in-
flow to the extent that interest rates get out of
hand, it becomes counterproductive. Mr
Kerin's statement in The West Australian of 23
October reads as follows-

Problems now facing farmers in the east-
emn wheat-belt were not caused by high
interest rates . ..

I do not know what he thinks they have been
caused by, but the report continues-

.. ,. drought and low World commodity
prices were the biggest cause of the farm-
ing sector's woes.

That may be right, but I think that if a com-
plete study were to be done of the financial
situation of the Western Australian wheatbelt
farmers vis-h-vis the Eastern States' farmers, it
will be seen that the debt levels are much
greater in the Western Australian wheat indus-
try than they are in the Eastern States, and that
this was caused not only through drought and
bad years, but also through increased costs and
by the fact that we are heavily reliant on
superphosphate and nitrogenous fertilisers,
which are getting dearer by the day-mostly
because of the actions of the Federal Govern-
ment. There must be a drop in cost input, and
some relief from tariffs and taxes must be
given. Certainly some relief must be given as
far as the lending situation is concerned.

I return to Mr Kerin's statement in which he
said-

If the Government provided extra
finance for those farmLier s...

He is talking about the farmers in trouble in
Western Australia. I note that in the inter-view
he gave on "The National" the Premier said
that 30 per cent of Australian farmers were in
trouble. I think the Premier was probably a
little confused, because I do not believe that the
number could be so great. Mr Kerin's
statement continues as follows-

... it would have to give similar aid to
about 50 000 farmers around Australia. .

What utter rot. That is an excuse not to do
anything at all. If the Commonwealth Govern-
ment really wants to help the primary industry
at the mioment, I would suggest that it not pro-
vide $I million to put into the rural adjustment
fund; it should give farmers more practical as-
sistance.

Mr Kerin has been on a fact-finding mission
in Western Australia. I suggest to him that the
Federal Government should provide a few
million dollars to give some real relief from
interest rates because that would be a positive
move against the problems which are besetting
the rural sector today.

Unfortunately, it will not help a lot of people
who are the subject of this Bill we are now
talking about. Those people are fearful of being
forced into mortgagee sales because interest
rates have got them into trouble. To lower
those interest rates would only prolong the life
of the ailing farmer, but I do not know the
answer. I am not standing up in this place try-
ing to tell the Minister for Agriculture what he
should do. Despite the fact that the NFF said
that farmers do not want handouts, I believe
that an interest subsidy to the farming com-
munity is just as important as, and in fact is
more important than, interest subsidies to the
housing situation.

The Government made a big play of
subsidising interest rates to housing borrowers
by putting some of the Treasury moneys into
building societies. I have no quarrel with that
except that it is retrospective and not prospec-
tive. People who will borrow money tomorrow
will be in the same situation as their brethren
of yesteryear. We have to find a solution and
we have to find it quickly. I hope that the
Government speakers who, I know, will be very
keen to talk on this Bill will tonight be con-
structive in their attitude and will come up
with some amendments which, if they have any
merit at all, the Opposition will be only too
wilting to support.

I support the Bill introduced by the member
for Moore.
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MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)
[7.58 p.m.]-. I believe this Bill, to a great extent,
will help the farmers who are in a desperate
situation, They are in a predicament which is
not necessarily of their own making, and it is a
situation in which they cannot lift their head
above the water. Farmers are going to the wall
and if something is not done to help them, the
situation will only get worse.

A combination of factors has caused this
situation. One of the factors mentioned by the
member for Katanning-Roe was the droughts
of the last 10 years. These droughts certainly
have not helped farmers in various areas, but
neither has the increase in costs helped. Com-
mnodity prices have either gone down or have
remained stationary so that the actual amount
of profit has dropped when combined with an
increase in costs. Certainly in some cases in-
come has become negative. Petrol prices have
risen dramatically over the last few years, and
in particular the wheat farming areas have been
affected severely. Certainly, large increases in
costs have been imposed on those people and
higher interest rates have certainly not helped.
In fact, high interest rates have really helped
no-one in Australia over the last 10 years.

That is probably the main reason that we are
in the predicament that we find ourselves in,
not only in the farming areas but -also in busi-
ness, housing and other such areas. This Bill is
not the complete answer. Unfortunately, there
is no answer to the problem. I do not believe
that this matter should be debated on a party-
political basis. Investigations should be carried
out into ways of finding remedies to the prob-
lems faced by farmers. The matter should be
dealt with in a bipartisan way. The Govern-
ment and the Opposition should get together to
come up with some solutions in order that
people will stay on the land.

I do not think many people realise the impli-
cations of farms being sold and farmers walk-
ing off their land. If that happens, towns which
are now depressed will become more de-
pressed- There will be more unemployment.
Farmers who leave their land will have to go
somewhere because there is no point their stay-
ing in their areas. 'they will head for the metro-
politan area. So, their leaving their farms will
have an impact not only on country areas, but
also on the metropolitan area. Greater press-
ures will be placed on services in the cities.
Many of those services have been set up in
country towns around Western Australia and it

seems a pity to allow them to run down just to
have to provide new ones in the metropolitan
area.

As I said, I believe it is very important for
the Government and the Opposition to try to
work out a solution to this problem. If the
Government does not feel that it can support
the legislation, it should introduce 'amend-
ments to try to improve it. However, it should
not oppose it and say that nothing can be done
to help these people.

The Government has said there should be a
six-week moratorium. That is not the answer.
All that does is delay the inevitable. A six-
week delay will further add to the burden of
these farmers.

Mr Gordon Hill: Is it your view that the
Government should not ask for a moratorium?

Mr BRADSHAW: I do not think that is the
answer.

Mr Gordon Hill: So it should not happen; is
that what you are saying?

Mr BRADSHAW: Basically, yes.

Mr Gordon Hill: So there should be no mora-
torium?

Mr BRADSHAW: That is right. I do not be-
lieve a six-week moratorium will help.

Mr Gordon Hill: Why is the Primary Indus-
try Association asking for a six-week mora-
torium?

Mr BRADSHAW: I did not know it had
asked for a six-week moratorium. If a mora-
torium is to be applied, it should be for one
year or two years.

Mr Cowan: No, just until the harvest.
Mr BRADSHAW: Yes. However, a year or

two will allow the farmers to trade their way
out of their current financial difficulties be-
cause farming has the tendency to have ups and
downs.

Mr Pearce: The six-week moratorium will
allow the hysteria that was built up over the
Carnamah sale to die down.

Mr BRADSHAW: I cannot agree with that
argument because, at the end of the six weeks,
farmers will be in exactly the same position as
they are in now. They will still not be able to
pay their bills until they harvest their crops.
Therefore the six-week moratorium would be
useless.

Mr Pearce: But it allows the immediate hys-
teria to die down and so it does help them.
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Mr BRADSHAW: It will only help those who
have a mortgage over their properties, so it will
not help the farmers. It may help the mort-
gagees but it wilt not help the farmers because
they will be in the same predicament. Farm
prices will not suddenly leap up after six weeks.
The Government may stop the hysteria but it
will still not help the farmers.

Mr Pearce: You are assuming that Carnamah
was the rock bottom price.

Mr BRADSHAW: Six weeks is not long
enough to allow for solutions to the problems
that these people face. Farmers will still believe
that farming is bad news. The only people who
will go into farming will be those who can buy
at a certain price and then sell at a profit.
Fanning, like most businesses, tends to have its
ups and downs. Unfortunately, it is going
through a trough at the moment.

I believe this Bill will help prevent the
farmers from leaving their land because 8o per
cent of the valuer's price must be obtained be-
fore the farm is sold.

It is interesting to note that the Government
is prepared to try to win 40 000 votes in the
metropolitan area by moving to prevent in-
creases in interest rates. However, I feel the
situation confronting farmers is much more
devastating.

Mr Can-: We are doing what the PIA asked
us to do.

Mr BRADSHAW: I think the PTA is wrong.
Mr Cant: Then you make a speech about how

it is wrong.
Mr BRADSHAW: I have told the Minister. I

believe that the Government should wait until
after the harvest so that people have money to
pay their debts.

Mr Gordon Hill: Did you not say before that
you were opposed to the moratorium?

Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, mainly because I be-
lieve this Bill will do more for the farmers.

Mr Gordon Hill: That is different from what
you said. Are you suggesting that the Govern-
ment should not do anything to assist home
buyers who are paying mortgages?

Mr BRADSHIAW: The problem is very
interesting. The Government does -not seem to
understand the implications of these farmers
leaving their farms and the effect it wilt have
on small country towns and on the urban area.
Yet, as I said, it is prepared to try to win 40 000
votes by subsidising interest rates for home
buyers; to some extent I understand that. Many
people are finding it terribly difficult trying to

make ends meet. As I said, the Government
does not understand the country situation. If
all these people come to Perth, it would be
devastating.

Mr Gordon Hill: All the country people
voted Labor at the last election. You know
that, don't you? It is a fact that more people
voted for the Labor Party at the last State elec-
tion than voted for the Liberal Party.

Mr BRADSHAW: I do not honestly know. I
can tell the member one thing: If that was the
case at the last election, it will not be the case at
the next election. I do not know what the fig-
ures were for the last election. I think the Labor
Party might be in for a shock at the next State
election.

Mr Bertram: "Might be"; what does that
mean? That's a real commitment!

Mr BRADSHAW: I refer the member to
tonight's paper for a start.

Mr Carr: I wouldn't place too much faith in
your party's opinion polls.

Mr BRADSIHAW: It said it was an indepen-
dent poll.

Mr Can-: I know that is what it said.
Mr BRADSHAW: The first I heard of it was

when I read it in the paper. Is the Minister
trying to say that that opinion poll was carried
out by the Liberal Party?

Mr Carr: I would not put as much faith in
that opinion poll as I would in some others.

Mr BRADSHAW: I have never worried too
much about opinion polls.

Mr Cant: You raised the subject-
Mr BRADSHAW: I know, but I am saying

that there is only one opinion poll that counts
and that is the one on the day. Generally my
attitude to opinion polls is that when people
are asked how they like or do not like the cur-
rent Government they will generally see all
Governments as bad. But when it comes to
putting their vote where it counts, they
probably think a bit harder.

Mr Taylor: You mean they will vote for the
Government?

Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, that is right. It does
not matter whether Labor is in power or
whether we are. Interest rates are one of the big
problems in our society at this stage. I think
they have a more devastating effect in Australia
and probably in the world than anything else.
Obviously this Government cannot control
interest rates because they are rising. As I said
last night when I was speaking on another sub-
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ject, the Government took all the credit when
interest rates came down. That was in 1983. 1
thought that it was a great thing that interest
rates did come down, although I did not necess-
arily give credit to the current Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr Taylor: No; that's right.
Mr BRADSHAW: Okay, does the member

take credit for the interest rates coming down
in 1983?

Mr Taylor: Too right, we do.
Mr BRADSHAW: Does he also take credit

for rising interest rates?
Mr Taylor: All the good things in life we take

credit for.
The SPEAKER: I advise the member for

Murray-Wellington not to worry about the in-
terjections.

Mr BRADSHAW: It is quite interesting that
when I earlier asked whether the Government
took credit for interest rates coming down,
members opposite all said, "Yes", but they do
not accept responsibility for interest rates going
up.

Mr Taylor: Do you believe the Australian
dollar should come down or not?

Mr BRADSHAW: I answered that last night.
As I said, interest rates are the biggest killer

in Australia. I believe this is the main reason
that farmers in Australia-in Western
Australia in particular-are in trouble. The
Government certainly did not accept responsi-
bility for interest rates going up.

Mr Can: I think Bert wants you to speak
about this Hill.

Mr BRADSHAW: I am. The Bill before us
will certainly not be the answer to the whole
problem, but it will go part of the way towards
overcoming the problems of the farmers who
are about to be sold up. It is extremely import-
ant that these farmers stay on their land for the
reasons that I have already indicated. Unless
we keep the farmers on the land, we will add a
great burden to the taxpayers of Australia. If
farmers leave their land they will come to
urban areas and add to the unemployment
problem. We will then have more social secur-
ity payments. we will have to provide more for
infrastructure costs. Therefore, we will have to
levy more taxes.

Whether people believe it or not, the farmers
are the backbone of the country. While the
farmers are going well, the whole country seems
to go well. I know that mining has helped to

keep the country flying but it is still not the
complete answer. If we can keep the farmers in
a situation where they are still producing, we
will receive export dollars which are very rel-
evant, particularly in light of our current
trading deficits. Thus the more we can export,
the more dollars we will bring in. It is vital that
we support this Bill and try to keep the farmers
on the land.

MR COWAN (Merredin) 18.15 p.m.]: I have
spent some time studying the Bill put before
the House by the member for Moore. Like
other speakers, including the Minister for
Agriculture, I agree that it may not hold all the
answers. Hut I point out to the Minister for
Agriculture that it is way ahead of anything else
that has been put before the House in regard to
trying to arrest a very serious situation in
agriculture at the moment.

I do not profess to be knowledgeable in mat-
ters relating to finance, but as I understand it
the member for Moore in this Bill has tried to
do two things: Hie has tried to apply conditions
to a mortgagee sale and to apply conditions to
persons offering vendor finance, as quite often
happens in sales of farm land. He has applied
conditions upon which the vendor will resume
title or resume control of the land that was
originally sold.

There are up to seven or eight different ways
by which a mortgagee can exercise his right if
the mortgagor fails to meet his obligations in
relation to a contract between the two parties
concerned. It is unfortunate that the member
for Moore has raised only those two facets of a
mortgagee being able to operate and recover his
funds, inasmuch as, firstly, the Bill includes a
provision which places a criterion for operation
of a mortgagee's sale and also in relation to a
vendor who will resume property to sell it or
after resumption take over management of the
property.

I understand that a mortgagee has certain
requirements to perform if the mortgagor fails
to meet his financial obligations. If he wants to
conduct a sale, he is rco' ired to employ a com-
peteni auctioneer wlv' must act fairly. By the
same ioken the in( igagee is not the trustee of
the mc'rtgagor anct is not necessary for him to
hold oat for the b-st possible price. All he has
to do is make sure that the sale is conducted in
a manner which is fair and is not fraudulent. In
other words, provided he can cover himself and
is not selling at a rock-bottom price to some-
thing like a subsidiary company, he has no re-
sponsibility whatever to the mortgagor.
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Mr Blaikie: He is the agent.

Mr COWAN: Who is the agent?

Mr Blaikie: The auctioneer.

Mr COWAN: I was not talking so much
about the auctioneer, but rather about the
rights of the mortgagee. However, the member
for Vasse is quite right-the auctioneer is an
agent and has no responsibility to the mort-
gagee. Provided he sells in an open market and
can demonstrate that he sold at a fair and
reasonable price and did not sell fraudulently,
it is perfectly legitimate for him to carry out
that sale.

Mr Hassell: I sometimes wonder about the
way in which mortgagee sales are promoted.
They tend to invite a low price, and someday
somebody will challenge those activities,

Mr COWAN: There is no doubt that they can
be challenged. The Leader of the Opposition is
quite right. I have here reports of two cases
where mortgagee sales were conducted and
were challenged by the mortgagors, and the
courts set aside the actual sales on the basis
that the mortgagees were not acting properly.
For the benefit of the House I quote the case of
Forsyth v. Blundell. This case occurred in 1973
and was heard in the High Court of Australia. I
will read sections from the report-

In March 1968 Blundell borrowed
$125 000 from Associated Securities Ltd
(ASL), secured by a mortgage over a petrol
station. In November 1968 he obtained a
further loan of $ 10 000 from ASL, secured
by a second mortgage of the same prop-
erty. Default occurred under the mortgage,
and the mortgagee took the appropriate
steps to exercise its power of sale. In
March 1970 ASL entered into a contract to
sell the mortgaged property to Shell Oil Co
of Australia Ltd (Shell) for $ 120 000. The
representatives of ASL knew at the time of
the contract another oil company had
expressed interest in the site and the agent
of that company had talked of offering
$150 000. ASL sold without no *tifying
either the mortgagor or the other oil
company. It appearco !ikely that if notifi-
cation had been giv zn the other oil
company would have been prepared to
purchase the site at a higher price than that
paid by Shell.

The judge in this case found the position to be
as follows-

After a review of many cases in which
the duty owed by a mortgagee when

exercising a power of sale has been dis-
cussed, Fox J appears to have accepted the
view that there is a breach of duty if the
morgagee fails "to take reasonable steps to
obtain the best price available in all the
circumstances". His Honour found that
ASL had failed to do that. But his finding
went further. He said that the conduct of
ASL reflected "calculated indifference" to
the position of the mortgagor and that in
the language used in the authorities it was
"reckless" and it "sacrificed" the interests
of the mortgagor. On those latter findings
which, in my opinion, this Court should
not disturb, there can be no doubt that
there was a breach of duty.

Mr Bertram: Was that a mortgage in Western
Australia Or in some other State?

Mr COWAN: It occurred in the Australian
Capital Territory.

Mr Bertram: It has a different law. This State
operates under the Transfer of Land Act, does
it not?

Mr COWAN: I do not know, but then, I
would suggest that the member for Balcatta has
a far greater knowledge of the law than 1.

Mr Hassell: I would not count on it.

Mr COWAN: Maybe the Leader of the Op-
position is correct. I will not question the integ-
rity of the member for Balcatta, but there are
other cases where action has been taken and I
would suggest that these are quite relevant,

In another case, a group called Playtech In-
vestments was taken to court by the Hotel
Terrigal Pty Ltd, which was in liquidation at
the time. Pretty much the same thing had oc-
curred.

Mr Bertram: The territorial law may happen
to be the same, but we would have to know that
in order to work on that case, would we not? I
recollect that, where there is a sale, a declar-
ation must be sworn before the Registrar Of
Titles will approve it.

Mr COWAN: The point I make is that the
law would be similar and that these cases indi-
cate quite clearly that the mortgagee has certain
obligations to perform, and if he does not meet
those requirements it is possible for him to be
brought before the court, and the court can set
aside any sale that has been made previously.

That is roughly the only right the mortgagor
has. If he can demonstrate that the mortgagee
has not exercised the proper considerations
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then there can be an appeal, and I believe the
appeal would be to the Supreme Court in West-
em Australia and the High Court in the case of
a territory. Apart from this measure, there is
very little redress available to the mortgagor.

Another problem with the Bill brought be-
fore the House by the member for. Moore is
that it deals only with mortgagee sales and with
the actions of a vendor who owned the prop-
erty that has been bought. There are several
other ways in which the mortgagee Can exercise
his rights, but the member for Moore has not
covered these.

However, while the member for Moore's Bill
covers only two aspects of the rights of
mortgagees and places some constraints upon
them, nobody else has even tried to cover those
two points. It is fairly important, therefore,
that we recognise the value of this Bill.

I now raise the matter of the definitions used
in the Bill in relation to value and valuation,
definitions, which relate to the Valuation of
Land Act. The Act covers practically every
value that could be considered and in that re-
spect it is rather loose. However, the member
for Moore has had the benefit of advice from
Parliamentary Counsel, and perhaps they were
indeed the best definitions. When one reads the
definitions of the terms "value" and
" valuation" in the Valuation of Land Act, one
sees they are quite substantial. The definition
of value reads-

"value" in relation to land means the
assessed value, the capital value, the gross
rental value, the site value, and the unim-
proved value of the land or any one or
more of those values; "to value" means to
determine or assess those values or any
one or more of them; and "determination
of value" or "valuation" means a determi-
nation or assessment of those values or any
one or more of them;

It can be quite confusing and I would assume
that the term "assessed value" is the one to
which the member for Moore refers. If that is
the case, then that is perfectly all right by me.

One thing in this Bill which is not all right by
me is the aspect which deals with the need for
an assessment of the value of the land by three
licensed valuers. I think that is completely un-
necessary. Any person who is a sworn valuer is
a licensed member of the Land Valuers' Licens-
ing Board.

I see no point in seeking to have three valu-
ations from persons who have reached a certain
standard which satisfies that board. It would

have been much better had the parties agreed
on one valuation. Each of the valuers charges a
set price or a price related to the value of the
property. All we are doing is imposing ad-
ditional costs on the mortgagor and to some
extent the mortgagee.

Mr Crane: The Bill could be amended; I
would not object. I would suggest the Valuer
General, because from my experience be gives
the highest value, particularly when we look
like getting another rating.

Mr COWAN: I do not have an amendment
prepared, which perhaps is remiss of me. If the
people involved fail to reach agreement, the
Valuer General, or a sworn valuer appointed by
him, could have been asked to step in to pro-
vide a valuation.

Mr Crane: That would be okay by me.
Mr COWAN: Unfortunately I am not a law-

yer, so I cannot provide the wording required.
Having three sworn valuers assessing the prop-
erty would provide an additional cost for the
mortgagee or the mortgagor, or both, and that
in turn would be an expense which would have
to be recovered. These people, particularly the
mortgagors, are in enough trouble now without
incurring greater expenses.

I turn now to more general matters and ex-
plain that, as I understand it, the Bill is
designed to ensure that a property will not be
sold unless bidding reaches 80 per cent of the
valued price. Because mortgagee sales have
already been conducted, it is highly unlikely
that any sworn valuer would set a price where
bidding would not reach 80 per cent of the
valued price. Because the damage has been
done, i t may well be that the Bill has no great
value in setting a floor price in mortgagee sales.

Farmers are also having problems with high
interest rates. Four or five years ago farmers
did purchase property. Many of them believed
they had the capacity to service the debt at a
certain rate of interest and at the time when
they were looking at that level of debt servicing
they were looking at interest rates of around
13.5 and 14.5 per cent. At the time, farm costs
were not as significant as they are now. Since
then we have seen interest rates increase by
between five and six per cent, which has meant
an increase in the level of debt to be serviced
by these farmers. At the same time as these
people were purchasing the properties they
found that they began to be squeezed signifi-
cantly because of increased farming costs.
Farmers found they had shrinking disposable
incomes with which to service their debts.
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Their problem was compounded. For that
reason the farmers who made a decision four or
five years ago which was relatively sound in
financial terms at the time are now discovering
they made a poor judgment. They are finding it
very difficult to service their debts because of
the squeeze imposed on them by increased
farm costs and reduced returns. These are the
people who are finding themselves further and
further behind and who are now being
subjected to the enormous pressures of mort-
gagees who are wanting a return on their funds
and forcing them to sell.

As I have said, the mortgagee sale-despite
the fact that the whole system is relatively un-
fair-is probably one of the fairest means of
satisfying the mortgagee and the mortgagor.
Other ways for a mortgagee to get his funds are
available.. He could just tell the farmer to leave
and then he could take over the property and
appoint either a manager, a receiver, or a re-
ceiver-manager. Any of those three choices is
available to him and the farmer has no rights at
all. This Hill deals only with two options.

I turn now to a matter which relates to the
predicament facing members of the fa rming
community. We must all accept the fact that a
lot of their problems relate to political de-
cisions.

Ten years ago at the Federal level this
country decided to adopt a system of one-vote-
one-value. This meant that the vast majority of
seats were concentrated in the urbanised areas
of the Eastern States. Rural areas did not mat-
ter. For this reason, decisions made at a politi-
cal level federally have increased the cost of
fuel, the cost of herbicides, and increased
interest rates. All these increases have been the
result of political decisions made to the detri-
ment of rural and farming communities. Now-
adays we live in a consumer-orientated
country. That is where the votes are and that is
where the pork-barrelling occurs. Politicians at
a Federal level have neglected what is so
necessary to maintain a viable agricultural in-
dustry.

Another lamentable fact that coincides with
the situation I have just outlined is that 10
years ago in WA a concerted effort was made
by a rural party to have its policies
implemented. It failed, and since then in WA
we have had nothing but a two-party political
system. That system has concentrated its ef-
forts on helping urban WA.

Mr Taylor: You need a new national leader.
Get rid of him and you might get a better voice
in national politics.

Mr COWAN: I do not necessarily think we
need a new leader. I do not mind admitting to
the House that I have told Ian Sinclair that
unless he adopts policies which the National
Farmers Federation can accept, and unless he
can head from the front, he deserves all the
criticism he gets. There is no question of that.

For both those reasons I have outlined,
agriculture is suffering. That is why the mem-
ber for Moore saw fit to bring this Bill before
the Parliament. It is a shame the Government
could do no better. It has decided it will try to
impose a voluntary moratorium which wilt run
for six weeks. I point out to the Minister for
Agriculture that it should run for at least eight
to 12 weeks because the harvest has only just
started. This predicament reflects on the whole
agricultural community, and farmers must be
allowed to harvest their crops and assess their
incomes. Then they can say, "That is our in-
come, and that is the amount of debt we can
service. Will you negotiate and give us another
year?" It will be mid-December at least before
that happens, and yet the Government is
offering a Moratorium of six weeks. It is com-
pletely insufficient. I would like to know from
the Minister for Agriculture, who gave no indi-
cation when he spoke to the Bill, whether he is
prepared to support the Bill. It should be
supported, and I intend to support it because I
believe it to be an interim measure which can
be taken.

With all new legislation that is introduced,
amendments can be brought in immediately we
find anomalies. Let us put this Bill in place and
find the anomalies. Let us find out whether all
the people who provide credit will suddenly
become shy and not offer credit to the agricul-
tural community as the Minister said. I do not
believe they will. I think they will continue to
supply credit.

When the Bill is in place and we find out
whether it is deficient and has problems we can
amend it. That situation will be no different
from that relating to any other Bill. I have some
reservations about this legislation because it
deals only with two areas where a mortgagee
can exercise his right. There are seven or eight
other areas where he can exercise his right and
the member for Moore has not dealt with them.
There are certain anomalies in the Hill which
create further Costs for people who have
already incurred high costs and are being
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forced to sell their farms. Nevertheless, the
member for Moore is making a genuine at-
tempt to do something. To use an old
Australian expression, I am prepared to sup-
port anyone who is going to have a go.

MR McNEE (Mt Marshall) [8.43 p.yntj: The
member for Moore is to be commended for
introducing such a Bill into the Parliament. I
took note of some comments made by the
member for Merredin. He may have some
points, and the member for Moore has
indicated his willingness-and I am sure we on
this side of the House would agree-to accept
amendments to this most important Bill.

The Minister sits in his usual sullen way and
does not offer to do anything. We know what
he is going to do and what the Government will
do-if it is not out taking freebies. We can
gauge the intense interest of Government mem-
bers in this State's most important industry by
their attendance in the House.

Mr Pearce: There are more of us than you.
Mr McNEE: Never mind. Not even the

Premier or the Deputy Premier bothered to
come and listen. This is an important piece of
legislation, but the Government treats it as it
treats rural industry-with absolute contempt
as it has from the day it became the Govern-
ment.

The people of rural Western Australia are
desperate and are seeking some assistance, but
unfortunately they are not going to get it here.
Those of us who were here the other evening
when the Minister took the trouble to reply to
the member for Moore will remember that all
we got from him was one letter after another
giving reasons why he could not accept the Bill.
Does anybody recall his saying or making one
positive statement at all as to what his Govern-
ment might do or might consider doing? I will
tell members what his Government did because
it is interesting.

Two meetings have been held in my elector-
ate in the last week. The Government found
itself in trouble because it discovered all of a
rush that there would be 130 people at one
meeting in Bencubbin. I think its attitude is
called "softly softly watch a farm go by." The
Government would counsel a person to go off
his farm although he has been there for 40
years. The Government does not have the guts
to stand up and say that it is promoting the
meetings. Perhaps Government members were
organising their next freebie. The meetings
were organised under the auspices of TAFF,
and well-intentioned people were brought there

to do nothing. When the Government found
out 130 people were going to the meeting at
Bencubbin there was panic in Government
circles. Government advisers were running
around and there were calls all over the place.
It was decided a senior Minister should attend
the meeting, so he did. The Minister for
Transport went along. Of course he said
nothing. The people at the meeting said they
thought there might have been some message of
help, but he tried to fob them off by talking
about freight in real terms in 1977 or 1978.

He did not fool anybody. He tried to tell the
meeting he was giving them something with the
Government's futile attempt to take the heat
out of petrol prices by a rebate on off-road
petrol. When the Government went to the ex-
pense to fly the Minister and an adviser to
Bencubbin to give the people nothing more
than a lot of gobbledegook it made sure that the
Government would not get any votes in
Bencubbin. The people there were awake to the
Government. There was nothing to indicate
after all that expense that there was a message
of hope for any of the farmers in Bencubbin.
This Government has no intention of helping
those people at all. Can members imagine the
nightmare of trying to administer the scheme?
The Minister said he would not tell the meeting
how the scheme would be administered, but
there would be a rebate. He mumbled and
bumbled his way through trying to justify why
the Government had subsidised some city
people's interest rates. I ask the Government
again, as I did on another occasion and it chose
not to answer, how many surveys it carried out
before it decided to subsidise the interest rates
of 40 000 home owners who probably qualified
for a first home owner's grant. The Minister
told the meeting that a person had to be a first
home owner to qualify for the grant. If the
Government has changed the rules that is all
right.

Mr Wilson: He never said anything of the
sort.

Mr McNEE: I am repeating what the Minis-
ter said. If the Government has changed the
rules, so be it. The Minister for Housing will
have his chance later on to talk about it.

Without carrying out any surveys, the
Government has decided to spend $11I million
on city people as an interest subsidy. Mean-
while, the Minister for Agriculture has no view
Or nothing to say to the member for Moore or
to this Parliament about how this Bill might be
improved to achieve its objectives- I do not
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even recall the Minister for Agriculture refer-
ring to the Bill as having any purpose at all.
However, the Government has made its de-
cision. If it was worth anything at all it should
just consider the Bill. If, as one newspaper
reported recently, 300 farmers face ruin, that
will send shock waves through rural Western
Australia such as no-one has ever seen because
this matter is more important than just a few
farmers. It becomes a matter of entire town-
ships being devastated. If one removes from
that very fragile situation a number of people
who are producing, these towns will sink; there
is no doubt about that.

The Government is not worried about that.
It feels more committed to electorates like the
.loondalup electorate. it thinks it will win seats
if it pours enough money into them. The
Government is not really interested in where
the wealth of the State comes from. However, it
should remember that with every mortgagee
sale held in the country areas of this State, the
weaker this State becomes.

To try to struggle past the next election,
somebody had a brainstorm and said, "We will
have a six-week moratorium." On what? "It
will be a six-week moratorium on mortgagee
sales", he said. I wonder what is intended to be
achieved by that. The Minister for Agriculture,
a week before that, said very confidently that
the banks had told him that they would not sell
anybody up. However, nobody said they
would. There are other people who will sell
people up before the banks; do not worry about
that. If a bank wanted to sell somebody up, it
would not need to have a mortgagee sale; all it
could have to do is to cut off the credit. That is
a bloodless coup and leaves no mess.

The Minister for Agriculture would not know
what is happening. He shows his ignorance
when he makes statements like that because he
is fooling only himself.

Mr Laurance: He opens his mouth and puts
his own foot into it.

Mr McNEE: That is right.

I happened to hear recently that the Federal
Minister for Primary Industry was in Western
Australia. He went on to that radio show.

Mr Blaikie: I bet he did not go to Bencubbin.

Mr MeNEE: HeI did not. I would love to get
him there for half an hour. However, Mr Kerin
was inter-viewed on radio.

Mr Old: Who interviewed him?

Mr MeNEE: That fellow Maumill. It was not
the Bob and Brian show; it was the Bob and
John show and they were in full flight.

Mr Blaikie: That fellow is very fair in his
support for the Labor Party!

Mr McNEE: He is apolitical!
Mr Blaikie: I see that the Labor Government

is going to change the broadcasting control laws
to have him banned.

Mr MeNEE: Is that so? Certainly, he does
not know much about agriculture. He said,
"Well, if these farmers have overborrowed and
went out and bought this, that, and something
else, that is not our fault." In his ill-informed
opinion, that might be the case.

Mr Old:. is this Bob or John?
Mr McNEE: That is Bob. He considers it is

the farmers' fault because they have overspent
and overborrowed.

Mr Spriggs: Did his mate Brian tell him to
say that?

Mr McNEE: I missed the Bob and Brian
show this week unfortunately.

Mr Spriggs: Did he say they were high-flyers
and deserved everything they got?

Mr McNEE: 1 am told the Premier said that.
These people were top-line farmers, but they
could not survive under a Labor Government.

To go back to the Bob and John show, it
continued in the same vein.

Mr Carr interjected.
Mr McNEE: When the farmers in my elector-

ate grew some wheat the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services dragged them through
the courts and charged them with overloading.

Bob asked John whether the farmers had
overborrowed and did he not think they were a
bit blasiabout the whole thing. Of course, John
came back and said that was the case but, of
course, many of them are in marginal areas.
That is a good point.

M r Old: Where are t hese m argi nal areas?
Mr MeNEE: I assume he was talking about a

fair whack of my electorate.
Mr Old: That is where the Labor Party gets

its money from.
Mr McNEE: Of course it is. Members should

not make any mistake about the productivity of
those areas. I hope both Bob and John have to
eat their words when the agricultural industry
turns the corner and gets back to reasonable
seasons. We should remember that many of
those farmers have had eight seasons of very-
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much below average income. I would like a
Government member to stand up and tell me
of the people in their electorates, particularly
amongst union supporters, who are suffering
the same difficulties as these people.

People in country areas have suffered greatly
reduced incomes. In many cases they are third
or fourth generation farmers who have a fair
amount of "stickability" because they have
stuck in there and borrowed to save their
farms. I do not blame them for that. Certainly,
they may even have purchased More land to
make improvements. The Government should
be eternally grateful to them for that because
they are providing the Government's sup-
porters with much needed work. The Govern-
ment should not forget that.

Initially, these people borrowed at interest
rates at around 14 per cent to 15 per cent which
was high enough at that time; but they have
suddenly found themselves paying interest
rates of 20 per cent under this totally incom-
petent management of the economy by the Fed-
eral and State Governments. That was a shock
that no farmer could withstand.

Does the Government care about country
businessmen who are carrying record amounts
of money in their 30-day accounts? The figures
are great, and havec never been exceeded before.
This causes some real concern to those small
country business people. Not only do they have
to try to provide a service to their clients, but
also they need to stock their shelves with parts
required for the industry they support and the
industry that supports them.

The country business people are also faced
with horrific interest rates, as well as the
interest costs associated with floor plans and
the carryover of machines which simply are not
selling, If one talks to the country business
people one will learn that they are selling sec-
ond-hand machines in the Eastern States.

We have a very fragile rural economy. The
Premier stood up in this House the other night
and said that the economy in the metropolitan
area was sound. God bless him. I bet the
Premier wishes that he could hold an election
before all those things which are currently cre-
ating jobs cease. The Premier will find himself
in a terrible mess-make no mistake about
that.

We are looking not only at a few farmers who
are in trouble, but also at an entire industry

which is in trouble. It does not matter if one
goes to the south or the north of the State, one
will f ind that the situation is the same.

The Opposition knows the answer. It knows
that excessive interest rates are crippling those
people and, despite the Premier's optimism,
the forecast is that interest rates will continue
to climb into the new year.

The Treasurer makes different forecasts
every day.

Mr Court: He has done a complete
turnaround.

Mr McNEE: That is right. He keeps referring
to the Federal Government's tax package and
now he thinks that only half of the business-
man's lunches should be taxed.

Mr Old: Do not forget that half a lunch is
better than no lunch at all.

Mr Laurance: Perhaps only the bread and
water will be taxed.

Mr MeNEE: I suppose I could refer to the
saying, "Half a loaf of bread is better than no
bread at all."

The nonsense which the Government is
carrying on with at present regarding the six-
weeks' moratorium on the sale of farming
properties is designed to end, and to lob on the
farmer in the middle of his harvesting pro-
gramme. When the moratorium is lifted the
position will be that farmers will not be able to
do anything-absolutely nothing.

The Government should make some rapid
decisions in regard to the people living in rural
areas. It should give them the same consider-
ation as it has given those people living in the
city; that is, assistance in relation to interest
rates.

Mr Court: I would have thought the Govern-
ment would have been the first to do something
about the country people.

Mr McNEE: I would have thought so, es-
pecially considering the state of the economy.
It is like a house-no matter how much one
tuck points the brickwork, it will fall down un-
less the foundations are firm. This Government
thinks that it can give a little assistance here
and there and that the problem will go away.

The Treasurer said that if the Government
did not take any action to help the city people
their dream would turn into a nightmare. How-
ever, he has no regard at all for the dream of
those farmers which has already turned into a
nightmare.
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Certainly, a great deal could be done with
this Bill. It is a question of reaching an agree-
ment between the parties concerned. We could
have a mortgagee tribunal which could appoint
a valuer to assist in the setting of a reserve price
if there is a problem regarding the setting of a
value on a property. I believe that could be one
way of handling the situation. If the reserve
price is not reached, the mortgagee would be
able to sell the property without further hin-
drance. We need a better system than that
which prevails at the present time.

Members 'can remember a property which
was sold at Dongara a few weeks ago at some-
thing in the order of $1 million below value.The property which was sold last week and
which received publicity was sold for about
half its value. The Minister for Primary Indus-
try, John Kerin, said "It seems to me that the
farmers run into the streets when there is a
Labor Government in Power." The farmers
have good reason to do that.

The situation is similar to that which must
have existed in the 1930s. Last week we saw
that the farmers did not protest against poli-
ticians as they have done in the past; instead
they tried to upset a mortgagee sale. By doing
this they were trying to demonstrate to the pub-
lic and to this unsympathetic Government that
something needs to be done. Yet, the Minister
for Primary Industry has the temerity to ex-
press surprise that the farmers head to the
street when a Labor Government is in power.
When a group of people do not get anywhere
with a Government it is left with precious little
alternative but to take the action that the
farmers have taken.

We are used to seeing the groups of people
that this Government supports and that in-cludes the union thugs. They are used to head-
ing to the streets and the farmers have learned
from them.

Does it not surprise members to learn of the
release of Mr Gallagher when he virtually ran
the union from the prison? Can any member
tell me which court will convict that fellow?
They would all be too frightened to do that.

Mr Blaikie: There is a possibility that John
Cain will take him on as the new Governor of
Victoria.

Mr MeNEE: It could well be the case, but
that is the situation in which we find ourselves.

Is it the fault of the farmers that the shipping
costs are 70 per cent to 100 per cent higher
than those paid by their counterparts in other
parts of the world?

Mr Court: That is, when the port is
operating.

Mr McNEE: Sixty per cent of industrial strife
in Australia emanates from Australian ports.

Mr Court: There is one a day at Fremantle.
Mr McNEE: Yes, there is one a day at

Fremantle. We have something in the order of
$ 130 million worth of wheat that should have
been shipped out of Australian ports and that is
still hanging around attracting interest.

Mr Court: The Japanese will not take up the
grain from New South Wales.

Mr McNEE: That is right and it is because of
the mix-up with barley.

It makes me wonder when the Premier can.
stand up and tell us how good things are. I
know, he ought to know, and certainly his Min-
ister for Agriculture ought to know that these
things are happening in our agricultural indus-
try, The Government has an absolutely callous
disregard for the situation, and its attitude to
this Bill is a clear indication of that view be-
cause the member for Moore has the courage to
try to do so 'mething to help those people who so
desperately need help and for whom time is
running out. Nonetheless, the Government had
the talk fest in April which said that Govern-
ment charges are too high. We have known that
for 25 years. The Government then had a RAE
update in early May. It had another survey to
find out people's views, but it is still having
difficulty in getting its survey forms back. That
is the attitude this Government has towards the
people who need its help. The Government is
not prepared to do anything. If we keep asking
the Government to help, it might spill the
beans but it certainly appears to have had none
up to date. If it has, it is keeping very quiet
about it. The Opposition and the Government
know the reason.

I do not know how this Government can
stand up and say it represents the people of
Western Australia in a fair and square way
when we see the actions it has carried out. I do
not know how it justifies its stand because it
has completely forgotten and overlooked the
industry which supports this State, and which
can no longer sustain the interest rates being
forced on industry as a result of a decision by
the Federal Government.

The Federal Government is alone in making
its decision to hold interest rates at a high level.
If that is the case, this Government ought to be
saying to the Federal Government, "Where is
the help for our rural and primary producers,
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because it is your decision, Mr Hawke, to keep
those rates on a high level?" We do not like it.
Do not let us have this pretence because the
Premier has an election coming up. Let the
Premier come out and put forward something
good, strong, and gutsy as a proposal to the
Hawke Government to do something about the
problem because if something positive can be
done then we are on our way to solving the
problem.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [9.1t4 p~m.]: I also sup-
port the Bill moved by the member for Moore.
I compliment him on his endeavour to have a
Bill brought before the Parliament for the Par-
liament's approval, to find some way of
restricting the ongoing sale of properties that
will drive some people from their land without
some just return.

I say from the outset that I was appalled at
the response from the Minister who has
indicated that the Government's action in this
matter will be to impose a six-week mora-
torium. No doubt the Minister will hope the
harvest will begin so farmers can forget about
the problems confrontihg them. More import-
antly, the tactics of the Government will ensure
that the Parliament will have risen and it will
no longer be under scrutiny as to what it will
do.

I go back to the 1971-74 period when the
Labor Party was in Government previously.
The current Minister received accolades from
the rural community for his contribution to
agriculture. Let me say his contribution to
agriculture was that he was a Minister in a time
of good prices and favourable seasons.

Mr Evans: Come now! That was the biggest
drought of all time.

Mr BLAIKIE: Now that agriculture needs
guidance and leadership, we see precisely the
sort of leadership that this Minister offers. If he
puts this current situation in the corner for six
weeks, maybe it will go away. This crisis will
not go away. It has been building up for some
time and the Minister and the Government
have an obligation to supply more tangible and
positive solutions, If this is the best solution
that this Minister and the Government can
come up with, then the Minister ought to resign
because the situation certainly will not im-
prove. It will get worse.

One only has to look at the period 1980-85 to
see what was happening in relation to the prices
obtained for farms which were for sale in that
five-year period. I can tell the House, and
members from this side have told the Govern-

ment time and again, that in that period farm
prices had decreased by some 30 per cent and
in some cases even more.

The area I represent, which is a relatively
safe area, has not been affected by drought or
other seasonal circumstances. Yet farm prices
have dropped dramatically. T'he same position
would apply to the Minister's own area where
the farm prices are not as bouyant today as
they were three years ago. I will give the Minis-
ter an opportunity to make a comment.

Mr Evans: That applies right through when
prices decrease. It depends upon the condition
of world markets.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister would agree that
the prices for agricultural land have dropped
dramatically in Western Australia over the safe
rainfall areas in the last three years. That is the
very point I want to make; that land values
have dropped dramatically in the safe rainfall
areas and the drop in land values in those areas
is because of difficult seasonal circumstances.
The values have dropped and farm costs
increased to a level where people have great
difficulty in continuing on the land in the face
of unfavourable financial circumstances and
seasonal conditions. What they need right now
is understanding, direction, and positive atten-
tion from the Government, which they cer-
tainly have not been getting. With land values
dropping by 50 per cent, there is a deleterious
effect on rural communities.

The member for Mt Marshall has very amply
covered the situation as he sees it in his elector-
ate, and I commend him for the positive way
he has made his contribution to the House. The
member related to the House the circumstances
as he sees the situation, and he represents
farmers in his area. The member for Merredin
made a very accurate assessment.

I have complimented the member for Moore
for bringing this matter forward and the mem-
bers for Greenough and Murray-Wellington are
to be complimented for their coverage of the
debate.

The very seriousness of the depressed prices
and the fact that mortgagee sales have affected
prices of farms which are less than half the
actual previously assessed value is having a del-
eterious effect on rural communities. Further,
it will have an effect on rural lending in the
future, and rural enterprise, not only in this
State but across Australia, is at stake. The Bill
we are discussing is one put forward in an at-
tempt to benefit the rural industries of Western
Australia.
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Again I say that it needs a positive commit-
ment by the Government to restore rural confi-
dence. Yet no positive commitment has been
made. The Government must understand that
farms purchased at 1979-80 prices were pur-
chased under circumstances applying at that
time. Interest rates were much lower then,
some six or seven per cent lower. The on-farm
costs were 30 per cent lower. The return that
Canners receive from the sale of their products
has not increased and in some cases it has
decreased. No industry can survive under those
circumstances with those cost pressures and the
reduced return for the product from the farm.

Worse than that, the Western Australian
economy is missing out because export earn-
ings from rural income are vital to the survival
of the Western Australian economy. I refer
members to the old adage that Australia is car-
ried on the sheep's back. Once Australia, and
particularly Western Australia, finds that it is
not getting export earnings from the rural econ-
omy, it will be in a disastrous situation. It will
be a disastrous set of circumstances for the
standard of living which Western Australians
have come to enjoy-

I believe the member for Moore has put for-
ward a proposal as an alternative that should
have been fully considered by the Government
buct the Government has not given it that
proper consideration.

Mr Carr: industry leaders do not agree with
you.

Mr BLAJKIE: I am making my speech, and I
indicate to the Minister that I have not spoken
to farm industry leaders. However, I have
spoken to many people involved with the land
and I have a very close association with the
land myself.

Mr Canr: As long as you realise that you are
out of step with industry leaders.

Mr BLAIKIE: I was out of step with industry
leaders over land rights; industry leaders had
their point of view and I had mine. My point of
view still stands and they may well be
reconsidering their stand in relation to land
rights. They may also reconsider their stand in
due course over mortgagee sales. We cannot
overstate the serious situation in which the ru-
ral industry in Western Australia finds itself.

Mr Carr: We are not arguing about the
seriousness of the situation; we are questioning
whether this Bill constitutes anything worth-
wh ile in terms of a solution.

Mr BLAlKJE: I believe this Bill is a genuine
attempt to offer an alternative. In the mean-
time the Government has not offered any
alternative to, or amendment of, what the
member for Moore has put forward. The six-
week moratorium is an insult to the agricul-
tural industry in Western Australia placed in
the circumstances it is in today.

Mr Carr: The industry asked for it.
Mr BLAIKIE: I will refer to that later on. I

was not privy to the meeting that the Premier
had with farming industry leaders, and I do not
know what they were offered by the Govern-
ment. It may be that the moratorium was the
best offer the Government came up with and it
was accepted because there was no alternative.

I repeat that the circumstances that applied
in the 1 970s changed dramatically. Interest
rates and farm costs have increased and yet
returns for the same period have decreased. In
that cost-push situation it is virtually imposs-
ible for anybody in the agricultural industry,
irrespective of the branch, to survive. In that
same situation the politics that apply to
agriculture have now changed the face of the
industry, not only in Western Australia but
across the whole country.

Mr Evans: It has changed across the world, in
the EEC and USA.

Mr BLAIKIE: It may well have had an effect
on the USA and EEC countries, but the
Governments in those countries have been far
more responsive to the requirements of the
agricultural industry than have the Govern-
ments of Australia and Western Australia.
They have turned their backs on agriculture in
Australia. That is why 1 50 000 farmers across
Australia have taken to the streets and signalled
to the Government that all is not well. For the
first time in the history of Australia, a national
farmers' fighting fund has been set up to raise
$5 million in a ight for survival. That has
never been done in the history of Australia.
That amount has been sought because the
National Farmers Federation considers that
Governments past and present-I accept part
of the responsibility for the failures of past
Governments and that that is a reason they are
not in power today-have added to the demise
of the industr. The present Labor Govern-
ments have expedite~d that demise.

A major problem when the Labor Party is in
government is its attitude to the union move-
ment and the fact that it allows union militancy
to run unchecked. It allows the unions to have
an unfettered go at whatever they want, with-
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out regard for agrculture or any other industry.
I will not talk about the Mudginberri abattoir
situation tonight, but it is a case at point be-
cause the agricultural industries in this country
will lose millions of dollars as a result of that
dispute. The Mudginberri case will be a water-
shed in industrial disputation in this country.
Either the agricultural industry will win in that
dispute and that will be an indication that there
is a future for the industry, Or, if the agricul-
tural industry does not win, there will be no
future for the industry throughout Australia.
That is part of the reason for the decline in
returns and high costs faced by the industry
today.

I quote from the editorial which appeared in
The Kimberley Echo on 1 5 October under the
heading, "Wyndham Meat Works, the end is
near"-

When Wyndhamn Meatworks closed its
doors last week, the employees were told to
clear all their' belongings from the
Meatworks property.

]I was obvious to all that the Meatworks
management had had enough. Costs,
mainly caused through wage demands and
industrial strife have escalated to ridicu-
lous levels and cattle numbers are down.

It went on as follows-

Ord Reef, the company that runs both
the Wyndham and Katherine Works is a
subsidiary of the Hooker Pastoral
Company, once one of the biggest land
holders in the north of Australia.

They did not open Katherine works this
year because of never ending industrial
trouble and only agreed to open Wyndham
after special agreements with the
Meatworkers Union. It was most likely the
last attempt by the company to make the
works pay and new ideas like bringing buf-
falo from the N.T. for slaughter were to be
tried to keep the kill numbers up.

However, the Union was to foil this idea
by refusing to kill the buffalo because it
claimed, they were rejects from the
Mudginberri Works which were closed by
industrial strife.

A footnote stated-

Wyndham meat workers agreed to kill
N.T. buffalo but required to be paid four
times the amount they were paid for one
bullock.

That is industrial blackmail at its worst. The
unions in that area are demanding four times
the rate for killing one buffalo than they were
getting for killing a bullock. They might have
achieved their short-term aim, but the
meatworks will finally close and will not open
again. It is a tragedy that such things happen.

Mr Bridge interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: I accept the comment made by

the member for Kimberley that it would appear
the company would find it extremely difficult
to open the meatworks under the
circumstances, and it has indicated that the
meatworks will not be open next year. The
member for Kimberley would probably agree
that it is totally unreasonable for people to be
paid four times the price for killing a buffalo as
they have been paid for killing a bullock. No
meatworks can operate in those circumstances

The editorial goes on to say-

It will also be an ignominious end for the
works which opened in 1919 after con-
struction started in 1911. The first kill was
9,358 head no mean feat for those days but
then Australians worked for a living.

I believe that that sums up the difficulty facing
rural Australia today. Agriculture is being
pushed to the wall while the rest of Australia is
riding on the back of the Australian farmer.
The farmer is at the mercy of the marketplace.

I have said that the Australian Labor Party in
Government has changed the face of
agriculture. The whole agricultural political
scene has changed dramatically. We have seen
the imposition of an assets test. Immediately
around the corner is a capital gains tax. This
has all happened within the last 1 2 months. We
have a new 10 per cent tax on wine, a com-
modity which was not previously taxed. A new
tax was imposed on the dairy industry in the
form of an ice-cream tax. The farmers across
Australia have lost literally hundreds of
millions of dollars because of industrial dispu-
tat ion alone, not because farmers have not
produced the product but through industrial
disputation which has prevented the grain go-
i ng onto the sh ips.

I mention the Bunbury Port Authority dis-
pute. Members may well ask what the Bunbury
Port Authority dispute has to do with this Bill?
It has a lot to do with this Bill and agriculture.
One of the ill effects of the Bunbury Port Auth-
ority dispute was that because Bunbury is no
longer a port at which shippers can be
guaranteed a reasonable certainty of the avail-
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ability of shipping, the shippers sending
produce out of that port have now incurred a
$5 per tonne penalty. With the mineral sands
industry it will mean a cost of $5 million be-
cause the industry exports one million tonnes
of ilmenite from the port each year. A further
charge of $5 a tonne will be levied on agricul' -
tural products shipped from the port, and that
$5 a tonne will be taken from Canners' re-
turns-farmers who are already experiencing a
cost-price squeeze, and on and on it goes.

I will sum up the many matters which have
caused the Opposition great concern. I refer to
an article in The Bulletin of 29 October 1985;
members can appreciate it is a very recent
edition! Under the heading "Rural prices: re-
volt against the Money drought" the following
appears-

Prominent rural economist Dr Gary
Bond believes the factor which will send
the largest number of farmers to the bank-
ruptcy courts-

The member for Moore will certainly remem-
ber Dr Gary Bond.

Mr Crane: Yes, I do.
Mr BLAIKIE: He cited some revealing facts

relating to other agricultural industries.
Mr Crane: Yes. He asked me to send him a

copy of our rural hardship Select Committee
report.

Mr BLAIKIE: The article continues-

-is the high interest rate. The Govern-
ment through so-called market operations
by the Reserve Bank is preventing the
Australian dollar from reaching its true
value. Bond, a senior officer of the Live-
stock and Grain Producers' Association,
said the feeling in financial markets was
that the true value of the dollar was 60c
compared with the US dollar. But the
Governiment's determnination to maintain
the Accord is behind its artificial support
of the $A, according to Bond. He says if
there was another large devaluation the
Accord would fail.

It may fail, and when the accord does fail it will
certainly bring about the demise of hundreds
more farmers who would be added to the list of
those already struggling with expenses. The
article continues-

The rural sector's expected decline in
1985-86 has been well-documented by the
Bureau of Agricultural Economics. It is
tipping a 22 per cent fall in the real value
of rural production. Given the likelihood

that interest rates will remain high, there is
a growing belief that agriculture is falling
into its worst position since the 1930s De-
pression.

I do not believe that this Government under-
stands j ust how serio us th e curren t situ ation i s,
that agriculture is facing the seriousness of the
depression of the 1930s, Members of the
Government have asked time and time again
tonight during my speech and that of other
Opposition members: What does the Oppo-
sition propose? The Opposition has already
proposed a Bill to provide relief to people
facing mortgagee sales, yet the Government
says that is not good enough and wants to have
a six-weeks' moratorium instead.

Mr Taylor: You said you were going to give
u s a sol uti on to the cost-price squeeze.

Mr BLAIKIE: The six-weeks' moratorium
certainly will not be the solution. Let us go
back and look at some of the things the
Government has done in WA that it sees as its
priorities. it has already arranged for a $70-odd
million interest subsidy scheme for home
buyers. If the Government believes that that is
a very important priority into which to feed the
taxpayers' money-

Mr Taylor: How many millions?
Mr BLAIKIE: I thought the total cost of the

scheme was about $72 million.
Mr Evans: It is$ $11 million.
Mr BLAlKIE: The State's cost will be $11

million or $12 million. The State has poured
approximately $11I million into this scheme to
reduce housing interest payments. The Govern-
ment sees that as a priority. I do not question
the Government's decision in that area, but it
indicates that the Government wants to ensure
that home buyers at least are sheltered from
high interest rates. Although it does that for
home buyers, it has done nothing like that for
people in the rural community.

The Governments, both Federal and State,
are spending some $30 million on the
America's Cup defence. I do not know why
they need to spend that much, although it is a
good project. If the Government were dinkum,
some of that -money could be channeled into
the rural industry. However, the Government
has said that its priority is to spend $30 million
on the America's Cup defence. That would not
have been one of my priorities, particularly in
view of the deteriorating situation in the rural
sector. The Government has decided to buy $6
million-worth of land in the Kimberley. While

2864



[Wednesday, 23 October 1985] 26

that may be a Government priority, it is one
that I question because I know that there were
people in private enterprise who were prepared
to buy the land and who could have bought the
land. In that case the money could at least have
been channeled towards assisting the agricul-
tural industries.

I am concerned about the present demnise of
the timber industry once again, the Govern-
ment has locked up hundreds of millions of
dollars-worth of timber to satisfy and to ap-
pease the environmental fringe dwellers. That
is a priority of this Government; it would not
have been one of my priorities. However in this
package of five or six items on which I have
been speaking there would probably be at least
$40 million to $50 million that may well have
been channeled by a considerate Guvernment
to alleviating hardship in the agricultural in-
dustry.

However, the Government has decided that
it is not going to put any money in the way of
the agricultural industry. In his contribution to
the debate, the Minister said-

The Government has also introduced
a consultancy scheme through the cooper-
ation of the Australian agricultural con-
sultatives organisation, whereby a farmer
will pay $40 for a two-hour consultancy
and the Government will pick up the rest
of the tab.

The Government could well have done that for
home owners in the northern suburbs of Perth
and offered to pick up the tab for having some
consultancy done, but the people in the metro-
politan area would laugh it out of offlice.

Finally, I commend the member for Moore
for introducing this Bill, It is a genuine attempt
to overcome a difficult problem that will con-
tinue to grow. I condemn the Government for
taking the action that it has and showing its
absolute scorn of the agricultural industry by
simply proposing a six-weeks' moratorium
which has absolutely no regard for the agricul-
tural industry, and as such, the Minister should
resign his office because he certainly would
have lost the confidence of agriculturists in
need in this State.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [9.44 p.m.]: I rise
to speak on this second reading debate because
I do care about agriculture and about people,
whether those people are the widows of silicotic
miners in my electorate or farmers in the
wheatbelt of Western Australia who face severe
financial difficulties.

I take extreme exception to the comments of
the member for Mt Marshall who suggested, in
his usual gross manner, that people on this side
of the House could not care less about farmers.
It is a pity that the member for Mt Marshall is
not here at the moment because I do not par-
ticularly like tipping buckets on empty seats,
but 1 do think that in contrast to the contri-
butions made by other members of this Parlia-
ment, the contribution of the member for Mt
Marshall in the Legislative Assembly paled into
insignificance. He got up and delivered his
usual tirade of abuse and provided no construc-
tive solutions whatsoever. I think the attitude
of that member contrasts quite remarkably
with the attitude of the member for Moore who
brought this Bill before the House.

Mr Blaikie: Don't you think that the member
for Mt Marshall is probably closer to this major
problem than any other member of this House?

Mr TAYLOR: I understand that the member
for Mt Marshall considers a good argument to
be measured in terms of the tone and volume
of his voice.

Mr Clarko: What about your voice?
Mr TAYLOR: Very occasionally I also speak

loudly, but I also would like to think that I
make a reasonable contribution to a debate.
But certainly, the member for Mt Marshall's
contribution this evening was far from reason-
able and, as I said, I do take exception to his
comment that members on this side of the
House could not care less about the rural situ-
ation.

I congratulate the member for Moore ont
bringing this Bill to the House because I know
that he does care about the rural sector. We,
along with three other membes of this House,
were members of the rural hardship Select
Committee and I was most impressed with the
member for Moore's attitude on that com-
mittee because I know that he understands
farming. His family has a great history of farm-
ing. I believe that this evening he is not merely
indulging in a political exercise.

A.s members will be aware, I chaired the
Select Committee into Rural Sector Hardship
and, as I have mentioned before lin this House,
prior to that experience my attitude towards

*farmers was probably much the same as that of
a large number of other people in our com-
munity; that is, that farmers are whingers gen-
erally. I must say that that attitude changed
rather dramatically; certainly that is not
generally the case. There are a great many
farmers out there who have many genuine
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worries about their future. Our committee
interviewed and took evidence from
approximately 250 people. We travelled
throughout Western Australia, and the
wheatbelt in particular, and met people in their
homes and in the various towns. I believe if
nothing else was achieved by the efforts of that
committee, at least three members on this side
of the House now care about the plight of
farmers in our community.

My understanding of this legislation is that
there are in fact two aims. As the member for
Moore explained, firstly it will give added se-curity to the mortgagor by not allowing a mort-
gagee to foreclose and sell a property for what-ever sum is bid at auction. Secondly, this legis-
lation is supposed to create some stabilising
effect on land prices, which have fallen and, as
a consequence, have eroded equity in farms.
The member for Moore explained this, and
showed that forced sales could result in losses
for both farmers and financiers. The Minister
for Agriculture, the member for Merredin, and
a number of other speakers in this debate have
outlined some of the faults in the legislation
that is now before the House. The member for
Merredin tonight went into some detail about
some of those faults, and I think that the mem-
ber for Moore would certainly agree that the
measure is not fault free. There would be some
difficulty in implementing it to make sure that
it works efficiently and effectively.

The Minister, in his contribution to this de-
bate, told us of the attitude of various groups
around our community to this legislation, and
the difficulty that they see in it. It is not my
intention to once again canvass those particular
difficulties, but I must say one thing. 1 find a
little remarkable that the Opposition, which
supports the concept of letting produce find its
own level in the marketplace-and there are
members of the "Adam Smith society" among
the Opposition, members who believe in free
enterprise and those sorts of things-could
support this sort of legislation which, if
implemented, would result, for all intents and
purposes, in gross interference in the market-
place. I have no doubt they will support the
legislation should it be considered by the
House to that degree. It is hypocritical of Op-
position members to stand in this House and
say they believe in the marketplace as far as
young wage earners are concerned and that we
should deregulate employment and at the same
time think that this legislation should he
introduced to protect farmers in the rural com-
munity.

One aspect of the legislation worries me; that
is, the restrospective nature of the legislation.
By that, I mean that mortgagees and mort-
gagors enter into a contract knowing what the
consequences could be from both points of
view. It could be a contract which has a happy
result and the mortgage would be paid out in
due course, but it could be one that reaches a
nasty conclusion and results in a mortgagee
sale. Both parties are aware of the contract
when they enter into it and some of the con-
tracts were entered into many years ago. What
is suggested in this Bill is that people entering
into contracts with the lenders of the money
Iwould find themselves unable to fulfil the
financial part of the contract if they consider it
to be necessary. The result would end in chaos
as far as ruralI f inance i s concerned.

If rural financiers were to believe that in time
this legislation could be imposed on them their
reaction would be to withdraw, wherever poss-
ible, from financing the rural industry. The
long-term and the short-term consequences of
this legislation will devastate the rural industry
in this State and we would see capital flowing
interstate and overseas if the financiers wanted
to retain their interest in the rural industry.

There would be a total lack of new money in
Western Australia and there would also be a
lack of interest in the rural industry as far as
farmers are concerned.

One aspect which should be taken into con-
sideration arises from the demonstration which
took place by farmers at a mortgagee sale last
week. The member for Katanning-Roe said
that he had heard a tape of the demonstration
which took place in the eastern wheatbelt and
said that he had heard rowdier demonstrations
at basketball matches. I am glad that is the
case. I would not like to see farmers resort to
violence and outrageous demonstrat ions to
stop what is a lawful activity. I am against
people resorting to violence whether it be in
Belfast, South Africa or any other part of the
world. I do not think that violence will solve
any problem. The satisfactory way to solve a
problem for the people concerned is to sit down
and talk about it. It may take longer to
reach a decision and that may result in diffi-
culties for the people involved. However, de-
spite the length of time it takes to resolve prob-
lems they should be solved without any
physical or emotional pain as far as the people
and society are concerned.

I urge farmers to dismiss the views of some
of their colleagues who might suggest that they
resort to violence, regardless of whether it is at
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a mortgagee sale, a rally at Parliament House
or a walk down the Terrace. It is not the answer
to problems and it will never be the answer.
The answer is to sit down around a table and
talk to the people concerned in an effort to try
to resolve the problems.

Mention has been made tonight about the
attitude of farmers to this legislation. [ suppose
that the attitude of the farmers ranges from
that demonstrated by the member for Mt
Marshall to that demonstrated by leaders of the
primary industry in Western Australia.

I take this opportunity to read to the House
the comments of one of the leading farming
personalities in Western Australia. I am refer-
ring to Tony Qverheu who is the President of
the Esperance Primary Industry Association.
The comments were made in an interview be-
tween Mr Overheu and Howard Sattler today
when they were discusssing the legislation that
is currently before the House.

I have the utmost respect for Mr Overheu
and the position he represents as far as farmers
in Western Australia are concerned. The mem-
ber for Moore will recall speaking to him dur-
ing the course of the rural hardship inquiry.

Mr Stephens: Your opinion would be echoed
by everyone who knows him.

Mr TAYLOR: Yes, I think he may have been
a candidate for the National Party at one time.
Hie certainly is a very concerned and active
farmer. lHe is also very active in rural politics.
Therefore, I think we should pay particular at-
tention to what he said in answer to the follow-
ing question asked by Howard Satler-

Has the opposition suggestion got any
credibility any credence. Liberal Member
Bert Crane, as I said introduced a Bill in
Parliament back in September which in es-
sence means-and it's called the Rural
Mortgage Protection and Relief Bill-a
mortgagee would not be able to sell a farm
for less than 80 per cent of its valuation.

Mr Overheu replied as follows-
Well what Bert Crane has done is he's

tried to regurgitate a couple of Acts of Par-
liament which were in force during the
'30's when there was a fair bit of pressure
on agriculture. Now many people have
looked very closely at those two bits of
legislation over the last IS months and our
organisation has, as I understand it, looked
in great depth at them and rejected them
outright because it's felt that they do stick
a quite artificial situation in the ad-
justment process and that also we've got a

different circumstance compared with the
'30's in that there are now other mech an-
isms operating, such as the Rural Ad-
justment Finance Corporation which
helped the adjustment process which
weren't around during that time and so I
don't believe that the move that Bert
Crane has got on does have widespread
support in the bush apart from amongst
more emotional and less well informed
people, and it's my impression that that is
not seen as a way of adjusting things, that
there could be many situations where valu-
ations being held at 80 per cent, whilst it's
a beaut idea, once again it's putting an
artificial line through the commercial re-
ality and I think the idea of the sort of
things being discussed at the moment by
State government of possibly having a fo-
rum where mortgagees and mortgagors can
get together and review their situation
away from the heat of a mortgagee sale
type set-up, has got a lot more to commend
it than trying to do the sort of thing that
Bert Crane's talking about of putting an
artificial line in the market.

I am certain that Mr Overheu said that without
any disrespect whatsoever to the member for
Moore. He made his comments because he has
examined the situation and he bel ieves that the
consequences of this legislation could be devas-
tating to the agricultural industry.

I understand that a number of other leaders
in the primary industry agree with him. The
Minister for Agriculture held a meeting with
some of them this morning and I will refer to
that meeting later in my speech.

I believe that farmers would hike to consider
that farming should be regarded as a business. I
do not think that farmers want us to support
their lifestyle as such and I do not think that
they will say it is a great way of life and that we
should support them simply because they enjoy
it.

Farmers refer to themselves as business
people. They want to be recognised as business
people and they understand the commercial ac-
tivities of the country as far as business is con-
cerned.

I believe that farms should be run as
businesses. In a great majority of cases they are
substantial businesses and the gross value of
most properties exceeds $1 million and their
annual turnover is around $100 000, Farmers
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must regard tbeir operations as a business; only
if they do that will they survive into the next
century.

As I have already mentioned the Minister for
Agriculture did speak to a number of represen-
tatives from organisations involved in agricul-
tural politics today and not one of those people
whom he consulted supported this Bill. The
reason for the Jack of support for this Bill is
that they believe that confidence in rural lend-
ing will be undermined and that investors will
turn elsewhere. They will turn to the Eastern
States; they will turn overseas.

Only this morning the Minister for
Agriculture had a meeting with the Primary
Industry Association, the Pastoral ists and
Graziers Association, and representatives of
the rural property houses. Each and every one
of those bodies rejected the Bill currently be-
fore this House. They rejected it because of the
fear that I mentioned a minute ago. They
rejected it because they believe that funds will
not be made available for rural lending in the
traditional way.

Mr Blaikie: Why won't those funds be made
available?

Mr TAYLOR: Those funds will not be made
available because the institutions will not be
able to resort to the last action that they cur-
rently have available to them when people are
unable to repay their loans; namely, a mort-
gagee auction. They will not lend money to
farmers-or to any other industry for that mat-
ter-if they believe that retrospctive legis-
lation will be introduced to take away from
them something about which they entered into
a contract. That is why finance institutions will
flee from rural industry in Western Australia.
That is the very real concern of leaders in the
rural industry. I believe that we in this House
have to address that concern.

Mr Blaikie: Did you also offer the agriculture
leaders any understanding that the Govern-
ment might have been prepared to chip in be-
tween $10 million and $50 million as a
financial commitment in order to assist
agriculture and those people caught up with
this problem in a similar way that you did with
home owners?

Mr TAYLOR: I will turn in a minute to what
we have done and to what we intend to do.
Tomorrow the Premier and the Minister for
Agriculture will meet representatives of banks
and the pastoral houses to discuss this matter
that curently we consider to be imperative in
regard to the industry. We will call on them for

their cooperation and support so that confi-
dence can be maintained in rural industry in
Western Australia. I believe that banks have
acted responsibly towards the rural industry.

When the Select Committee on Rural Sector
Hardship looked at the rural situation, one of
the things that was immediately drawn to its
attention was, in particular, difficulties with
banks. We had quite a few talks with the banks.
In fact, in this very Chamber we called a meet-
ing with representatives of all the major
financial institutions in the State to talk to
them about what was seen at that time-it
would have been about May 1984-as a crisis
for rural industry in Western Australia. Those
institutions were quite responsive.

Mr HBs ikie interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: No. In our report we

mentioned that we were concerned about the
future because we thought that much of the
lending that was taking place was in fact short-
term lending, and that is the case. But the
banks were responsive. To my knowledge, not
many people who went through the last season
were unable to get carry-on finance. Most were
accommodated one way or another. Therefore,
the banks were not really the bogeys that they
appeared to be.

Mr Court: Since last season and this season
their interest rates have gone up by five per
cent, and that's a bit hard to budget for.

Mr TAYLOR: I do not know of interest rates
going up by five per cent. In some areas they
may have increased by that amount if some of
the service charges imposed are taken into ac-
count. I realise that there are difficulties with
interest rates. That is what the Premier and the
Minister will talk about tomorrow. We are pre-
pared to tackle this problem. I hope the Oppo-
sition will recognise that interest rates are not
necessarily the responsibility of this Govern-
ment. We are concerned about rising interest
rates and have taken up the matter with
Canberra. We have tried to do something about
them in areas such as housing finance. Thus we
are concerned about interest rates and intend
to see that something is done for farmers also.

Mr Blaikie: What has been the Canberra re-
sponse?

Mr TAYLOR: I am not sure what the
Canberra response has been, because I have not
made the submissions. But I am aware that
those submissions have gone forward to
Canberra and that the Premier has talked with
the Prime Minister about problems associated
with high interest rates.
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MrT Court interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: On the one hand the member

fo Katanning-Roe says that he believes the dol-
lar should be propped up, and on the other
hand the member for Murray-Wellington says
that it should not. What does the member for
Nedlands believe?

Mr Court: I will speak for half an hour on
interest rates and I will tell you exactly.

Mr TAYLOR: Tell me now.
Mr Court: I will tell you for more than 30

minutes what the Federal Government and the
State Government should do to lower interest
rates.

MrT TAYLOR: The member for Nedlands is a
bit like the member for Vasse who at the start
of his speech said that he had the answer to the
cost-price squeeze in agriculture. At the end of
his speech we still had not heard the answer.
Apparently it is this Bill. The member for
Nedlands knows that what he has said is non-
sense. Despite what the member for Mt
Marshall might try to say in this House, there is
no easy answer. If there was an easy answer we
would have come to grips with the problem of
interest rates a long time ago.

Mr Court: There is no easy answer.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Nedlands

should not try to tell me that there is an easy
answer; there is none.

Mr Court: You discovered interest rates only
two weeks ago.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members,
this is terrible. This is not like the usual West-
em Australian Parliament. I call the member
for Kalgoorlie.

Mr TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker. I believe that the banks have acted
responsibly and that they will continue to do so
tomorrow in their talks with the Minister for
Agriculture.

Mr Clarko interjected.
MrT TAYLOR: I have seven minutes in which

to finish my speech, and I will finish what I
have to say. If I have time when I finish,' I am
quite happy to accommodate the member fOr
Karrinyup. He knows that.

I believe the banks have acted responsibly. In
fact since I October 1982 approximately six
mortgagee sales in this State have been
concluded by the five major trading banks. The
member for Katanning-Roe will agree with
that. He said that a lot of nonsense was being
carried on about the level of mortgagee sales in

this State and that the situation was not as bad
as some people were making it out to be. I
think that that more often than not is the case.
People for the want of a good story blow the
matter out of proportion. People like the mem-
ber for Mt Marshall are always doing that sort
of thing.

Mr Clarko: I think you are being a bit unkind
there.

Mr TAYLOR: I do not think so. I really take
exception to remarks made by people like that
who say that I could not care less.

Mr Clarko: He is not just a theoretician like
you. He has lived the life.

Mr TAYLOR: I am not just a theoretician. I
went through 12 months looking at rural indus-
try.

Mr Clarko: He has spent a lifetime.
Mr TAYLOR: If he spent a lifetime in the

industry one would think he would know a bit
more than what he told me tonight. He got up
and carried on like a mad dog.

Mr Court: Do you know why he is upset? He
has a lot of families in his electorate who are
going through very tragic circumstances at
present.

Mr TAYLOR: Does the member for
Nedlands think that we are not aware of that?

Mr Clarko: What have you done?
Mr McNee: You couldn't care less.
Mr TAYLOR: Once again, the member for

Mt Marshall has said that we could not care
less. That is absolute nonsense.

MrT McNee: If you can't see the truth, that's
your fault.

Mr TAYLOR: That is a lie, an absolute lie,
and the member knows it. He should not try to
tell me that I could not care less, because I do
care.

Mr McNee: If the cap fits wear it. Get on to
the Minister for Agriculture who sits in sullen
silence. Get on to him.

Mr TAYLOR: This Minister for Agriculture
has done more for farming in this State than
the member for Mt Marshall for all his years
sitting on the back of a tractor or for all the
time he has sat in his local council or in this
House. All he has done is force me to get up
here to try to outshout him.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: I can do that better than

members of the Opposition, too.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I really do
not know how many times I must say this. I do
not mind interjections, but I cannot tolerate
that sort of interjection. The person on his feet
should have the opportunity to be heard, If
members want to interject, that is perfectly all
right. If a member interjects at a level so high
that it drowns out the member on his feet I will
ask that interjections cease. It is so unfair and
unparliamentary that that is the action I will
take. I think interjections add a lot of colour to
debate and I do not want to bar them, but I am
not going to tolerate that sort of interjection. I
think it is disgraceful.

Mr TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr Speaker; not
that it particularly concerns me; I quite enjoy
it.

The Government has been considering and
working on this problem for some time.

Mr Clarko: Have you done anything?
Mr TAYLOR: On 13 August the Minister for

Agriculture called a meeting with the major
financial institutions to discuss this very prob-
lem.

Mr Clarko: Too little too late!
Mr TAYLOR: It was not too little too late. If

the member wants to say we have done
nothing, he need only look at the results. As far
as I am aware not one mortgagee auction
arranged by banks has taken place in this State
since the date of that meeting. I can only repeat
that since October 1982, six mortgagee auc-
tions have taken place in this State by the
banks. This was as a consequence of that meet-
ing and as a consequence of an understanding
with the financial institutions. The member
might remember that meeting took place on 13
August this year; this Hill did not materialise in
this House until 25 September.

The Government has seen also that the Rural
Adjustment and Finance Corporation has been
established in this State, and we have extended
the role of this corporation. I believe there is a
role, as far as mortgagee sales are concerned,
for the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corpor-
ation. As a member of this Parliament I shall
be calling on that corporation to take some
action and to become involved in this problem
to try to resolve some of these matters with the
financial institutions. This Government has
provided record funding for that corporation;
that has already been put in place. That
funding is to the level of about $10 million.
Special loans have been made available by this
Government in the last two years to carry on
fundings in this State.

This was welcomed by the farmers who were
in trouble when these special loans were made
available. We do not hear the Opposition say-
ing, "Well done, that is what was needed." No
credit is given where credit is due.

Drought relief loans of up to $70 000 have
also been made available.

Mr Clarko: That is not new.

Mr TAYLOR: The level before was $40 000.

Mr Clarko: Don't you know what has
happened to the value of money? Taxation is
up 52 per cent.

Mr TAYLOR: A rural consultancy scheme
was established which allows farmers to pay
$40 an hour for a general consultancy with
State Government people to advise them on
how they may or may not be able to run their
farms. That was the sort of thing called for in
the rural hardship inquiry. Something was
done about* it. Farmers have access to these
people who will give them specialist advice in
areas where they might need it. In addition,
agricultural economists have been provided at
both Geraldton and Merredin.

The key to the matter is this: Tomorrow the
Minister for Agriculture and the Premier will
sit down with the people concerned to see that
this matter is resolved. The Minister and the
Premier must be given the opportunity to do
that. Given the calibre of the Minister and the
Premier, I am absolutely certain there will be a
resolution of the problem. I do not believe that
the resolution lies in the legislation before the
House.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [10.15 p.m.]: I
will be brief because the National Party view
was adequately espoused by the Leader of the
National Party. We must take into account that
ever since Federation primary industries, of
which agriculture is a significant pan, have
virtually subsidised and carried secondary in-
dustries in Australia. This is in contrast to the
situation in Europe, particularly in the EEC
countries, where secondary industries have
substantially subsidised agriculture.

The situation has now been reached where
there is no further fat left in agriculture in
Australia. At the same time our secondary in-
dustries have not made themselves sufficiently
competitive to carry their way in our economy.
This is one of the reasons our exports are drop-
ping. It is also responsible for the serious bal-
ance of payments situation in Australia.
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The situation facing many parts of our rural
community at the moment has been brought
about by several factors. One is the adverse
trading position which has very seriously
worked against grain producers in particular.
Seasonal conditions have further aggravated
this problem.

Another factor is the cost structure. Our costs
in themselves are high, but they have been ag-
gravated by the industrial strife and the poor
industrial relations which we have in this
country.

All these factors have now brought us to the
point where we are debating a Bill to try to
keep those farmers who have just about run out
of luck on the land. We certainly do not want to
see any further decline in the rural population
because those farmers who are forced to sell
because of the mortgagee situation will no
doubt be a loss to the rural communities and
their properties will be taken over by amalga-
mations. This will mean a further population
loss in our rural areas.

Many people are in strife today because
when they entered into their contracts their
properties were perfectly viable. Banks and
finance houses of course usually study their cir-
cumstances, and finance would not have been
advanced on unsound propositions. For the
reasons I have just mentioned, coupled with a
steep increase in interest rates, many of these
farmers are now not viable. In fact they are
reduced to below the poverty line.

One way to help to overcome the prob-
lem-certainly to alleviate it-is for this
Government to adopt a policy similar to that
adopted to assist home owners who are in
trouble as a result of high interest rates. If the
Government could find its way clear to make
additional funds available to the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation, this corpor-
ation, under its present charter and the present
legislation, has the flexibility to analyse and go
into the problems of various farmers and subsi-
disc interest rates. That would go a long way
towards alleviating the problem; certainly it
would help those farmers who still have some
hope. It is regrettable, but we must all acknowl-
edge that a few farmers are beyond hope and
they will just have to go. Additional funds for
the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corpor-
ation so that it can adopt a flexible approach
with regard to interest would go a long way.

The farming community recognises generally
that the Farmers' Debts Adjustment Act was
very unfair. It really amounted to sectional tax-

ation. The community at the time decided that
the farmers must be kept on the land. That is a
very worthwhile proposition. But instead of the
community as a whole meeting that cost, the
small businessmen and storekeepers were
forced to bear the burden. While the debts of
the farmers were frozen, the debts of the small
businessmen and storekeepers were not frozen.

As a consequence, many of those people were
bankrupted; that is, the community forced
them to carry the burden. Although there was a
moral obligation on the farmers who stayed on
their farms to meet their debts when conditions
improved, it was far too late to be of any assist-
ance to the small businesses because many of
them had been bankrupted and had left their
stores and small businesses.

To a limited extent this Bill adopts the same
approach, although nowhere near as severe. It
is for that reason that we are prepi red to sup-
port the Bill. As the member for MeIrredin has
pointed out, the Bill really only covers two situ-
ations and there are another five or six situ-
ations which are not covered, but at least it is a
start.

Another problem with mortgagee sales is that
they tend to have a snowball effect and each
sale depresses the market further. This will also
make financing for those farmers still in the
industry a little more difficult to achieve.

With those few remarks I indicate my sup-
port for the legislation. I recognise that it has
some deficiencies and only covers two areas,
but I would urge the Government to give
serious consideration and active support to
making funds available to the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Authority so that it can
adopt a method similar to that which the
Government has done for home owners
threatened with the loss of their homes because
of high interest rates. That would be a much
more acceptable way of overcoming this very
serious problem.

I support the Bill.

Adjournment of Debate

MR GORDON HILL (Helena) [ 10.24 p.m.]:
I move-

That the debate be adjourned.
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Question put and a
following result-

A
Mr Batemian
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

N
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee

Ayes
Mr Parker
Mr Tom Jones
Mrs Beggs
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Read
Mr Bertram
Motion thus passed.

division taken with the

yes 23
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr P. J1. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
MrTroy.
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

oes I8
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Crane

Pairs
Noes

Mr Williams
Mr Thompson
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Grayden
Mr Coyne
Dr Dadour
Mr Cowan

(17dki)

Debate thus adjourned.

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

read notifying assent to the following Bills-
1. Liquor Amendment Bill.
2. Fire Brigades Amendment Bill.

GAS STANDARDS AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.
CASINO CONTROL AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council; and, on mo-

tion by Mr Pearce (Minister for Education),
read a first time.

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for

Education) [ 10.28 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to ensure that
officers and inspectors necessary to carry out
the powers and functions conferred on the Ca-
sino Control Committee are employed under
the provisions of the Public Service Act.

Members my recall that when the Casino
Control Bill was introduced to Parliament in
the Autumn Session of 1984, it was envisaged
that the Totalisator Agency Board would be the
controlling authority. For this reason, the Bill
was structured so that officers to carry out ca-
sino control duties would not be emploeyd
under the Public Service Act. However, amend-
ments to the original Bill in the Legislative
Council changed the controlling authority to a
Casino Control Committee consisting of four
persons appointed by the Governor.

When the Casino Control Act was enacted
the Casino Control Committee had power to
appoint a chief casino officer and such other
inspectors and officers as were necessary. Sec-
tion 9(3) of the Act provided that the Public
Service Act did not apply to such officers.

The Government felt that as the TAB was
not to be the controlling authority, officers
employed to service the committee should be
employed under the Public Service Act as
officers of the Office of Racing and Gaming. It
was thought that this could be achieved by
utilising the provisions of Section 10 of the Act
which provides for the use by the committee of
officers employed in departments of the Public
Service. However, the Crown Solicitor's office
has advised that this arrangement would not
enable such officers to exercise the powers con-
ferred on the committee under section 9 of the
Act.

The Bill now before the House repeals and
re-enacts section 9 so that all permanent
officers servicing the committee are appointed
under the Public Service Act and are
empowered to carry out the powers and duties
conferred on the committee by the Act.

It is emphasised that the Bill does not in-
crease the existing powers and functions of the
committee. The committee will still have the
power under the provisions of section 9(2) of
the Act to engage temporary, casual, or con-
tract employees with the approval of the Minis-
ter. This is desirable to cover any unforeseen
Circumstances which may arise.

The amendment now before the House is of
a technical nature to provide officers with se-
curity of employment under the Public Service
Act as officers of the Office of Racing and
Gaming.

I commend the Bill to the House.

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

2872



[Wednesday, 23 October 1985]187

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: INTEREST
RATES

Hardship: Motion

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [ 10. 32 p.m.]: I move-

That this House expresses concern at the
lack of action taken by the State Govern-
ment in working with the Federal Govern-
ment to ease the hardship being caused by
the continuing high levels of interest rates
in the housing, rural, business and per-
sonal finance areas, and calls on the
Premier to-

()Pressure the Federal Government to
cease its artificial inflation of interest
rates to support the Australian dollar;

(2) cease supporting Mr Keating's econ-
omic policies, including the recent tax
package which will further
detrimentally affect our international
competitiveness; and

(3) urge banks to be more competitive
with their tending rates to the rural
and small business sectors.

The situation in relation to interest rates is that
there has been a dramatic rise in the real level
of interest rates since this Government came to
office. When that real rise is contrasted with
the dramatic statements and promises made by
the present Government in the lead-up to the
last election, it will be seen that in all decency
and honour the Government should resign. In
every area the real level of interest rates has
gone up as a result of policies being pursued by
this Government and its friends in Canberra.
Those friends in Canberra are pursuing policies
which are pant of the Labor commitment to
which this Government also is committed.

These are some of the things the Govern-
ment said prior to the last election. A pre-elec-
tion advertisement stated, "We need a fresh
approach to housing interest rates. Our way
will work." The fact is that under Labor the
monthly cost of purchasing a home has
increased by 32.9 per cent and 29.5 per cent for
home buyers using building society and savings
bank finance respectively. A pre-election ad-
vertisement on 12 February 1983 stated,
"Band-aid measures cannot fix up an incorrect
strategy." What has happened? Labor
introduced a temporary measure to postpone
interest rate rises for a minority proportion of
home buyers.

The ALP State platform of September 1982,
just a few months before the last State election,
said that Labor recognised, "that the basic
problem of high interest rates can be
eliminated only by fundamental changes in
national economic policy." The fact is, despite
this, the State Labor Government has
supported the economic policies of its Federal
counterpart which have resulted in the present
high levels of interest rates.

I refer to another commitment. In The West
Australian newspaper of 5 January 1983, a few
weeks before the present Government was
elected, it was reported that Brian Burke
strongly criticised what he termed the record
home interest rates. The fact is that Brian
Burke's Labor Government now presides over
far higher interest rates. Not only are nominal
rates higher than in February 1983, but real
interest rates have increased by amounts of
47.1 per cent in the case of building society
finance to new home buyers; 27.5 per cent for
home buyers affected by the Government's re-
cent bandaid policy; and 77.4 per cent in the
case of savings bank finance.

It is of value to identify the situation with
interest rates. I start with fanning interest rates.
The rural sector has been among the hardest hit
by the effects of the Federal Labor Govern-
ment's economic policies which have bolstered
interest rates. Farmers require loans for farm
development, purchasing additional land,
plant, machinery, stock replacement, and
seasonal cost burdens, especially fuel costs and
fertilisers. The majority of farm loans are
through trading banks

I refer to real interest rates for farm over-
drafts below $ 100 000. In 198 1-82 the nominal
interest rate was 14.5 per cent, and the real
level of interest was 4.6 per cent. The real level
of interest is determined by discounting for in-
flation. In 1982-83 the nominal rate was I4.5
per cent, and the real rate 5.1 per cent; in 1983-
84 the nominal rate was 14.5 per cent, and the
real rate 6.8 per cent; in 1984-85 the nominal
rate was 15.25 per cent, and the real rate 9.4
per cent. In February 1983 the nominal rate
was 14 per cent; in September 1985 it was 16
per cent. In February 198 3 the real rate was 4.6
per cent; and in September 1985 the real rate
was 8.5 per cent.

We see that huge increase in the real rate of
interest. As inflation has come down as a result
of the wages freeze, the real rate of interest and
the nominal rate have both gone up. So there
has been a double impact on interest rates for
farmers.
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That all refers to the rates for overdrafts be-
low $100000. The situation is even more
severe in relation to overdrafts above
$100 000. The nominal interest rate in
February 1983 was 17.25 per cent, and the real
rate was 7.9 per cent; in September 1985 the
nominal interest rate was 19 per cent, and the
real rate I I per cent. One can see the enormous
extent of the increase in farming interest rates.

If one looks at Bankcard interest rates one
also sees a huge increase in the real rate. That is
to be compounded in December when the
Bankcard interest rate will rise from 18 per
cent to 21 per cent. This will add substantially
to the real increase in interest rates. The figure
is staggering; the increase in real terms in the
Bankcard interest rate under the Labor
Government is 5 1. 2 per cent.

I have already referred to some home loan
interest rates. I remind the House that Labor
made a commitment about home loan interest
rates. On 12 February 1983, about a week be-
fore the State election, Mr Burke said-

Bandaid measures cannot fix up an in-
correct strategy. Election promises are not
the answer. Labor has a positive 12-point
plan to reduce home interest rates
immediately and keep them down.

The simple figures tell a dramatic story- Real
bank interest rates have risen by 77.47 per cent
under Labor. The real rate has gone from 3.1
per cent in February 1985 to 5.5 per cent in
October 1985. The monthly repayments have
risen by 29.5 per cent taking into account all
adjustments for inflation. All of these figures
tell us precisely what is going on under this
Government. The real rate of interest for home
buyers through building societies has risen
from 5.1 per cent in February 1985 to 7.5 per
cent in October 1985, a 47.1 per cent increase
under Labor. The real rate of interest for build-
ing society mortgages has risen from 5.1 per
cent to 6.5 per cent between February 1983 and
October 1984. Even after considering the im-
pact of the temporary policy of relief put in for
electoral purposes by the Government, real
interest rates have increased by 25 per cent
under Labor. The monthly repayments in the
case of building societies have increased by
32.9 per cent.

There are, of course, additional costs to
people who are borrowing from banks. The
banks have introduced service fees in addition
to the mortgage repayments and also given
many loans on the basis of a combination of a

housing loan plus a personal loan. In the case of
the personal loan the interest rate is not con-
trolled-

In addition, the Federal Labor Government
has ceased to allow a home loan mortgage re-
bate for taxation purposes. The weekly cost to
the average householder has been in the order
of $1 .62 to $ 1.90 per week, depending on the
number of years over which the rebate has ap-
plied.

It is interesting to look at the State ALP pol-
icy of September 1982 in which a 12-point plan
was set out. Labor made a couple of extraordi-
nary promises about interest rates.

The policy states-
Labor believes there is no more pressing

problem facing the State or the nation than
the need to relieve the burdens on home
buyers.

While recognising that the basic problem
of high interest rates can be eliminated
only by fundamental changes in national
economic policy, Labor believes the State
Government can help the community to
cope with the consequences of high
interest rates, relieve hardships and assist
people into homes of their own.

Labor believes this can be achieved at a
cost the community can afford by
redirecting existing expenditure or
modifying existing schemes to make them
more responsive to community needs.

It then sets out particular initiatives. Item (vii)
states-

Moratorium on Mortgage Foreclosures.
Labor will legislate to make possible a
moratorium on the foreclosure of the
mortgages.

It is interesting to see that policy in the light of
the actions taken. Item (x) reads-

Building Society Efficiency.
Measures to be introduced to assist build-
ing societies to operate at maximum ef-
ficiency will include the arrangement of
lender of last resort facilities.

Item (xii) states-
Pressure on Federal Government.

A Labor Government will put unrelenting
pressure on the Federal Government to-

use the taxation system to provide for
concessions for home owners forced
by high interest rates to meet excess-
ive repayments,

2874



[Wednesday, 23 October 1985] 27

This policy was written a few months before
the Labor Government came to office, which
was about the same time the Federal Labor
Government came to office. The promise was
to get the Federal Government to use the tax-
ation system to provide concessions for home
owners. The reality was that the Federal Labor
Government, despite unrelenting pressure
from the State Labor Government, abolished
concessions introduced under the Fraser
Government.

The second point on which the Labor
Government was going to put unrelenting
pressure on the Federal Government was to-

direct interest rate deductability schemes
towards support for low and middle in-
come earners in the first instance,

That deductability was abolished. The third
point under item (xii) was to-

place restrictions on levels of interest rates
charged by banks and building societies.

I ask members to note the commitment of this
Government to put unrelenting pressure on the
Federal Government to place restrictions on
levels of interest rates charged by banks and
building societies.

Mr Court: I would hate to see what interest
rates were if the State Government did not put
pressure on.

Mr HASSELL: Yes. The whole business of
interest rates is a gigantic failure for this
Government. The Government is particularly
accountable for this failure because for more
than any other reasons, this Government
acquired office because of the pressure put on
the community by interest rates. The reality
is that that pressure of interest rates caused
much hardship. There had been an inadequate
response. We now find, after 2'/2 years of Labor
Governments State and Federal, that the press-
ure from interest rates is substantially
higher-massive percentage points
higher-than they were at the time this
Government acquired office. The Government
is accountable for its failures.

We have seen the Premier ducking and
diving in every direction to avoid responsi-
bility for Federal policies. Yet the Labor Party
had no hesitation in stating its commitments to
amend Federal policies when seeking the man-
date of the Western Australia people. It had no
hesitation in saying it would press for changes
and it expected to be able to achieve those great
changes.

What have we seen? We have seen policies
being pursued in Canberra which have created
the crisis which now exists. We have a situation
in which no less than two per cent to 21/2 per
cent of present interest rates is a direct result of
the Federal Government's measures to prop up
the value of the Australian dollar, a dollar
which is plunging in value because of lack of
world confidence in the economic policies of
the Labor Government. The Labor Party has
put itself in a position where it is simply using
the people of Australia, through high interest
rates, to try to prop up its faltering economic
policies, its wonderful accord, its second ver-
sion of the accord, its failure to confront mili-
tant unionism, and all the other things that
have undermined our competitiveness and our
capacity to sell goods overseas and the confi-
dence which the world has in Australia.

All those areas represent significant and total
failure on the part of the Labor Government
and the present State Government is a party to
those things totally. It was elected to office on
the basis that it would make changes. It has
caused changes. I doubt whether it has set out
to make them, but it has caused changes that
have resulted in very significantly higher levels
of real interest rates. It has failed the people of
Western Australia and it has failed them in the
Federal sphere as well.

The Treasurer committed himself to the tax
package which is adding to the pressures and
burdens. He went to the taxation summit with
a clear directive from the people of Western
Australia, as gathered by the Deputy Premier
with his taxation hot line, and that directive
was against every new form of taxation put up
at the taxation summit. Yet, the Treasurer went
to the taxation summit and, contrary to the
advice of the Western Australian people, ad-
vice which they had given to the Deputy
Premier, the Treasurer, supposedly
representing us but selling us down the drain,
supported the taxation package as the correct
framework for reform.

He has put on record his support of a capital
gains tax, his support of a so-called perks tax,
his support of a tax on employee housing, his
support of the abolition of negative gearing,
and his support, ultimately, of a gold tax. The
only thing he tried to put off until after the
election was the gold tax. Even that was pretty
half-hearted because he has agreed to set up a
committee to examine the gold tax. The
Government would not need a committee to
examine it if it were not going to have it.
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This Government has absoutely failed the
people of this State in relation to interest rates.
It has failed them in measure after measure,
action after action. It has supported policies

.rWhich have led to a sharp increase in the real
level of interest rates in Australia, and it de-
serves condemnation for that.

What can the State Government do now? It
can pursue the very attitude which it expressed
when it was in Opposition and thought it
would be dealing with a Fraser Government in
Canberra; that is, to seek in a genuine way to
bring about substantial changes to our econ-
omic policy direction, changes which would en-
courage confidence and which would bring
about a real improvement in the levels of
interest rates. Included in that would be
restraint on the level of Federal expenditure.

We on this side of the House in the past have
advocated over and over again a lessening of
the tax burden. We have not advocated a sum-
mit and a white paper on taxation. The last
thing we need is new taxes such as are still
being supported by the Treasurer. The
Treasurer still thinks that businesses should get
only half a deduction for legitimate business
expenses. They should, of course, get no deduc-
tion for expenses which are not legitimate. We
would agree -with that position. The Treasurer
wants only half the people put out of work.

In tomorrow's edition of The West
Australian-which we have received in this
House tonight-is an article which talks about
40 000 people in Australia losing their jobs by
the end of this month as a result of the taxation
policies being pursued by the Government in
Canberra which this Government supports.

Mr Bryce: Is that John Stone's estimate?
Mr HASSELL: No, it is not John Stone's

estimate. It is an industry estimate based on
what is happening. If the Deputy Premier were
to step outside his office and visit some of these
restaurants he would see what was happening.

Mr Davies: He can't afford to.
Mr HASSELL: He does not have to eat at

them. He does not have to accept freebies to
eat at them, but he would be able to see what is
happening as a result of the Federal policies
which he and his leader are supporting. Those
are the very policies which this Government
when in Opposition said it would oppose, say-
ing that it would support policies that would
lead to a real change in interest rates. We have
seen the real change: We have seen a dramatic
increase in real interest rates under this
Government.

In the edition of The West Australian which
has come out only tonight is the headline,
"40 000 lunch tax jobs on the line-survey".
The article states-

Restaurants may axe up to 40 000 jobs
before the end of the month because of the
ending of tax allowances for business
lunches, according to a survey released
today.

The survey, commissioned by American
Express, was based on 304 restaurants in
Sydney, Melbourne, Adelaide, Perth and
Brisbane that used the Amex card.

It showed that each restaurant planned
to lay off an average of two or more em-
ployees.

Six thousand restaurants accept Amex in
Australia. That would put 13,500 jobs
under threat.

If the survey figures were applied to the
rest of the country's 20,000 restaurants,
more than 40,000 jobs could go before the
end of the month.

Those figures may possibly prove to be an exag-
geration, but that is not the point.

Mr Court: Already 5 000 jobs have been lost.
Mr HASSELL: Five thousand jobs have

already gone and interest rates are driving
other people out of jobs-farmers and people
in the country who are dependent on farmers.
Economic mismanagement is being pursued in
Canberra. There is a taxation bazaar of ridicu-
lous measures being introduced. They are
supported by the Premier of this State and his
Government. All they will do is nibble away at
the edges because they think it could be politi-
cally embarrassing if they do not. They are
gradually waking up to the impact of the capital
gains tax and all the other policies they have
supported. The same thing applies in relation
to interest rates.

Australia's dollar has plunged through the
floor because of a lack of international confi-
dence in Australia. The Western Australian
Government has contributed to that lack of
confidence, through its support not only of the
Federal Labor Government, but also of the
militants in the union movement who have so
much affected our competitiveness and our ca-
pacity to export.

All those factors add up to a very damming
story indeed, a very unsatisfactory situation.
This motion calls on the Government to have
regard to what is happening; it calls on the
Government to do something about it and not
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let matters drift on. It will take some political
courage and a requirement for the Government
to get out and do something in pursuit of the
very policies that it laid down. One would have
hoped that commonsense would prevail and a
number of those policies would be quickly
abandoned. The Government needs to do
something and not let matters drift, because the
situation is serious. It is affecting everyone in
Australia and it requires a reversal.

Two critical factors are involved in the cur-
rent high level of interest rates, for which every
Government in Australia has a responsibility.
The first is the fact that two per cent to 21h per
cent of the current interest rate crisis is caused
by the policies of the Federal Government
propping up the dollar. A further two per cent
to 2'/2 per cent is a direct result of the enormity
of the accumulated deficits of Australia, now
running to $ 100 000 million.

In the circumstances that have been outlined
the motion before the House is thoroughly jus-
tified and the Government should be prepared
to act upon it. If this Government in this place
tries to defend its record on interest rates with-
out offering an action plan, it will have finally
destroyed its credibility with respect to what it
has ever said about interest rates.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [ 10. 57 p.m.]: I for-
mally second the motion. The continuing high
level of interest rates in this country is causing
considerable concern and much hardship. I can
recall the detrimental effects of high interest
rates in the early 1980s and the problems they
caused people with housing loans and people in
the business community. We are now experi .-
encing the highest levels of real interest rates
since the 1930s and that, in itself, is of much
concern.

We have witnessed the Federal and State
Labor Governments in recent years spouting
rhetoric about their great economic policies. As
the Leader of the Opposition has explained, the
reality of the situation has now hit home. The
Australian dollar has plummeted. The inter-
national community has judged our economy
to be non-competitive, particularly when
compared with some of our nearby neighbours
in the Asian-Pacific region. There is now a lack
of confidence on the pant of the international
community in the future of Australia.

The Government is being forced to use mon-
etary policy to keep up interest rates so that it
can retain some level of respectability for the
Australian dollar. All of this would perhaps not
be so bad if it were not for the fact that Labor

Governments over the past years have
promised us that interest rates would get lower.
Just after Labor was elected to Government,
interest rates did decline. Government mem-
bers told us that that was because of their good
policies. In the last couple of years we have
seen interest rates skyrocket to record levels,
but of course members opposite are very quiet
about that.

Over the past years we have heard the
Premier praising Mr Keating and his economic
policies, saying that he is the greatest Treasurer
that this country has ever had. In recent weeks,
the Premier has started to do an about-turn. He
has seen that the tax package which the
Treasurer brought down has proved to be a
disaster and is very quickly having serious
ramifications for business.

I heard the comment, "Knock knock". I
think members opposite should understand
just what is happening in the restaurant indus-
try. That industry was immediately affected by
the tax package and I hope that members op-
posite are listening to some of the
restauranteurs and suppliers who have been
severely affected. That is just one part of the
tax package, and there are many others.

The automobile industry has been forced to
launch a campaign to explain to the Treasurer
the effects of the tax on fringe benefits on the
motor vehicle industry. We can imagine the
widespread ramifications in that area.

The high levels of interest rates are forcing
many business operators and home buyers very
close to the poverty line. The high interest rates
are starting to bite in the community.

We spoke earlier of the problems faced by
the rural industry and this sector is also
severely affected by high interest rates.

There is concern in the housing industry and
I am particularly worried that the Govern-
ment's policies will create an explosion in
rentals. The Government's policies will end up
hurting those people who rely upon rental ac-
commodation. We shall experience-and it has
already started-the combined effects of high
interest rates, the abolition of negative gearing
on investment properties and the introduction
of a capital gains tax, on the rental market.
These factors will force rentals to high levels.
The Government may start using the America's
Cup as an excuse for increases in this area but
it will merely be diverting attention from the
reason why these rents are increasing.
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The Government's public relations machine
with its policy of painting glossy pictures can-
not hide the situation. No matter what is
advertised and what appears on television,
people know how the interest rate problem is
affecting them. It is obvious that the Premier is
pressing the panic button over this issue be-
cause he realises that the continued high level
of interest rates, and the possibility that they
may exceed the current record levels, will be
detrimental to the community as a whole. It is
sad that the State Government's policy, along
with its Federal counterpart's policy, will put
more pressure on interest rates to climb even
higher. At a later stage I will suggest some of
the actions which must be taken if we are to
effect a decline in interest rates.

On the question of building societies, the
Government is playing a very tough game with
this group. It is now running out of political
tricks and persuasion and is trying to force
them either to maintain their existing rates of
interest or to lower them. The Government
must understand that building societies do not
have a lot of room in which to manoeuvre.
They do not have the ability to cut interest
rates just because the Government of the day
thinks it is politically expedient. The Govern-
ment has singled out building societies on
which to put pressure because they are the
main lenders of housing finance in this State
over whom the Government has some control.
Banks have their housing loan interest rates
pegged at 13.5 per cent, but overall they are
managing quite well for themselves because
their loans to the business sector and the rural
community have attracted higher interest rates.
They are pegged in the housing loan field but
have a lot of leeway in loans to the business and
rural sectors.

Some of the smaller building societies have
trouble competing with the larger ones which
have considerable reserves and have been able
to diversify into other areas, which to a large
extent subsidise their housing loan interest
rates.

In recent months building societies have
been lending money at 14 per cent and at the
same time have been paying 15 per cent
interest for that money. If one considers the
cost involved in running a building society, in-
cluding all the overheads, it can be seen that a
business cannot run for long with a loss such as
that; it is not possible to run a negative spread
and expect to survive.

I know the registrar responsible for building
societies is keeping a close watch on the situ-
ation. He is aware of the political pressures to
keep interest rates down, but he knows that
building societies must remain viable. The
Government requires building societies to sub-
mit details of their mortgage rates regularly to
the registrar and no doubt this is one of the
reasons the Government has decided to do a
quick about-turn and attack Mr Keating, the
Federal Treasurer. A month or so ago Govern-
ment members were all over Mr Keating,
kissing his boots, and saying how great his
economic policies were. Now that an election is
in the offing, they think it is time to start
kicking him because the public are not happy
with his recent decisions.

The Premier has loaned $72 million to build-
ing societies to subsidise interest rates. As the
member for Mt Marshall said, this has gone
down like a lead balloon in the rural com-
munity, which has a genuine need for some
form of assistance. The situation is drastic in
rural communities and it can be attributed to
three main problems: The industry is faced
with the decline in commodity prices, increas-
ing costs and, overnight the value of rural
properties has been halved. This decline in
value has made it difficult for farmers to bor-
row money, leaving aside the interest rates, be-
cause they do not have sufficient equity, given
the current valuations. Adding the higher
interest rates to those problems, it can be seen
why the situation is so serious.

The Premier made a quick, short-term de-
cision to assist housing in the metropolitan
area and completely ignored the very real prob-
lem in the rural communities. We must realise
that the houses on many of these properties in
the rural areas are not all that flash; we tend to
have an incorrect image of how the farming
community lives.

Mr Taylor: Which building societies are in
trouble according to your criteria?

Mr COURT: Was the member for Kalgoorlie
listening to all I had to say?

Mr Taylor: Yes, and I asked which were in
trouble according to your criteria.

Mr COURT: I did not say building societies
were in trouble; I said the pressure was on them
to keep interest rates down and that in recent
months they have been lending money at 14
per cent when the cost of the money has been
15 per cent. Therefore, they have been losing
money on their transactions. Some building
societies have been able to build up reserves
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and have diversified into other activities, such
as the development of land, which has enabled
them to keep interest rates at these levels. The
Government can put only so much pressure on
them and the registrar is aware of that. He is
keeping a close watch on the interest rates be-
ing paid and the societies submit their
budgeted profit and loss figures for the year.
The registrar must be realistic and he knows
that they will not achieve their budgeted profit
figures if they are forced to provide unecon-
omic housing loans.

Mr Taylor: Are they in trouble or not?

Mr COURT: What a silly thing to say. I did
not say that. Does the member for Kalgoorlie
think that it is a smart thing to say?

Mr Taylor: I am just asking.

Mr COURT: Why does the member say that?
I did not say it. The member wants to put
words in my mouth. Had he listened he would
have heard me give a very detailed explanation
with which the Minister for Housing would
agree, that Minister being responsible for
administering that legislation. It is annoying
that the member should make up that as-
sertion. I was explaining that we can put only
so much pressure on building societies to have
them keep down their interest rates. We cannot
expect them to continue lending money at un-
economic rates.

In Australia at present we have big spending
State and Federal Governments providing us
with huge deficits. The Governments have to
fund those deficits so they keep selling bonds
on the market. The money market funds within
Australia are being soaked up into the Reserve
Bank coffers, but we still have a weak currency.
The Federal Government has to keep interest
rates high to support the currency; it has to
prop up the currency. In the member for
Kalgoorlie's speech, he wondered why farmers
out there were grizzling so much.

On top of these pressures we see the in-
flationary expectations which have now crept
into the scene. Does the Government deny that
the marketplace is aware of these inflationary
expectations and is building them into interest
rate increases? Only two weeks ago, in answer
to a question, the Premier explained that
interest rates were high and that the market-
place was building these expectations into
interest rates. The market has foreseen these
inflationary pressures and it wants compen-
sation for them.

What must the Government do to improve
interest rates? I agree with the member for
Kalgoorlie that it is a hard process to turn
around these interest rates. It requires de-
cisions and actions which take a long time to
get results. The problem is that the State
Government is doing absolutely nothing to
start that process.

The first thing that needs to happen is that
the Government needs to reduce by a
substantial amount its own deficit to take off
some of the pressure.

One of the most important things is for the
Government to prune the decline in our
trading performance. We must get our export
act together, something with which I am sure
the member for Kalgoorlie will agree.
Internationally we are seen as a non-performer.
One way to get our export act together is to
allow our exports to be shipped. Let the ports
work.

Mr Bryce: You not only knock the Govern-
ment but your own country.

Mr COURT: Is the Deputy Premier prepared
just to stick with the current situation? The
member for Kalgoorlie did not make one
suggestion in his speech to explain how to get
down interest rates. He asked me to stand and
tell him how to get interest rates down, and I
have just told him a couple of steps to achieve
this. He could have his Government and the
Federal Government cut the size of their defi-
cits to make this country a better performer
internationally and to have it get a better trade
performance.

Mr Taylor' Do you support the propping up
of the Australian dollar?

Mr COURT: We do not have much choice.
The country is going down the gurgler; our dol-
lar is plummeting. The Federal Government
increases interest rates to prop up the dollar.
We do not want an artificial propping up of the
dollar. We want our dollar to be genuinely
strong.

It is obvious that Government members
simply do not want to face up to reality. Earlier
tonight the Government asked what could be
done. I have explained some of the hard de-
cisions that have to be made.

I turn now to an article which appeared in
the Weekend News on 7 September dealing
with comments made by Professor Ken Clem-
ents of the Economics Department of the Uni-
versity of Western Australia. I quote as fol-
lows-

... the problem is the exceedingly high
level of inflation-adjusted interest rates.
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"For inflation-adjusted interest rates to
be higher than 10 per cent is almost unpre-
cedented," he said.

"It means that the burden of high
interest rates rests squarely with the bor-
rower.

"And all the indications are that interest
rates have not yet peaked.

"There has been an upward trend over
the past five years. It is a world-wide
phenomenon but nowhere in the world
have interest rates increased as much as
they have in Australia."

We know what is happening. Because interest
rates have reached these new levels, these
tremendous burdens are being borne by all sec-
tions of the community.

As for housing interest rates, when real
interest rates are adjusted for the effects of in-
flation we find they are the highest since the
Depression. It is interesting to consider the
statistics covering interest rates on housing
loans to individuals for owner-occupation. The
increase-this is the difference between the
nominal interest and the CPI movement-in
real interest rates for housing loans has risen by
1.1 per cent in March 1982; in March 1983 it
went up one per cent; in March 1984 it went up
to four per cent; in March 1985 it went up to
seven per cent. We can all see how quickly
interest rates have risen over the last two years.
No building society can properly handle that
rapid increase in rates.

I have mentioned that the Government puts
a lot of pressure on building societies to keep
their housing interest rates down, which is fair
enough. However, there seems to be an
anomaly creeping in with respect to banks.
Governments, both State and Federal, perhaps
can do something to keep down bank interest
rates on loans to business and rural areas.

I refer now to The Australian Financial Re-
view for 18 October-last Friday-which on
one page presented three advertisements, two
from banks and one from a merchant bank
subsidiary of a major bank. The ANZ Capital
Market Subsidiary, a merchant bank, was ad-
vertising a base lending late of 16.25 per cent,
which at the time was about the correct rate.
The National Australia Hank advertised a base
rate of 18.75 per cent. The Westpac advertise-
ment offered a base rate of 18.5 per cent. These
were the base rates on most of the loans that
would go to the business and rural communi-

ties. But we have a merchant bank, which
theoretically should be getting dearer money
than trading banks, advertising a base rate a
couple of percentage points cheaper. This illus-
trates that the banks are doing very well on the
returns they are getting on their present loans.

I am told that they are working on a four to
five per cent spread; that is, the difference be-
tween the cost of the money and the rate at
which it is being lent out. That, of course,
means that right now the banks should be mak-
ing pretty record levels of profit and that could
therefore subsidise housing interest rates which
are kept down to 13.5 per cent. The trading
banks are meant to have the cheapest funds
available; that is, they borrow their money on
interest bearing term deposits and it is obvious
from the advertisements in the newspaper here
that they are doing it pretty well at present.

I would like to conclude my comments on
this subject by saying that the interest rate situ-
ation currently is very serious, lust in recent
weeks the Treasurer has shed a few tears about
this whole situation. We have seen a rapid in-
crease in interest rates more particularly for the
last year. The effects on all sections of our com-
munity are quite severe and no-one, whether
farmer or small businessman, can handle such
a rapid increase in interest rates. Who would
have budgeted on a five per cent increase in
interest rates from last year to this year? It
would knock any business. The tremendous
pressure from housing interest rates must con-
cern many people who are struggling to pay for
their homes.

I support the motion. I hope that members
opposite, instead of interjecting, and the like,
think seriously about this whole interest rate
question and realise that there is no simple
solution. We cannot just go to a supermarket
and buy something that will solve the problem.
It is a problem which will require a lot of sacni-
fice around the country.

The Government will have to reduce its level
of deficits and cut the demands, or the pressure
it is putting on interest rates in the market-
place. There is no simple solution towards
making this country more competitive. We
have to restore international confidence in this
country. I think the Deputy Premier would
agree that previous Liberal Governments have
done a great deal to try to make this country
internationally competitive. Everyone has to
pull his weight if we are going to resolve this
interest rate problem.

Mr Bryce: For the record, I do not agree.
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MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [ 11.23
p.m.]: I support this motion which clearly high-
lights the reason that in this country we are
facing economic stringency brought on by a
regime of high interest rates. If the current situ-
ation had occurred prior to the 1983 Federal
and State elections, under Liberal Govern-
ments both State and Federal, we would have
heard most of the members opposite jumping
on their feet screaming "Monetarism!' and
"Freidmanite!"'. That is the problem. Do I hear
them now? Not a word! No Government mem-
ber has mentioned monetarism or
Freidmanites, yet the reason we have high
interest rates is that the current Federal
Treasury is practising very strict monetarv nohi-
cies.

Mr Grill: Freidmanites are being discredited
absolutely.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am glad that the Min-
ister indicated that the Freidmanites have been
discredited. The corollary of that argument is
that the current policy operated by the Federal
Treasury has been discredited because it is
classic monetarism.

The Government pushes up interest rates
and offers as high an interest rate as it can in
order to curtail the ability of the trading banks
to increase their credit to the communi ty at
large which holds down the volume of M3 and
in fact will curtail the growth of the money
supply. That is what is happening now. Why is
this being done? It is being done because Labor
Governments cannot face two basic problems;
one, they cannot control Government expendi-
ture and, two, they cannot control the wage
push because their masters in the trade union
movement will not allow that to occur.

Mr Bryce: They have done both.

Mr TRETHOWAN: They have not done
both.

Mr Bryce: The accord has done it superbly.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am glad the Deputy
Premier has put his foot in it again because it
illustrates the argument.

The Australian dollar was devalued recently.
How much of that money was able to be pegged
and kept out of the Consumer Price Index in
relation to the bargaining for increases in
wages? The answer is very little. It was a
postponed introduction of that factor i n future
wage agreements.

Mr Bryce: No, you are wrong.
191)

Mr TRETHOWAN: The reason that the cur-
rent Federal Government will not allow the
Australian dollar to float at a rate at which the
international market will peg it is because it
would possibly be up to lkc less than the cur-
rent rate which is currently around US7Oc and
it would probably float, without the inter-
vention of high interest rates in this country, in
the area of 60c. No-one can be precise, but that
is the best guess by most of the leading econ-
omic analysts of this country. Why will the
Government not allow that to happen? Not be-
cause it would adversely affect the export in-
dustries of this country; it would have the op-
posite effect. It would substantially assist both
the rural and mining sectors to sell their
products competitively on the international
market. Why will they not do that? Because
such a devaluation would raise dramatic de-
mands for compensation to the equivalent rises
it will bring about in the Consumer Price Index
from the trade union movement; in other
words, the trade union movement would not
allow wage and salary-earners under awards
not to be compensated for such an increase in
the cost of goods imported from overseas.

Mr Grill: You are talking rubbish.

The SPEAKER: If the Minister for Transport
wants to tell us something he should do so from
his own seat.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That is why the
Australian dollar is not being allowed to float at
its common level. If the wage push could not be
held in abeyance, if devaluation occurred, and
if the whole of the debate on the devaluation in
regard to compensation to wage and salary
earners was accepted, the result would be gal-
loping inflation and the complete destruction
of the monetary policy currently being followed
by the Federal Treasury. It would mean that
this country would go into an inflationary, yet
depressive, downward spiral, the kind of
stagflation that was seen as a result of the poli-
cies of the Whitlamn Government. That is why
the Australian dollar is being held at its current
level.

The second side of that question is that the
dollar cannot be strengthened until the Federal
deficit is reduced substantially. Our external
trade borrowings and our external balance of
trade is in a tenuous position at the present
time. We have an unfavourable balance and
there is no likelihood of a dramatic increase in
demand for our commodities. In fact, com-
modity prices are likely to remain flat for the
next couple of years.
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The result is that we are seen by people over-
seas to be in a very unsatisfactory position in
terms of our balance of payments. Our external
Governmental debt is particularly high-it
runs into hundreds of thousands of millions of
dollars-and that is an unsatisfactory position.
That is why the international business com-
munity is valuing our dollar at considerably
less than it did two years ago.

The problem of the deficit will not be faced
and addressed properly because the Govern-
ment will not face up to the fact that it has to
curtail its expenditure.

Mr Bryce: It did.
Mr TRETHO WAN: It barely touched the ex-

penditure.
Mr Bryce: It did.
Mr TRETHOWAN: It addressed the other

side of the equation. A deficit is the equivalent
of income less expenditure and if the Govern-
ment is not going to reduce its expenditure,' it
has to get more income in. What did the
Government do?

It did three things: it increased taxes, it
introduced new taxes, and it set about
recovering more from the potential liability
that is currently created under the tax system.

That is why we see the effects of the so-called
perks tax and the cuts in entertainment ex-
penses because it was a good idea to try to pull
in more money. It is like the Sheriff of
Nottingham trying to bleed the poor peasants
for more because Prince John wants more
money. The fact is, there is not much more to
be given and every dollar taken out, in addition
to what is already coming out, will produce
disincentive and jobs lost. That is exactly what
is happening in regard to the restaurant indus-
try at the present time. The effect of that tax
package on one of the highest labour employing
areas in Australia will be disastrous.

Our export industries, which the current
Federal Government is so keen not to assist,
have a very low wages component. They are
essentially capital intensive. Agricultural and
mining industries are capital intensive. That is
why the interest bill is the most sensitive econ-
omic factor for both farmers and miners. When
one looks at where employment fundamentally
lies in this country, the biggest growth has been
in the third level. Tertiary industries and ser-
vice industries, such as restaurants and those
associated with entertainment and accommo-
dation, have had the greatest rise. They are
principally dependent on labour costs. That is

how those industries operate. They are big em-
ployers of labour. If one cuts out a significant
part of their market, many people will be put
out of work. One can hit the rural and mining
industries significantly but not many people
are put out of work because the demand for
labour is relatively inelastic. They have to have
the people, otherwise the industries do not
produce. That is what is happening to some
farmers, but they cannot cut back.

If one looks at the entertainment industry, as
soon as the market decreases, fewer customers
come and it starts shedding employees. We are
speaking of 10 to 15 people working in a res-
taurant. Those people become unemployed and
go on the dole. We are looking at one of the
major employers in this country. They may not
be as internationally competitive as we would
like. I refer also to the engineering and car
industries. If the car industry is hit there will be
a major downturn in employment in the small
manufacturing industries that support the car
industry. That is a serious consequence of the
tax package.

When one looks at large firms which used to
make large fleet purchases on an annual basis,
they have decided they will not purchase be-
cause of the tax package, and hundreds of cars
will not be sold. That will affect the automotive
industry. Those are the facts. It is because of
the inability of Labor Governments, particu-
larly the Federal Government, to face the diffi-
cult problems.

One problem relates to controlling the wages
push resulting from increases in consumer
prices and the further devaluation of the
Australian dollar. The second problem is the
inability to curtail the deficits. What does this
State Government do about it? It applauds this
tax package and supports it. When the effects
start to be seen the Government says, "Not
knockers." The Government lives in a dream
world. It cannot face reality. Reality starts to
hit it over the head-and it has to be hit over
the head by the farmers, the restauranteurs,
and the automotive industry-because it is the
only way they will get the Government's atten-
tion. We are not knockers; we are just trying to
get the Government to face the reality that the
people out in the community are put out of
business, which causes financial hardship. That
is when it really starts telling.

When these groups go to the Government, it
starts changing its tune as it is now, by saying
that it supports the tax package and that it is a
great move towards revamping the Australian
tax system. It should have been done a long
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time ago, but when the reality starts to hit it we
will see the Government backing off much
faster than it is now.

This motion asks the Government to take a
good hard took at that reality and to realise it
needs to put some steel into the Federal
Treasurer to get Some real things done to help
the people in need and being badly affected by
the current economic factors. The Federal
Treasurer might take some action if he could
count on his colleagues in the Caucus; but he
cannot, because they bow to their masters in
the trade union movement. It is the ACTU that
tells the Government these things are unaccept-
able and action cannot be taken; so its masters
dictate and it obeys even though it knows that
is not the right thing to do.

I recall a very amusing quote told to me re-
cently, and that was that if the current Prime
Minister, Bob Hawke, had remained the Presi-
dent of the ACTU he might still be running the
country. I think that is true.

Mr Bryce: Take away your one vote and your
argument falls down like a pack of cards.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I will not bother reply-
ing to the Deputy Premier for the simple
reason that someone who cannot face reality
and lives in a dream world would not under-
stand and appreciate the logic of the reply. The
Government will face reality when the com-
munity starts making it feel the reality.

This motion urges the State Government to
take action and the Premier to pressure the
Federal Government to cease its artificial in-
flation of the interest rates in order to support
the Australian dollar. That artificial inflation of
interest rates affects everyone. It will start af-
fecting the housing industry shortly because
only part of the housing market, and the
financial institutions that supply the funds to
the housing market, have controlled interest
rates. Only the banks have controlled interest
rates. That is why the Government has
introduced its subsidy scheme for the building
societies. That subsidy scheme relates only to
pant of the market, not the whole market. Mar-
ket pressure will eventually filter through and
will not be able to be curtailed. If it is, it will be
curtailed at an enormous cost to the other tax-
payers of this State. The Opposition is not say-
ins that the subsidy scheme is wrong and
interest rates should not be held down. It is
saying that it is not the right way to go about it,
because some people in Western Australia are
paying twice to hold the interest rates down.

Mr Wilson: You are not consistent either. It
is wrong. You cannot have it both ways.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am not saying that the
fundamental economics are wrong. The Feder-
al Government should not force up interest
rates by 21/ per cent. What is the point of
having the Federal Government force up
interest rates by 2 / per cent to have to turn
around and buy them down again at less than
two per cent.

Mr Wilson: It is wrong, is it?

Mr TRETHOWAN: It is wrong. If the Minis-
ter cannot see that it is wrong he cannot face
reality. The Federal Government is wrong to
force interest rates up in the first place. It is
wrong for this Government to be forced to take
that action. Can the Minister for Housing not
understand that the Federal Government is
wrong to force up interest rates by 2'/2 per cent
and to have to spend taxpayers' money to re-
duce interest rates in this State.

According to the Minister for Housing, the
Federal Government is right, otherwise he
would not have posed the stupid question he
did. What is wrong is that the Federal Govern-
ment should not hold the interest rates of this
country at between two and 2. 5 per cent above
their natural level.

The Federal Government should not force
the State Government to take some remedial
action which represents a cost burden to the
people of this State. The home buyer would not
need to have that assistance if the Federal
Government was taking the appropriate action.
It is up to the State Government to take action
and to bring home the realities of the situation
to the Federal Government.

It is also up to the State Government to bring
home to the Federal Treasurer that his tax
package does not work. He has to face the re-
ality that his tax package is not working and
that it will put a lot of Australians out of work.
It wilt not solve the problems it was endeav-
oured orginally to solve. It was a bad compro-
mise that never went anywhere, and it never
did one real thing except to turn around and
basically clobber the employment-generating
sector of this community.

Lastly, we should urge banks to be more
competitive in their lending rates to the rural
and business sectors. It should not be just out
of altruistic kindness; no one likes to see any-
one hurt. I do not begrudge assistance to any
section of the community.
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Why should we help these sections of the
community from the question of self-interest?
Fundamentally it is because small business is a
high generator of employment and the rural
industry is a high generator of external econ-
omy from overseas trade. We desperately need
a growth in overseas trade because we have a
serious situation in terms of the overseas
trading balance.

If farmers were to go out of business, shut
down their farms, and walk off their properties,
it would dramatically decrease the amount of
agricultural products we will have to export. If
the small business sector cannot afford the
interest rates to invest and employ people it
will mean a major curtailment of the current
growth in employment.

Mr Bryce: It is great to see you blokes have
discovered small business.

Mr TRETHO WAN: It is interesting that the
Deputy Premier says that we have discovered
small business. The point that interests me is
that when he was on this side of the House he
said he wanted to help small business. Appar-
ently he discovered small business, but as soon
as he became the Minister for Small Business
he forgot it and he supported the introduction

of the tax package which is the basis of small
business. That is the kind of thing that makes
one wonder about the Deputy Premier.

The Government did not send anyone to rep-
resent it at the small business seminar. If it had,
it might have had drawn to its attention the
situation which exists, and it would have had to
face the realities of the world.

The Deputy Premier is always one to say that
the Opposition is knocking the Government. I
guess that he says that small business organis-
ations are knocking the Government because
they do not agree with him. We are all trying to
encourage the Deputy Premier to face reality
and to take some action that will not only help
small business and the rural sector in this State,
but also will do something to preserve the
wealth of this State for future Western
Australians.

It is incumbent upon the Deputy Premier to
support this motion if he is to show that he is a
man of his word.

I have very great pleasure in supporting this
motion.

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

House adjourned at 11.44 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

LAND INFORMATION SYSTEM

Revenue: Increase
1165. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for

Technology:

Would he give details of the increase
in revenue for the land information
system?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The attached details show the non-
CRY revenue for 1984-85 and esti-
mates for 1985-86.

Non-CRF Revenue

Agency
WAWA
SEC
Homeswest
Commonwealth Tax
MRD
Customer Service

Centre
REX WA
Local Authorities
Total Non-CR?

84-85 85-86

Actual Esti-
Receipts mates

- 36000
- 11000

8500 10000
23000 23000
1 500 35 000

2890 10000
- 10000

- 5000

$36221 $140000

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: SOUTH
WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Public Relations Officer Housing

1173. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Regional Development and the North
West with special responsibility for
"Bunbury 2000":

(1) Is it a fact that the South West Devel-
opment Authority is renting a house
for its public relations officer, Mr
Baden Pratt?

(2) If so, how much per week in rental is
being paid for that house?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Mr Pratt rents a house direct in his
capacity as a media officer under con-
tract to the Premier and temporarily
seconded to the South West Develop-
ment Authority.

(2) Not applicable.

STATE FINANCE
Treasury Suspense Account: Transfer

1183. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer
(1) In reference to explanatory note (1) on

page 39 of the first report of the Audi-
tor General for the financial year
ended 30 June 1985, will he advise in
which financial years prior to 1984-85
it has been the case that the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Esti-
mates have made provision for a
transfer from the Treasury suspense
account to Consolidated Revenue?

(2) In which of those financial years has
such a transfer not been effected?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Detailed records are not

readily available to confirm the
estimated provisions taken into ac-
count in framing the Consolidated
Revenue Fund Estimates prior to the
1978-79 financial year. However,
since 197 8-79 the following provision s
and transfers were made-
Financial Year Estimate Actual

1978-79 13942000 2214708
1979-80 8654000 11 3672152
1980-81 17069014 17069014
1981-82 12608651 4 183858
1982-83 30958694 30958694
1983-84 36983701 36983 701

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Scarborough: Assembly Area

1184. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is there to be a covered assembly area

constructed for the Scarborough Pri-
mary School d uri ng the current year?

(2) If so, what will be the cost of that
facility?

13) When will the work commence?
(4) What is the current enrolment at the

school?
(f) What is thp cstimaled enrolment for

the next sc ool year?
Mr PEARCE i plied:
(1) Yes.
(2) $64205.
(3) Work commenced in August 198 5.
(4) 186 pupils in Years K-7.
(5) 195 pupils in Years K-7.
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EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Samson: Construction

1 185. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When was the Samson Primary School

built?
(2) What was the enrolment of the school

during its first year?
(3) What is its current enrolment?
(4) What is its anticipated enrolment for

the 1986 and 1987 school years?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) Samson Primary School is cur-

rently nearing completion.
(4) 1986-170 in Years K-4

1987-2 50 in Years K-5.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Pinjarra: Manual Arts Room

1186. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Will the temporary manual arts and

arts room at the Pinjarra Senior High
School be upgraded to an appropriate
condition during the current financial
year?

(2) If so, when will work commence on
that project?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) The repair and renovation

work is to commence in the near
future and will be completed by the
start of the 1986 school year.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
School-leaviers Kit

1187. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) Is it a fact that the Government is

providing a kit z". all school leaving-
age children?

(2) If so, what is contained within that
kit?

(3) Was a letter from the Premier to each
student contained in that kit?

(4) If so, why was it considered important
that such a document be included with
that package?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The school leavers' kit contains-

A letter from the Premier
addressed to the students;

job search directory;

job search pack and apprentice
information poster provided by
the Department of Employ-
ment and Training;

"Narrowing the Choice" and the
"Job Hunting Game" provided
by the Commonwealth Employ-
ment Service;

information poster provided by
Edwards College; and a TAFE
opportunities brochure pro-
vided by the Education Depart-
ment.

(3) Yes.
(4) It is considered very appropriate that

the Premier convey his support for
such an event as important as the
Careers Expo in a letter to school
leaverS.
A school leavers' kit will be made
available for the member's infor-
mation.

ABORIGINAL MEDICAL CENTRE
Kelmscott

188. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal
Affairs:

(1) Is the Government or any department
or agency considering the purchase of
the Church of Christ, Parker Avenue,
Kelmscott?

(2) Has a member of the Government
made representation or discussed the
purchase of this property for use as an
Aboriginal Medical Centre?

(3) Is this purchase still under consider-
ation?

(4) Would a rezoning of this property be
required to use the property for a
medical centre?

(5) How could this property be con-
sidered compatible for use as an Abor-
iginal Medical Centre within a normal
suburban residential area?

2896



[Wednesday, 23 October 1985] 28

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am not aware of any such

action.
(3) to (5) Not applicable.

HOUSING: LAND
Clifton Hills:- Development

1189. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) Is Homeswest still proposing to de-
velop its land on pant of lot 290
Connell Avenue, Clifton Hills,
Kelmscott?

(2) If "Yes", what development is being
planned?

(3) Will the development being planned
require town plan rezoning?

(4) Will the development proposed be-

(a) leasehold;
(b) freehold?

(5) Will the development proposed be-
(a) rental accommodation;
(b) purchase accommodation?

(6) How many accommodation units are
being planned in the proposal?

(7) Will he table a copy of the plan?
(8) Will the authority of the Metropolitan

Region Planning Authority be used to
approve the proposed development?

(9) Is negotiation for development of pant
of lot 290 taking place with the Town
of Arniadale at fhe present time?

(10) If "No" to (9), when will Homeswest
discuss the proposal with the Town of
Arrnadale?

(11) What consideration is being given by
Homeswest to the land being pant of
lot 290 Connell Avenue, Clifton Hills,
Kelmscott?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No. The local government authority

has indicated that it is not prepared to
rezone the land at this time.

(2) to (10) Answered by (1) above.

(I)I am not sure as to the meaning of this
question but presume it is answered
by (1) above. If not, I would appreci-
ale clarification.

GAMBLING: CASINO
Burswood Property Trust: Government Liability

1190. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Racing and
Gaming:
(1) What liability has the Government for

the Burswood Property Trust?

(2) What consideration is the Govern-
ment giving to approving the trust's
raising an additional $60 million to
cover overrun in development costs?

(3) Will he detail the reasons for the over-
run?

(4) What variations to the original design
plan have been approved?

(5) Will he detail the estimated trading
performance expectations which
prove the economic viability of the
project after raising the extra capital?

(6) What is the cost of site labour loadings
since the start of development?

(7) (a) Is any entertainment held on site;
(b) if so, has a liquor licence been

obtained?

(8) If "Yes" to (7), what has been the cost
of this entertainment?

(9) What type of poker machines are to be
introduced to improve revenue to ser-
vice the project?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) None.
(2) This matter is being examined by the

Casino Control Committee.
(3) Reasons for the overrun have been

extensively publicised by the
developers.

(4) There have been a number of design
changes approved to improve the
viability and operational efficiency of
the resort complex without affecting
the integrity of the original proposal.

(5) to (8) These are matters of a commer-
cial nature which should properly be
put to the casino developers.

(9) Poker machines are prohibited by law
in this State. An application to intro-
duce video machines has been
received and is currently being
examined by the Casino Control Com-
mittee.
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CHARITABLE ORGANISATIONS
Registrations

1191. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

How many charitable groups are
registered in Western Australia?

Mr GRILL replied:
485.

WILDLIFE
Animals: Indigenous

1192. Mr P. J1. SMITH, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

What is the current figure for separate
species of the following classes of ani-
mals indigenous to Western Australia,
including marine species-
(a) mammals;
(b) marsupials;
(c) reptiles?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(a) 134;
(b) 68;
(c) 387,

as at 30 June 1984.

WILDLIFE
Flora: Indigenous

1193. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

What is the number of separate
species of flowering indigenous plants
considered as "wildflowers" found
in-
(a) the south-west geographical area;
(b) Western Australia?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(a) Approximately 4 000, of which 3 000

are endemic;
(b) approximately 8 000.

ENERGY: GAS
Woodada: Purchases

1194. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

Referring to his answer to question
262, on Thursday, 10 October 1985,
will he please advise the House-

(a) the volume of purchases of
Woodada gas;

(b) whether that gas costs more or
less per unit to purchase than-
(i) WANG gas;
(ii) North-West Shelf gas;

(c) in each case the difference in
cost?

Mr PARKER replied:
(a) 5 000 000 cubic feet per day;
(b) Woodada gas costs the State Energy

Commission more than WANG gas
and is cheaper than Noath-West Shelf
gas;

(c) due to confidentiality undertakings in
the gas purchase contracts entered
into by the State Energy Commission,
it is not possible to disclose the price
differentials between various gas sup-
pliers.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: September

1195. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
During the month of September 1985,
what was the Government's policy on
the acceptance by Ministers of free
holiday air travel and holiday accom-
modation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The practices adopted by Ministers of
the present Government are as
outlined in a Press release dated 21
October 1985, a copy of which is
tabled.
(See paper No. 237.)

MINISTER 0OF THE CROWN: PREMIER
Ministerial Services Officer Fiji Trip

1196. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Did a holiday in Fiji in September

1985 form part of the holiday
entitlement of his Ministerial Services
Officer?

(2) If "Yes", when and how was the de-
partment responsible for the minis-
terial officer's holiday pay notified
that he would be an holiday?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) It formed pant of his time off

in lieu of overtime worked.
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MINISTERS OF TKE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1197. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 1983?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Yes. To Fiji on 10 September 1985.
Neither I nor the Ministers are aware
of other instances in which travel or
accommodation not related to minis-
terial or parliamentary responsibility
have been accepted by me or any
other Minister.
I am satisfied that neither I nor any
other Minister has in any way been
compromised or compromised the
Government. If the Opposition has
any specific matters of concern, then
it should raise them.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1198. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 1983?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I refer the member to the reply to
question 1197.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1199. Mr MacKINrNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 1983?

Mr CARR replied:
Please see reply to question 119 7 of 23
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1200. Mr MacKIINNON, to the Minister for
the Environment:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20OJune 1983?

Mr DAVIES replied:

The member is referred to the reply to
question 1197.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Holidays: Gifts

1201. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 1983?

Mr EVANS replied:
Please see reply to question 119 7 of 2 3
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1202. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Transport:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 19837

Mr GRILL replied:

Please see reply to question 1197 of 23
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Holidays: Gifts
1203. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Health:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 1983?

Mr HODGE replied:
Please see reply to question 1197 of 23
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Holidays: Gifts

1204. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Works:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20OJune 1983?

Mr McIVER replied:
Please see reply to question 1197 of 23
October 1985.
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1205. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20OJune 1983?

Mr PARKER replied:
Please see reply to question 1197 of 23
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1206. Mr MacICINNON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20OJune 198 3?

Mr TONKIN replied:
Please see reply to question 1197 of 23
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1207. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 1983?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The member is referred to the reply to
question 1197.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays' Gifts

1208. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

Has he accepted any free holiday air
travel or holiday accommodation
since 20 June 1983?

Mr WILSON replied:
Please see reply to question 1197 of 23
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Holidays: Gifts

1209. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tounism:

Has the Minister accepted any free
holiday air travel or holiday accom-
modation since 20 June 1983?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Please see reply to question 1197 of 23
October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Holidays: Gifts

1210. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

Has the Attorney General accepted
any free holiday air travel or holiday
accommodation since 20 June 1983?

Mr GRILL replied:

See answer to question 1197.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Holidays: Gifts

1211. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

Has the Minister accepted any free
holiday air travel or holiday accom-
modation since 20 June 1983?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Please see reply to question 1197.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS

Policy: Awareness

1212. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware of Government policy in
relation to the acceptance ot free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P8 3/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by his
office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
.whom was he notified?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) See reply to question 1260.
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: A wareness

1213. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 refer the member to the reply

to question 1260.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy:- A wareness

1214. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: Awareness

1215. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
the Environment:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) to (3) The member is referred to the

reply to question 1260.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: A wareness

1216. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr EVANS replied:
tI) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: Awareness

1217. Mr MacKiNNON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GiFTS
Policy:, Awareness

1218. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has be been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

12603 of 23 October 19 85.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: Awareness

1219. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr McIVER replied:
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: Awareness

1220. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy. Awareness

1221. Mr MacK]NNON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/379,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) lfr"Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy:, Awareness

1222. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) lf "Yes", h as he been not if ied whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) The member is referred to the

reply to question 1260.
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: Awareness

1223. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Is he aware of Government policy in

relation to the acceptance of free air
travel or accommodation by Ministers
and their families as detailed in a
Press release numbered P83/378,
dated 20 June 1983 issued by the
Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has he been notified whether
that policy has been altered,
superseded, or rescinded since 20 June
1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was he notified?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: Awareness

1224. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Is the Minister aware of Government

policy in relation to the acceptance of
free air travel or accommodation by
Ministers and their families as
detailed in a Press release numbered
P83/378, dated 20 June 1983 issued
by the Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has the Minister been noti-
fied whether that policy has been
altered, superseded, or rescinded since
20 June 1983?

(3) if "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was the Minister notified?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied'
(1) to (3) Please see reply to question

1260 of 23 October 1985.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: A wareness

1225. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Is the Attorney General aware of

Government policy in relation to the
acceptance of free air travel or accom-
modation by Ministers and their fam-
ilies as detailed in a Press release num-
bered P83/3 78, dated 20 June 1983
issued by the Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has the Attorney General
been notified whether that policy has
been altered, superseded, or rescinded
since 20OJune 198 3?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was the Attorney General noti-
fied?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (3) See answer to question 1260.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS

Policy.' Awareness

1226. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

(1) Is the Minister aware of Government
policy in relation to the acceptance of
free air travel or accommodation by
Ministers and their families as
detailed in a Press release numbered
P83/378, dated 20 June 1983 issued
by the Premier's office?

(2) If "Yes", has the Minister been noti-
fled whether that policy has been
altered, superseded, or rescinded since
2O June 1983?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), how, when, and by
whom was the Minister notified?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (3) Please see reply to question
1260 of 23 October 1985.

WAGES AND SALARIES

Increases: Allocations

1227. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Treasurer:

What are the total reserves, allo-
cations, funds, and amounts put aside
in the current financial year to cover
anticipated wage increases?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Provision of $62 million has been in-
cluded in the 1985-86 Consolidated
Revenue Fund Estimates for wage and
salary increases likely to be awarded
during the year.
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ROTITNEST ISLAND BOARD
Moorings: America's Cup

1228. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Has the Roitnest Island Board been

approached by any group with a re-
quest that either existing or future
moorings adjacent to Rottnest Island
be made available for use during the
period of the America's Cup?

(2) If so, has any decision been made as to
who will be allowed to use these moor-
ings?

(3) Will the Minister please provide me
with details of that decision?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.

EDUCATION
Intellectually Handicapped Children: Faci/lies
1229. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) What education facilities will be

constructed by the Education Depart-
ment during the current financial year
for intellectually handicapped chil-
dren?

(2) What facilities are currently available
for these children, and where are they
located?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) The Education Department does not

build discrete facilities for intellectu-
ally handicapped children. No specific
purpose special school has been built
since 1981. The department has, how-
ever, undertaken construction and
alterations in a number of schools to
cater for children with a variety of
disabilities.
This action conforms with the policy
of the Government to provide appro-
priate educational support for chil-
dren with a range of handicaps in the
least restrictive educational environ-
ment.

(2) A number of schools which cater only
for children with disabilities still exist.
In addition, a number of educational
support units within regular schools
are being developed. The list which
follows includes both types of unit-

EDUCATION SUPPORT FACILI-
TIES

Gladys Newton School
Kim Beazley School
Burbridge School
Carson Street School
Castlereagh School
Chidley Educational Centre
Durham Road School
Mosman Park School for the Deaf
Sir David Brand School
South Kensington School
Clackline
Boordaak School
Buckland Hill School
Carawatha Language Develop-
ment Centre
Carnarvon Education Support
Centre
College Row School
Cottesloe School for Partial Hear-
ing
Cyril Jackson Education Support
Centre
Holland Street School
Iris Litis School
Kapinara Language Development
Centre
Karratha Education Support
Centre
Kenwick School
Kewdale Language Development
Centre
Koorilla Education Support
Centre
Lorna Mitchell School
Malibu School
Melville Rehabilitation Hospital
School
Mt Melville School
Princess Margaret Hospital
School
RPH Hospital School
West Perth School
Westminster Education Support
Centre
Wongan Hills Education Support
Centre
Yokine Language Development
Centre
Cassia Education Support Centre
Glen Lee School
Lady Lawley Cottage School
Manjimup Education Support
Centre
Mt Lawley Reception Home
School
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Narrogin Education Support
Centre
Sutherland Education Support
Centre
Walmsley Street School
West Street School.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Rostrata: Construction

1230. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When will construction of the next

stage of the Rostrata Primary School
commence?

(2) What facilities will be included in this
stage?

(3) When is it anticipated the contract for
this work will be let?

(4) When is it anticipated the contract for
this work will be completed?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Early in the calendar year 1986.
(2) Eight classrooms with associated prac-

tical areas, a covered area, and library-
resource centre.

(3) Early in the calendar year 1986.
(4) Approximately six months after the

contract is let.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Bibra Lake: Construction

1231. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When is it anticipated that construc-

tion of the new Bibra Lake Primary
School will commence?

(2) When will the school be ready for
occupancy?

(3) What facilities will be included in the
f irst stage of the school?

(4) When will a pre-primary centre to ser-
vice the area be constructed?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) During the calendar year 1986.
(2) The start of the school year 1987.
(3) and (4) Eight classrooms with

associated practice areas, a covered
area, administration block, and pre-
primary facility.

1232. Postponed.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: BUILDING
SOCIETIES

Interest Rates: Letters
1233. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) How many letters informing people
with building society mortgages did
the Government post out with the co-
operation of the building societies?

(2) How much did this cost?

(3) How was that cost broken up as to-
(a) postage;

(b) paper cost;
(c) printing cost;

(d) addressing and compiling costs?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) 48945.

(2) $19 804.69.
(3) (a) $14 577.31;

(b) and (c) $3 323.00;
(d) $ 1904.38.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: CABINET
Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet:

Holiday Gifs

1234. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(t) Since 20 June 1983 has the Parliamen-
tary Secretary of the Cabinet accepted
any free air travel or accommodation
for holiday or other purposes?

(2) Will he list-
(a) dates that the travel or accommo-

dat ion was accepted;
(b) who provided the travel or ac-

commodation; and

(c) the purpose of the travel or ac-
cornmmodation usage?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) I am not aware of any instance
in which the Parliamentary Secretary
of the Cabinet has accepted any free
air travel or accommodation. How-
ever, if the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position has any specific concern in
this area and refers the details to me
they will be investigated.
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EDUCATION
Technical and Further Education: Participation

and Equity Programme Courses

1235. Mr WATT, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) How much was provided by the Corn-

monwealth in-
(a) 1984-85; and
(b) 1986,
for participation and equity pro-
gramme courses conducted by the
Technical and Further Education Div-
ision in Western Australia?

(2) How many programmes were, or are
to be, funded in each of these years?

(3) If there is a reduction in funds for
1 985-86, will the State Government
provide additional funds to meet the
shortfall?

(4) Which areas are to be most affected by
a reduction in funding?

(5) Is preference to be given in the allo-
cation of participation and equity pro-
gramme funds to areas of high youth
unemployment?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Funding for TAPE PEP-

1985-$3.07 million
1 986-$ 1.69 million.

(2) Number of programmes which have
been or are contemplated being
funded-

1985-147
1986-51.-

(3) PEP funding is provided by the Com-
monwealth Government and is incor-
porated in the State Budget. State
Budget sources provide the bulk of
TAPE funding. The need for provision
of courses of the type provided
through PEP will be considered during
1986 in the overall determination of
TAPE priorities.

(4) No funding has been made available
from the State Budget.

(5) As far as possible proportional re-
ductions will be made, but non-college
based programmes will be in the area
where the greatest reduction will be
made.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN
Chartered Aircraft: Policy

1236. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) What is the current policy that applies

to the use by Ministers of chartered
aircraft?

(2) When was that policy introduced?
(3) Was the policy a result of a Cabinet

decision?
(4) If not, who gave the policy direction?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) Ministers charter aircraft as

required, depending on the circum-
stance in each case.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER
Fiji Holiday Travelling Allowance

1237. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Has he made a claim for the travelling

allowance available to Ministers and
the Premier for the period he was on
holiday in Fiji?

(2) Has his ministerial services officer,
Mr She rvington, made a travelling al-
lowance claim for the period he was
on holiday in Fiji?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) No.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Policy: Goods and Services

1238. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
What is the current Government pol-
icy relating to the acceptance of gifts
other than by way of free accommo-
dation or free air travel?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
See copy of a Press release, tabled in
response to question 1195.

ENERGY
Petroleum Exploration: Signature Bonus

Scheme
1239. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to his media statement of

4 October 1985 in which he referred
to the Federal Government's proposed
"Isignature bonus" scheme, as he has
indicated that the Federal Govern-
ment will only apply this scheme in
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Commonwealth waters, what changes,
if any, will take place in waters off the
Western Australian coast?

(2) For what reason has the Federal
Government accepted the State
Government's commendable oppo-
sition to this retrograde policy?

(3) Has the Federal Government also
agreed to amend or drop its proposal
for retention lease payments?

Mr PARKER replied:,
(1) and (2) At this stage, the Common-

wealth will apply the signature bonus
scheme to the territory of Ashmore
and Cartier Islands only. The Federal
Government has been made fully
aware of the Western Australian
Government's strong opposition to
the scheme.

(3) No, but the State is continuing to op-
pose introduction of retention lease
premiums.

RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS
Fringe Benefits Tax

1240. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(I) Does the Government consider that

the Federal Government's proposed
tax on fringe benefits and allowances
will affect resource development proj-
ects in Western Australia?

(2) if so, what policy will the Government
be trying to have implemented by the
group which will discuss the legis-
lation with the Federal Treasury and
taxation officials?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Modifications to the (ax package (hat

appropriately recognise the income
tax induced disabilities borne by re-
source developers in remote areas.

MINERAL SANDS
Allied Eneabba Lid: Takeover

1241. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier;
(1) With regard to the proposed takeover

of the mineral sands company, Allied
Eneabba Ltd, did the chairman of the
western Australian Development
Corporation have discussions with the
representative of Allied Eneabba Ltd?

(2) Is it fact that the chairman of the
Western Australian Development
Corporation subsequently undertook a
discussion with Renison Goldfield
Consolidated Ltd, which was seeking
to purchase Allied Eneabba Ltd?

(3) Was this subsequent discussion
undertaken with the approval of Al-
lied Eneabba Ltd in view of the confi-
dential information involved?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) The Chairman of WADC under-

takes a number of discussions in the
commercial arena in relation to the
corporation's brief to promote econ-
omic development in Western
Australia. The nature and content of
those discussions involving the chair-
man or any other officer of the corpor-
ation are subject to the provisions of
commercial confidentiality.

ENERGY: PETROLEUM
Barrow Island:, Royalties

1242. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Adverfling to *the reply given to ques-
tion 735 of 1985 concerning Barrow
Island royalty payment arrangements,
has agreement yet been reached with
all the parties on the matters referred
to?

Mr PARKER replied:
No.

MINERALS: STATE BATTERY
Kalgoorlie: Tailings Dump

1243. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

On what basis, and at what level of
financial return, was North Kalgurli
Mines Ltd, permitted to process the
tailings dump at the Kalgoorlie State
Battery in l980Oand 1981 ?

Mr PARKER replied:
Initial arrangements with North
Kalgurli Mines Ltd were at S I per
tonne. Arrangements were changed in
September 1981 to 0.5 per cent of the
gold price per ton ne. Total tonnes
treated at both rates were 171 578 for
a total royalty of $221 158-average
$1.28 per tonne. The arrangements
were specifically referred to as an ex-
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ception to the former Government's
policy of not allowing the private sec-
tor access to operating State Batteries,
tailings dumps because of the severe
financial difficulties facing North
Kalgurli at that time.

ENERGY

State Energy Commission: Maintenance and
Construction Projects

1244. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Adverting, to the reply given to ques-
tion 802 of 1985 concerning deterrni-
nation of maintenance and construc-
tion projects, in what "special cases"
has he made the necessary determi-
nation?

(2) On what basis are such matters re-
ferred to him for decision?

(3) What criteria are used in making such
a determination?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) There have been no such cases that I
can recall. I would become involved if
the project had special significance for
State development, industrial growth,
enhanced employment or similar. The
proposed aluminium smelter was one
such case but no final determinations
were made prior to the project being
deferred.

(2) and (3) Answered by (I).

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Powerlines: Marvel Loch-Southern Cross

1245. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) With regard to the proposed State En-
ergy Commission transmission line
from Southern Cross to Marvel Loch,
for what reason did the Government
advise that the line should not be
constructed by private contractors but
by the State Energy Commission em-
ployees?

(2) Is it fact that construction could have
commenced earlier had the work been
awarded to private contractors?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The new line is in close proximity to

the existing high voltage line to Mar-
vel Loch, and for safety reasons
trained State Energy Commission em-
ployees are carrying out the work.

(2) No.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Powerdines:, Marvel Loch-Southern Cross

1246. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Adverting to the reply to question 806

of 1985 concerning the transmission
line from Southern Cross to Marvel
Loch, is it a fact that the contract Was
not fintally signed until August 1985,
because the State Energy Commission
did not have a final contract ready be-
fore that time?

(2) Have all tenders now been awarded
for this work?

(3) Is it still estimated that the line will be
completed in March 1986?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No. For the new powerline to Marvel

Loch to be economically viable the
commission needed to secure con trac-
tual agreements with both Great
Victoria Gold Ltd and the Nevoria
joint venture. Negotiated understand-
ings were developed by the com-
mission with both pantics. Deeds of
indemnity were executed by Great
Victoria Gold Ltd on 19 April 1985
and the Nevoria joint venture on 20
May 1985 which allowed design and
engineering works to commence at
that time. Contracts were forwarded
to both companies by 21 June 1985.
Power supply contracts were
subsequently executed by these two
customers on 5 August and 22 July
1985 respectively.

(2) and (3) Yes.

ENERGY: GAS
Fremantle Gas and Coke Co Lid:, Supplies

1247. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Has the Government, or any person
acting on behalf of the Government,
undertaken any discussions with the
new owners of the Fremantle Gas and
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Coke Co. regarding the State Energy
Commission assuming responsibility
for supplying gas to the company's
customers?

Mr PARKER replied:

No discussions which would lead to
the State Energy Commission as-
suming such responsibility have been
held.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

Landscape Architect: Appointment

1248. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Adverting to the reply given to ques-
tion 826 of 1985 concerning appoint-
ment of a landscape architect to the
department, would he now be able to
specifically answer part (3) of the
question?

(2) Does he mean that the existing pro-
fessional services in the private sector
are inadequate to unden-ake this
work?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Past experience has shown that the
amount and continuous nature of the
work in this area justify a fuji-time
position.

(2) No.

"LESCHENAULT"

Sinking

1249. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Adverting to the reply given to ques-
tion 763 of 1985 concerning the sink-
ing of the yacht Leschenauht, at what
time and on what date were the Feder-
al Sea Safety and Surveillance Centre,
Canberra, and the Royal Australian
Navy hydrographer in Sydney noti-
fled?

(2) By what method was this notification
made?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) (i) 16 December at approximately
1130 hours surveillance centre
notified;

(ii) 16 December, 1800 hours surveil-
lance centre notified buoy in
position marking the isolated
danger;

(iii) 17 December, 1645 hours
Coastwatch and Department of
Defence Communications Centre
Sydney-Nayy)--notified.

(2) (i) Telephone;
(ii) telephone;

(iii) telex.

'4LESCHENAULT"
Sinking

1250. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to ques-

tion 760 of 1985 concerning sinking of
the yacht Leschenault, if the hazard
was marked correctly, why did the
Leschenault strike the hazard and not
the marker buoy?

(2) Does he still claim that the hazard was
marked correctly in accordance with
the JALA requirements?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) As I was not the helmsman-navigator

on the Leschenault at the time, I am
not in a position to answer this ques-
tion.

(2) Refer to answer to question 640 (1).

"LESCHENAULT"
Sinking

1251. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Adverting. to the reply given to ques-
tion 759 of 1985 concerning sinking of
the yacht Leschenazdi, would he please
explain the difference between an
"isolated" danger and a .new"
danger?

Mr GRILL replied:
Isolated danger-a danger of limited
extent which has navigable water all
around it.
New danger-a newly discovered haz-
ard to navigation not yet shown on
charts, or included in sailing direc-
tions or sufficiently promulgated by
notices to mariners.
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SUPERANNUATION
Coal Mine Workers: Commutation

1252. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Regarding minute No. 4382 of the

Coal Mine Workers Pensions Tri-
bunal, and with regard to the
proposed changes to the Coal Mine
Workers' (Pensions) Act, for what
reason did the chairman determine
that all pensions would be commuted?

(2) For what reason was it determined by
the chairman that 80 per cent accept-
ance would constitute a majority?

(3) Were existing beneficiaries under the
Act asked to participate, or express
any opinion, regarding the changes be-
fore the ballot was conducted?

(4) If not, why not?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) Minute No 4382 expresses the

view of the chairman that an 80 per
cent acceptance by pensioners would
be more than sufficient to allow the
decision to be made.

(3) Yes.
(4) Not applicable.

SUPERANNUATION
Coal Mine Workers: Legislative Changes

1253. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the ballot conducted to

determine proposed legislative
changes to the Coal Mine Workers
(Pensions) Act, what percentage ma-
jority was required to approve any
changes?

(2) What was the number of persons
entitled to vote in the ballot?

(3) How many voters returned the ballot
papers which were forwarded by letter

-dated 15 February 1985?
(4) Were any ballot papers received after

the 14-day period allowed, and not
taken into account?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) A simple majority only was required.
(2) 441.
(3) 428.
(4) No.

SIR LENOX HEWITT
Association: Mr Khalid R. Al Zayani

1254. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) With regard to the reply received from

Sir Lenox Hewitt, and referred to in
question 1100 of 1985, did Sir Lenox
refer to his association with Mr
Khalid R. Al Zayani?

(2) As he has already indicated on 17
April 1985 he was not aware of any
association between Sir Lenox and Mr
Al Zayani, is he now intending to
clarify this matter with Sir Lenox and
the Parliament?

(3) Has Sir Lenox satisfied him regarding
his various discussions with Middle
East interests relating to Camballin
Farms?

(4) For whom was Sir Lenox acting dur-
ing these discussions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes,
(2) I am not aware what matters the mem-

ber regards as requiring clarification.
(3) Yes.
(4) 1 have not asked Sir Lenox for and did

not expect him to provide a list of
every occasion on which he has
spoken to Mr Al Zayani. If the mem-
ber has some particular concern he
should specify it and I will consider
having it investigated.

SIR LEN OX HEWITT
Conflict of ml orest: Explanation

1255. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to ques-

tion 1100 of 1985, on what date was
the required reply received from Sir
Lenox Hewitt?

(2) Has he personally considered~ the re-
ply?

(3) Has he personally discussed the reply
with Sir Lenox Hewitt?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) If so, when did the discussions occur?
(6) What reason has been given by Sir

Len ox Hewitt for failing to respond to
an urgent request for a reply made last
May?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) 4 October 1985.
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(2) Yes.
(3) No.
(4) Sir Lenox left for overseas the day the

reply was received; but in any case I
regard the written reply as satisfac-
tory.

(5) Not applicable.
(6) None.

AMERICA'S CUP
Charter Vessels:- Details

1256. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to ques-

tion 1106 of 1985 concerning charter
vessels for the America's Cup, is the
Minister still considering the source
from which the charter vessel's details
have been obtained?

(2) When will this "consideration" be
finalIised?

(3) Who is assisting the Minister in this
"consideration"?

(4) What criteria are being used to reach a
decision on which vessel will be
selected for the Minister to use?

(5) Who will be invited to use the vessel
in company with the Minister?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) to (5) See reply to question 1106 of 16

October 1985.

WA DIAMOND TRUST
Unit Holdings

1257. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
Adverting to the reply given to part (c)
of question 1101 of 1985, is he
indicating that he has not approved
any further investment in the Western
Australian Diamond Trust by Gov-
erment or semi-Government
authorities, other than those units
given in his reply?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I would like to correct my answer to
question 11t0 1 as I overlooked to men-
tion that the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation had invested
$5 million in the Western Australian
Diamond Trust. However, I am sure

the member was aware of this fact as
this was detailed in the prospectus to
the issue.

In fulfilling my role under various
Acts I have not specifically approved
any additional investments than those
already detailed in the Western
Australian Diamond Trust by Gov-
ernment or semi-Government
authorities.

MINERALS: IRON ORE

Robe River Government Equity

1258. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) Adverting to the reply given to ques-
tion 1108 of 1985 concerning Govern-
ment equity in the Robe River iron
ore project, and as the "investment"
was using public funds, was the invest-
ment discussed with the Government
before being finalised?

(2) If so, did the Government attach any
requirements or policy objectives for
the Western Australian Development
Corporation to consider?

(3) If not, is the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation able to utilise
public funds in this way without any
referral or approval from Govern-
ment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) As indicated to the member in
the answer to question 1108, the in-
vestment policy of' WADC is deter-
mined by its board of directors.

ENERGY: PETROLEUM

Barrow Island: Royalties

1259. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Adverting to the reply given to ques-
tion 737 of 1985, does he still main-
tain that there has been no criticism of
the precedent, principles, and ramifi-
cations of the proposed royalty rev-
enue arrangements for the Barrow
Island oil and gas field?

Mr PARKER replied:

Not that I am aware of.
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS

Policy: Change

1260. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

Referring to his policy announcement
of 20 June 1983, reference Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet 83-
378-

(a) when was that policy changed;

(b) who made the decision to change
the policy;

(c) how were Ministers advised of
that change in policy?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) to (c) Soon after the policy announce-
ment of 20 June 1983, it became ap-
parent to the Government that the
policy was unworkable, and in Cabi-
net discussions the practices used were
adopted.

1261. Postponed.

TRANSPORT

Stat eshi ps: New Zealand

1262. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Will any Stateships be sailing to New
Zealand from January 1986 with a 1 /
month turn-around?

(2) If so, will they be transporting rural
products from New Zealand to
Australia?

(3) If so, what products?

(4) At which Australian ports will these
ships be stopping?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (4) Stateships and the Office of the
Coordinator General of Transport are
examining a number of options to ex-
tend the profitable aspects of
Stateships' operations. The Govern-
ment has not as yet considered these
operations.

ENERGY
Petroleum Exploration: Permits

1263. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Is it a fact that in relation to a pet-
roleum exploration permit a party to
whom a permit is granted has the
option to withdraw from proceeding
with exploration after two years?

Mr PARKER replied:
Yes, provided that at the time of sur-
render, the exploration programme for
the party is in good standing. This
means it will have fulfilled its commit-
ments up to that time.

HEALTH
Repetitive Strain Injury Taskforce:- Furniture

Advice
1264. Mr COURT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:
(1) Does the Government's repetitive

strain injury task force advise the
Government departments on what
furniture they should purchase?

(2) Does this body provide the same ser-
vice to the private sector?

(3) If "Yes", does the task force charge
commercial fees for this advice?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The Government's repetitive strain

injury task force provides advice to
the State Tender Hoard and Govern-
ment departments on the ergonomic
suitability of furniture.

(2) Yes, when requested by the private
sector.

(3) No.

HEALTH
Repetitive Strain Injury Task Force: Furniture

Advice
1265. Mr COURT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:
(1) Is the Government's repetitive strain

injury task force working closely with
industry to ensure that a wide range of
suitable ergonomic furniture is avail-
able at competitive prices?
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(2) How many companies can supply
ergonomic furniture in Western
Australia?

(3) Are qualified ergonomics personnel
employed in the repetitive strain in-
jury task force?

(4) Does the repetitive strain injury task
force design equipment for Govern-
ment use?

(5) If "Yes", does the repetitive strain in-
jury task force recommend their own
designs be used?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The Government's repetitive strain

injury task force provides advice to
industry on request regarding the
ergonomic design of furniture.

(2) The number of companies supplying
ergonomically designed furniture is in-
creasing as manufacturers recognise
the demand for better ergonomic de-
sign. The exact number of companies
is not known.

(3) The Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare Commission employs quali-
fied ergonomists to assist the task
force.

(4) No.
(5) Not applicable.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Youth Camps: Four-wheel-drive Vehicle

1266. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal
Affairs:
(1) Is he aware of a submission from the

Koorda Club Youth Committee at
Carnarvon, seeking assistance to
purchase a suitable four wheel-drive
vehicle for youth camps involving un-
employed young Aborigines?

(2) Does the submission have his support
and will he use his best endeavours to
assist this group?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) I have received a letter dated 4

October 1985 from a Mr P. Moncrieff
on behalf of the Koorda Club Youth
Committee requesting further assist-
ance in obtaining a vehicle currently
placed for public tender by the West-
emn Australian Water Authority. This
organisation had previously been
granted an amount of $3 000 on 13

June 1985 to assist it in the purchase
of a vehicle. The previous submission
had stressed that the organisation
would be attempting to obtain a ve-
hicle in the $3 500-$4 000 price range
and that the Koorda Club would be
able to raise the extra $1 500. This
does not appear to have happened.

(2) 1 am reluctant to give this recent sub-
mission further support until I have
evidence that the Koorda Club is actu-
ally receiving some community sup-
port. There does not appear to be
much evidence of such support at this
time.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS
Lass

1267. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Works:
(I) What was the State Engineering

Works loss for the last frniuncial year?
(2) What were the main causes of this

loss?
Mr McI VER replied:

(1) and (2) There are no audited figures
yet available for the 1984-85 financial
year. The figures will be released fol-
lowing finalisation by the Auditor
General.

1268. Postponed.

TRANSPORT

South African Airways: Ban
1269. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Transport:
Will he make the representations to
the Prime Minister to ensure that
South African Airways is not banned
from flying to Western Australia?

Mr GRILL replied:
This is an issue of Federal policy,
much wider than transport and, as
such, it is being addressed at the
national level. I am sure the impli-
cations of such a ban are well known
to the Federal Government. The State
Government will be keeping a close
watch on developments.

1270. Postponed.
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FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: BUILDING
SOCIETIES

interest Rates: Treasury Contact

1271. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Are any senior Treasury officials

contacting building societies directly
and urging them to lower interest rates
on housing loans?

(2) If "Yes", are the building societies ap-
proached in a position to lower their
interest rates?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) and (2) A building society which had
increased its rates during September
was approached and it subsequently
agreed to reduce its rates for eligible
loans, backdated to I October, the
date at which it received the deposit of
Government interest-free funds.

FORESTS

Sandalwood Purchases
1272. Mir BLAIKIE, 10 the Minister for

Conservation and Land Management:
(1) How many countries buy sandalwood

from Australia?
(2) What percentage of total Australian

sales and production come from West-
ern Australia?

(3) How are-
(a) royalties;
(b) puller;

(c) export prices,
determined?

(4) When were prices last reviewed?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Six.
(2) Understood to be 100 per cent.

(3) (a) Royalties are adjusted in accord-
ance with hardwood log royalties;

(b) prices paid to pullers are adjusted
annually in line with CPI move-
ments and having regard for other
special circumstances;

(c) export prices are adjusted annu-
ally having regard for the price of
similar products in the market
place.

(4) 1 January 1985.

COMMUNITY SERVICES: APPLICANTS
Interviews: Guidelines

1 273. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Community Services:
(1) Are there any guidelines operating

within the Department for Com-
munity Welfare covering the
interviewing of applicants seeking as-
sistance or welfare?

(2) If so, what are the guidelines?
(3) Is it usual to establish the eligibility of

an applicant by interviewing the appli-
cant at the front counter in full view
and hearing of other customers?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes. There are guidelines to assist

officers to determine eligibility for
financial aid and there are training
programmes aimed at improving the
interviewing skills of officers in public
contact.

(2) A copy of the financial aid guidelines
is below.

(3) No. Financial assistance is extended
across the State in a wide range of
situations. Wherever suitable facilities
exist, the applicant is interviewed in
private.

THlE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEPARTMENT FOR COM-
MUNITY SERVICES

NON-CONTINUOUS ASSISTANCE CRITERIA
(As at 1110t198 5)

CATEGORY ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
Unemployment & Sick- Assistance may be provided in country
ness Benefit Bridging Re- areas to destitute applicants for Unem-
tief ployment or Sickness Beniefit who, be-

cause of remoteness from a D55 Office,
cannot obtain early benefit paymentI. The
level of assistance ia to he suf'cen for
subsistence until first benefit cheque is
due. Such payments to be recpd from
DSS.

Current D.S.S. Cheqtue
Delay

Emergency Travel

Payment for Basic Dom-
estic Expenses

Assistance is provided where current Pen-
sionersi~eneficianies are destitute because
DSS entitlement is overdue. Level of as-
sistance to be sufficient for subsistence
until overdue entitlement anrives.
Restricted to persona who, because of iso-
tasion, sue unable to obtain substitute
("counter cheque) payment direct from a
085 Offse Such paymnts ame usually
repaid by the recipient when the overdue
cheque arrives.
Assistance is provided in situations where
travel is necessary for the safety or sur-
vival of a Stranded person.
Assistance for energy, water or housing
arears, for food, clothing or medication or
for essential household equipment may be
provided wsshi n specified limrits to desti-
tue persons who are Commonwealth
Health Card Holders and have to) meet the
full range of normal domestic espenses
Assisiance is advanced only where and so
the extent that payment is necessary to
overcomse the immed iate crisis. Assistance
will not be extended t0 persona whose
basic situation in not threatened by
deferral of payment or who can negotiate
time payment of accountis.
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CATEGORY
MedlicallTravel

Personal Disaser

LostSltolen Money

Temporary Accomnmo-
dalion

5.H.C. Deposit Ingoing
Fees

Furmnitr Removal

Optical

High School Clothing

Temporary Child Place-
nient

New Employment Bridg-
ins

Blarkets

Miscellaneous Situations

ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
Assistance my be advanced to Country
Out-Patients wish travel costa where they
ar. referred for S alist mredical treat-
ment no vilbeits the locality. The
level of assistance depends on the
patient's entitlement to a Commonwealth
Health Card.
Assistance is extended where a person auf-
fe1 a personal ditasler, eg. house fire.

Dlvery of assitnce to be co-rdinaed
wthehr welfarce agencies involved.

Level of relief to cover basic and immcdi.
ate needs (e.g. food, clothing and acccons-
laudation costs not provide for by other
agencies).
Assistance is ettentded where a person I .s
made destitute because hnuckccpin1money has been lost or Stolcn. Level o1

aStanceto b. sufficient for Subsistence
until next income is disc. The lons or theft
must be emounted to the Police. To be
refunded irmissing money is recovered,
Assistance is esended where a person is
without overnight accommodation.
Restricted to situations where temporary
accommodation is beyond family's re-
Sources and not available at Ref.
uge/Shelter.
Attittance is providecd on a concessions)
basis to Commonwealth Health Card
Holders to pay ingoirt fees where S.H.C.
rental accommnodionim has been allocated.
Level of assistance is limited to cover
stamp duty, deposit and one week'S
raeaed rent.
Assistance is provided where families
allocated housing cannot afford to pay
fumniture removal coSs Restricted to
Health Card Holders who do not have the
means to meet thse expense. Competitive
quotes, to be Sougt and any sell-help ca-
pacity to be fully utilised (e.g. uate of hire
ltaler, packingand loading),
Assistance is provided where a person
cannot afford spectacles. Restricted to
case where the applicant (a) is at risk or
Seriously handicapped without spectacles
.ad (b) has in.. lical means to pay for
the spectacles either in cash or overa
period of time.
Assistance is available where a family can'
not afford clothing for children attending
High School. Restricted to families w1.it
income at basic Pensioner(Becrir
level for their children in Ihe ftirstthe

chld receiigacohn 
loacthroug anothe dcto upr

J ianr inrltok oamuto.amn
per child, procssfrapoltc
Assistance is Provided where a low in.
come family has temporary cariefof anun-
suported child. Level ofrle0 st be
sufficient or subMstence needs of child
until longer ter arrangemensts can be
made.
Assistance is provided to destitute per'
wans awaiting urst wage. Level of relief so
he sufficient for subsistence until wage, is
received.
Assisunce is available to deseitute fail-
ies or Persons where such relief is neccess-
art for their immediate health and well-
being and where voluntary resources are
unable to provide Support.
Assistance is available where for other
relasions a destitute Person or family re'quires relief. Applied only in msscl-
laneous situations where such relief is
necessary oir safety or survival and it isbeyond the person s resources to provide
it.-

CONT'INUOUS ASSISTANCE CRITERIA
Etaordinary Domestic Assistance is provided where penysione's

ad other low income families have inisuf-
ficient meas to metexrodny
health expenrses Such as csl pca
diets or excessive ciserjyf/water alccounts.

CATEGORY
Housekeeper Support

Reduced Benefit

No Income

ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
Assistance is provided where sickness or
multiple birth situations crate the nems'
it for shor-ten Hosusekeeper support
beyood the family's means.
Assistance is provided where Sole parents
not residentially qualified for ste Corn'
monwveash Supporing Parents' Benefit

are entirely dlependent on the lesser
Special Benefit. The Department rtmkes
up the shortfall.
Assistance is provided where destitute
persons hae" no capacity to support them.
Selves and no entitlement frm any other
Source.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ABATTOIR: ALBANY
Dispute

313. Mr HASSELL, to the Deputy Premier:
Is the Deputy Premier aware that the
Albany Abattoir, which has been
reopened for a week, has already ex-
perienced its first strike? Does that
speak volumes for the arrangements
made by the Deputy Premier for the
reopening of the abattoir, or has he
had his friend, Mr Alex Payne, on the
job again?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The Leader of the Opposition has
made his decision to climb back on
the hobbyhorse. He thinks that if he
can sling muck at industrial relations
in Western Australia, it will somehow
or other advance his cause. We have
tried with a great deal of patience over
the last three years to convince the
Leader of the Opposition that the con-
frontation and exacerbation of indus-
trial disputation that he and his col-
leagues were part of when they were in
Government in previous Parliaments
is not something that we intend to per-
sist with. He can say all he likes; he
can defame union leaders and the
people of Albany, and anybody in that
situation, but the simple truth is that
if there has been a stoppage in Albany
I will eventually get the details in the
not too distant future.
As the Minister for Industrial Devel-
opment, I do not happen to accept
that it is my responsibility-heeding
the words of the member for
Nedlands-to be "on the back of the
private sector". We have taken notice
of some of the requests made to us to
get off the back of the private sector.
We are rather delighted with the way
the private sector has stitched together
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this deal, with some encouragement
from the Government, to see that the
abattoir comes back into operation in
Albany. It is not the responsibility of
the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment to embroil himself in the indus-
trial stoppages which might occur in
abattoirs.

PLANNING: HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT

Scarborough; Spindrifter

314. Mr BURKETIT, to the Minister for
Planning:

When the City of Stirling gave plan-
ning approval to the Spindrifter devel-
opment at Scarborough Beach in
November 1983, there were 22 con-
ditions attached to the approval, No. 2
of which was, "Amalgamation of lot
101-"1

The SPEAKER: Order! The member must
ask the question.

Mr BURKETT: The question follows up in
30 seconds from now. I repeat, the
second condition was, "Amalga-
mation of lot 101. lot 230, lot
229 and lot 228 prior to issue of the
building licence". Was this condition
fulfilled prior to issue of the building
licence on 8 November 1984?

Mr PEARCE replied:

I might say by way of preamble that I
noticed in this afternoon's Daily News
that the Liberal Mayor of the City of
Stirling took it upon himself to de-
scribe the performance of my job as
inept and incompetent. At the very
same time that he was making that
statement, I had my own officers
search ing through the conditions that
the City of Stirling gave in this devel-
opment to see whether they had in fact
been compliedS with. Let me advise the
House that if there is any ineptness or
incompetence in this matter, it lies
firmly with the City of Stirling be-
cause one of the conditions of the de-
velopment approval before a building
licence could be issued was the amal-
gamation of the four titles of the four
lots which were to comprise the large
lot on which this development was to
take place.

As of today there has been no such
amalgamation. So, under the terms of
its own development approval, the
City of Stirling had no right to grant a
building licence; that is to say, the
terms of the development have not
been complied with and as of today
only two of the four lots are titled
under the name of the developer. If
any member wishes to check on that, I
have a photocopy of the titles of the
four lots involved.
I am further advised by my officers
that the development approval itself
may well be out of time as of today, in
which case a further development ap-
proval will have to be sought before
any further progress can be made on
that project.

Mr Peter Jones: Has the council applied
for the amalgamation of the title?

Mr PEARCE: I do not know. The City of
Stirling's incompetence is quite as-
tounding. The City of Stirling's con-
dit ion was that the titles were to be
amalgamated before a building licence
would be issued. The building licence
was issued a year ago.

Mr Peter Jones: The hold-up might he in
the Government.

Mr PEARCE: It is not within the Govern-
ment, because I met with my officers
today and they told me that no ap-
proval had been given for amalga-
mation.

Mr Peter Jones: No application?
Mr PEARCE: No application. There had

to be an amalgamation a year ago and
there has been no hold-up in Govern-
ment for a year.
I spoke this morning with the Chair-
man of the Town Planning Board
about this matter, and she alerted me
to the possibility that this condition of
amalgamation had not been carried
out. So the City of Stirling has shown
incompetence and ineptness in this
matter. If it is the case, as my officers
believe, that the development ap-
proval itself is currently out of time,
the City of Stirling should have made
efforts to seek a renewal of the devel-
opment approval, which is not now
possible under the conditions which
the Government has placed on devel-
opment in that area. The council
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should not have allowed building
work to be undertaken. That is further
evidence of the ineptness and incom-
petence of the City of Stirling in this
matter,

When I met this afternoon with the
developers to discuss the matter, they
indicated that if the proposal did not
go ahead, they felt they might have
legal grounds to take action against
the City of Stirling. On the evidence
available to me, any developer caught
up in that kind of incompetence
probably could take that action.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Overtime: Time off

315. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(I) Is it Government policy to allow salar-
ied officers time off in lieu of over-
time?

(2) If not, why is it that Mr Shervington
was allowed his time in Fiji as time off
in lieu of overtime?

(3) Have any other members of his staff
been granted such an extensive period
of time off in lieu of overlime?

(4) If so, will he advise the House of the
names of those Government officers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (4) With respect to (3), I am not
sure of the situation so I cannot
answer that part without notice.

With respect to the first two pants of
the question, as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition probably knows, I fol-
low the practice of having a single
driver, not as previous Premiers have
done of having two and sometimes
three drivers. As pant of the Minis-
terial Services Officer's func-
tion-that is, to drive me-he ac-
cumulates time off in lieu, and as a
matter of practice, if he wants to take
time off apart from his holidays, the
accumulated lime off in lieu is
extinguished. That is quite normal
practice.

Mr MacKinnon: For a salaried officer?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure
whether there is a difference between
a salaried officer and a non-salaried

officer, but it seems to me that it is
quite normal practice for people who
have worked long hours of overtime to
be given an afternoon off at some time
or other in recompense for their over-
time. I suspect the fundamental point
is the question asked previously on
notice; that is, did Mr Shervinglon
somehow get paid-

Mr MacKinnon: I have asked whether sal-
aried officers, as pant of Government
policy, get overtime accumulated and
then have time off in lieu. Senior
Government officers work many
hours of overtime but are not entitled
to time off in lieu.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think Mr
Shervingion receives about $16000 a
year, which hardly puts him in the
same bracket as a senior public ser-
vant.

Mr MacKin non: That is exclusive of over-
time. Does he get paid for overtime?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I believe so.

Mr MacKinnon: How can he then get time
off in lieu?

Mr Bryce: Because he can choose, you nit!

Mr MacKinnon: If he gets paid for over-
time, how then does lhe get time off in
lieu?

Mr Bryce: He doesn't get both. He has a
choice, like most other employees all
across Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Surely one is not ex-
clusive of the other. He does not have
to claim overtime; he can have lime
off in lieu.

Mr MacKinnon: He can either Work paid
overtime or work unpaid overtime
and then have time off in lieu? That is
an unusual salary arrangement.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That goes to the third
part of the question and I cannot
answer that, because I cannot say,
"Yes, there are these 15 people." If the
member wants to know whether Mr
Shervington can take time off in lieu
for that which is owed him for services
he has rendered, the answer is "Yes"
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CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Trump Card (Australia) Pty Lid: Investigations

316. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:

I have given the Minister some notice
of the question.

(1) Has the Department of Consumer
Affairs completed its inquiries in
relation to Trump Card
(Australia) Pty Ltd?

(2) What are the results of those in-
vestigations?

(3) What action is the department
proposing to take as a result of its
inquiries?

Mr TONKIN replied:

I thank the member for Helena for
adequate notice of the question, which
I answer on behalf of the Minister for
Consumer Affairs.

(1) Yes.

(2) The department has taken legal
advice and is of the view that
some aspects of the operations of
Trump Card contravene the Pyra-
mid Sales Schemes Act. The con-
travention occurs when persons
are induced to make substantial
payments to the company for
cardholder application forms in
the expectation that they will re-
ceive benefits derived from the
recruitment of other persons to
become participants in the
scheme. The department is also
concerned about some aspects of
the promotional material dis-
tributed by the company and be-
lieves it to contravene the Trade
Descriptions and False Advertise-
ments Act.

(3) The department proposes to take
injunctive action against the
company to prevent it from en-
gaging in illegal activity under
the Pyramid Sales Schemes Act
and is considering prosecution ac-
tion under the Trade Descriptions
and False Advertisements Act.

ABATTOIR
Wyndhamn: Closure

317. Mr OLD, to the Premier

(1) Is he aware that the Wyndham
meatworks has closed?

(2) If so, is he concerned that there is no
intention on the part of the owners to
reopen the works?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Yes, I am aware that the
Wyndham meatworks has closed. I
was informed by telex-I think a copy
telex but perhaps an original, with
either a copy or the original having
been sent to the Minister responsible
for this matter. I understand from
reading the telex that it is a final de-
cision. I have not yet discussed with
the Minister responsible what action
might be taken, but I am confident
that, in the same way as this Govern-
ment was able to turn the Albany
meatworks situation completely
around, we will be able-

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am completely con-
fident that this Government has the
capacity and the determination to be
able to resurrect situations which, in
the view of the Opposition, are hope-
less.

PORTS AND HARBOURS

Mandural,: Sandbar

318. Mr READ, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is he aware that due to the low spring
tides, cray-fishing boats are unlikely to
be able to cross the Mandurah sandbar
at the opening of the cray-fishing
season?

(2) If so, what steps are being taken by the
department to remedy the situation?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes, l am aware of the situation.

(2) The Department of Marine and Har-
bours is arranging for dragline dredg-
ing of the ocean entrance commencing
before the end of this month so that
the crayfish ing vessels will be able to
cross the bar by 18 November.
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MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER
Ministerial Services Officer: Overtime

319. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) How much time off in lieu of overtime

worked did Mr Shervington take while
in Fiji?

(2) How much overtime worked by Mr
Shervington is still to be paid?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) I am sorry I do not have the

details. The Sydney Morning Herald
has already asked whether it can have
five to 10 minutes with me and I have
told The Sydney Morning Herald I am
opening a furniture display and then I
am going to Trinity College speech
night, and I will do my best to fit The
Sydney Morning Herald in when I can.
How many more times do I have to be
asked?

Mr MacKinnon: What has that to do with
the question?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member will
wait his turn.

Mr MacKinnon: When in trouble, change
the subject.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I amr not in trouble. I
cannot answer the question because I
do not know. I do not have a detailed
schedule of all the hours with me.

Mr MacKinnon: I would have thought you
would have a reasonable idea of how
much time off in lieu he took in Fiji.
Surely you would have to authorise it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I really do not know
the exact number of hours, and I do
not know how many hours left or ow-
ing in time off in lieu of overtime
there are. Surely the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition would not expect me
to have those details at my fingertips?

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Social Worker Pore Hedland

320. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for
Health:

The Minister will recall I wrote to him
earlier this year requesting that pro-
vision be made in this year's Budget
for the allocation of an additional
social worker for Port Hedland. Can
he advise whether funds have been
allocated in the Budget for this
position?

Mr HODGE replied:
I do recall the member writing to me
on several occasions about this matter.
When I was in Port Hedland earlier
this year I also received represen-
tations from several individuals and
organisations stressing the importance
of an additional social worker in the
town.
The community health centre in South
Hedland has only one social worker
whose case load is such tat many who
need assistance have to wait. I under-
took at that time to ensure that my
department's Budget submission
would include provision for a social
worker to be attached to the Port
Hedland Hospital.
I am pleased to advise that an amount
of $28 000 for salary plus $ 15 000 for
contingencies including a vehicle has
been provided in the Budget for a
social worker.
My department will soon be preparing
advertisements for the position and I
am hopeful that the position will be
filled by the end of the year or early
next year.

PLANNING: HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT
Scarborough: Spindrifler

321. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Planning:
I have given some brief notice of this
question, and I say by way of brief
preamble that the I 3-storey
Spindrifter residential development at
Scarborough was given planning ap-
proval-

Point of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is no room in

Standing Orders for preambles.
The SPEAKER: It is provided for in the

Standing Orders and the practice of
the House that a person asking a ques-
tion may-and I have allowed this to
be a one sentence preamble-indicate
to the Minister what the purpose of
his question is.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr CLARKO: This planning approval was
given on 9 November 1983. It
required no further State planning ap-
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provals. It was widely reported in the
media at the time, including The West
Australian, and therefore I ask-
(1) When did he first hear of this

project?
(2) Did he discuss the question of

high-rise development projects at
Scarborough in depth with his
planning officers or with mem-
bers of the MRPA prior to his an-
nouncement that no further
buildings above three storeys
would be allowed in the
Scarborough special beach devel-
opment zone?

(3) Was he informed at any such dis-
cussions of the details of all the
high-rise buildings that had
already been approved for this
area?

(4) Was the decision to apply the
three-storey limit made while he
was ignorant of the current
position of high-rise approvals in
this area?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) The answer is really in the mem-

ber's preamble. The City of Stirling
gave the approvals on 9 November
1983 and then subsequently the build-
ing licence on 8 November 1984, and
it did not require further approval. It
did not have to make application to
the State Government or the Minister
for Planning at the time. Therefore,
there, has been no official notification
to my planning officers or people in
my department with regard to that.
I have a regular meeting every week
with the Chairman of the MRPA, the
Chairman of the Town Planning
Board, and the Acting Town Planning
Commissioner; and we discussed
fairly extensively the moves I was
taking with regard to the City of
Stirling scheme. None of those people
advised me there were approvals
which were valid. That is not surpris-
ing because there had been no notifi-
cation by the City of Stirling to the
Town Planning Department or the
Government that it had given such ap-
proval. It has been said that this was
reported in The West Australian.

Mr Clarko: It was in every newspaper.

Mr PEARCE: There are not all that many
in Western Australia. The fact of the
matter is that when I went through the
business with the City of Stirling when
we put the limitation on high-rise, the
obligation to inform me lay quite
clearly with the City of Stirling. I had
a letter from the mayor which
indicated he accepted the Govern-
ment's restrictions on behalf of the
council and there would be no further
high-rise in that area.

That was the point at which there
could have been some official
notification to the Government of the
steps which the City of Stirling had
taken. He should have said, "All right,
we accept there will be no further
high-rise after the approvals we have
already given, but we ought to draw to
your attention the fact that we have
already given certain approvals."

The Mayor or Stirling was quoted in
the media at the time as having said
the council had only had three appli-
cations for high-rise, one of which had
lapsed, one was under construc-
tion-Observation City-and one was
pending. I saw that in the media, but I
understood "pending" to mean that
one approval was currently under con-
sideration. That is what pending
means. I assumed that any other ap-
provals which had been given had
lapsed. That was my understanding of
the situation. The City of Stirling did
nothing at all to disabuse me of that
fact. No doubt they were laughing be-
hind their hands and saying, "We
have got this bloke; he thinks there
will be no other high-rise but littledoes he know we have organised one
to come along."

Mr Clarko: I do not think that is fair. I do
not think they would object to telling
you the whole lot because there is
another one as well which was ap-
proved.

Mr Brian Burke: Can I ask you whether
you support the high-rise?

Mr Clarko: That is a separate question.

Mr Court: Will the Premier list high-rise
development in Scarborough as one of
the achievements of this Government?
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Mr PEARCE: That is rubbish too. The
member should go back to Daddy for
a bit more advice.
The situation is that we are looking
towards the issue; that is, should there
be high-rise at Scarborough or not?
Although I am sure this endless battle
that I in particular, and the Govern-
ment in general, have to have with the
City of Stirling makes for good read-
ing and probably will be produced as a
comic strip one of these days, the key
issue as far as we are concerned is
whether there should be high-rise at
Scarborough. We are quite firmly of
the view that there ought not to be.
Now I am finding out by dribs and
drabs that the City of Stirling has
already done it. Fortunately it has
done it incompetently, and it looks
like from the seeds of its incom-
petence will come the basis on which
we will be able to prevent the high-rise
development we are discussing and
any others the City of Stirling may
have approved without telling us.
I have written a letter today which will
go to the Mayor of Stirling tomorrow
seeking a clear statement of all the ap-
provals that the City of Stirling may
have given for high-rise in that area
without notifying the Government so
we can take appropriate steps. I do not
think it is reasonable for anyone to say
that because there was a picture or a
story in the paper a year Or two ago
the Government should take that on
board as official notification that cer-
tain developments were planned.
As I said, I first became officially
aware of this proposal on 1 October
when an approach was made to the
Western Australian Government by
the Foreign Investment Review Board
seeking our attitude to the proposed-

Mr Clarko: There is something wrong with
your system.

Mr PEARCE: There is nothing wrong with
the system. As the member's question
said, there was no official notification
by the City of Stirling to the Govern-
ment at any point with regard to ap-
provals which were given, and when
the City of Stirling and I were
discussing the matter it kept that in-
formation from me.

Mr Clarko: Every one of your planners
knew it was approved, and you should
have known before you made the de-
cision.

Mr PEARCE: That is untrue.
Mr Clarko: Ask the planners.
Mr PEARCE: I have.
Mr Hassell: You have had two years to

implement your policy.
Mr PEARCE: We are implementing it

now.
Let me tell the people of Scarborough
that a future Liberal Government will
allow high-rise buildings along the
beach front that will be higher than
the present buildings, and they will
stand shoulder to shoulder. The Oppo-
sition is being very coy about making
its position clear on high-rise build-
ings. It will not say whether it has a
policy against high-rise development,
while all of its party members on the
Stirling City Council, including the
present member for Mt Lawley, con-
sistently approve of high-rise develop-
ment.
That is the gulf that exists between the
City of Stirling and the Government.
We are opposed to high-rise on the
Scarborough beach front and we are
preventing that development. The Op-
position and the Stirling City Council
approve of it.

TOURISM
Swan Valley Tourist Bureau: Government

Assistance
322. Mr TROY, to the Premier:

Will the Premier please clarify the
support being made available to the
Swan Valley Tourist Bureau following
claims made in the Midland Echo on
21 October 1985 under the headline
"Still no support for Valley Tourist
Bureau"?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Yes. I would be happy to do so. I
would like to point out initially that
this fanciful effort to undermine cer-
tain aspects of the Swan Valley policy
was instigated by none other than the
Liberal candidate for Mundaring, Mr
Stephen Hart; this is despite a wide
level of acceptance by diverse sections
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of the affected community. However,
Mr Hart's claims following a meeting
of the Swan Shire cannot go
unanswered.
Mr Han's claim that the tourist bu-
reau, which is run by the Tourism
Council, was being financially ignored
by the State Government and the
Shire of Swan is incorrect. The State
Government's Swan Valley policy
clearly states that it "will provide ap-
propriate bodies such as the Swan Val-
Iey Tourism Council and the Shire of
Swan with financial resources necess-
ary for the promotion and develop-
ment of the district". The Govern-
ment gave credence to this commit-
ment by including the President of the
Tourism Council, Mr Clem Mulcahy,
on the local advisory body which ad-
vises the Government on how best to
spend the policy's funds. Moreover,
the Executive Director of the Tourism
Council, Mr Charles Eadon-Clarke,
has praised the Government for being
the first Government to acknowledge
the vast tourist potential of the Swan
Valley, and for showing initiative and
vision in its policies.
Mr Han's criticism of the Govern-
ment's commitment to undertake a
tourism plan for the valley is con-
fused. His claim that tourism would
be better served by the implemen-
tation of recommendations of three
studies already undertaken denies the
fact that two of those studies were
planning studies, and that the only
tourism study which has been
undertaken-the Shire of Swan's plan-
ning department tourism study of
May 1985-actually recommended
that a tourism plan be prepared. This
is precisely what the Government in-
tends to do.
An action plan is required to deter-
mine the most effective means of
implementing the recommendations
which have been made. Without such
a plan, development would occur in
an ad hoc and disorderly manner
which would ultimately result in wast-
age of precious public funds.
Mr Hart would do well to remember
that a maximum of $30 000 of the
$225 000 which has been allocated to
tourism in the Swan Valley is to be

spent on a tourism plan. The balance
of the funds will be exclusively used
for the development of tourist attrac-
tions.
Mr Hant's further claim that "the
commitment to developing tourism in
the area would be better served by al-
locating funds to the tourist bureau in
Midland" is misleading for two
reasons. Firstly, the Government
does, in fact, intend to provide
financial assistance to the tourist bu-
reau, as already stated in the first
paragraph. Secondly, the Tourism
Council is primarily concerned with
the promotion of attractions, rather
than the development of attractions,
and can therefore only benefit from
the Government's commitment to up-
grade existing attractions and fund
new developments.
By providing assistance to both the
promotional and developmental as-
pects of tourism in the valley, the
Government is creating dual benefits
for the local tourist industry.
Mr Hart would better serve his cause
if he adopted a more honest approach
and used facts when addressing public
meetings instead of spouting verbal
flights of fancy.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Overtime: Time Off

323. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Does the policy which applies to Mr

Shervington-that is, the ability to
take overtime in the form of pay or
time off in lieu-apply to other
Government drivers?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Mr Shervington is a minis-

Mr
Mr

terial services officer and as such was
appointed to a special position.

MacKinnon: Does he drive you?
BRIAN BURKE: Yes, but that is one
difference that I point out to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
I do not know whether drivers have
time off in lieu. Personally, I would
not be opposed to their having time
off in lieu if that suited them. It cer-
tainly suits Mr Shervington and the
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Government. I am sorry if that meets
with great disfavour in the eyes of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

ELECTORAL ENROLMENTS

Prosecutions

324. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

Should people who have in the past
not enrolled or notified changes of
their residential address be afraid to
enrol now because they feel they will
be prosecuted by the State Electoral
Department?

Mr TONKIN replied:

The Government has been concerned
to see that the electoral rolls are in
better shape than they were at the time
of the last election or of any election
prior to that. Members will be aware
that, as a result of the cooperative
agreement with the Commonwealth
Government, approximately 100000
extra people have put their names on
the rolls. However, the rolls are still
not perfect. Many people living in
Western Australia are still not on the
rolls.

Mr Hassell: After 21h years as Minister, the
rolls are actually still not perfect?

Mr TONKIN: I admit to that.

The people who come forward and en-
rol will not be prosecuted. It is policy
to try to get as many people as poss-
ible on the roll. Obviously it would be
counterproductive for the Govern-
ment to penalise people as they come
forward.

I assure the people of Western
Australia that if they are not on the
roll and if they come forward to enrol
they will not be prosecuted. Of course,
if they do not voluntarily come
forward and it is discovered that they
are not on the roll the statutory pen-
alty will be applied. I am hopeful, in
the months ahead, that more people
will put their names on the roll so that
a high percentage of Western
Australians will be correctly enrolled.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY

WA Institute of Technology: In vestments

325. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Will the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation be taking over the
management of surplus investment
funds of the Western Australian Insti-
tute of Technology?

(2) If "Yes", is this in accordance with
assurances he gave during the debate
on the Acts Amendment (Financial
Administration and Audit) Hill about
taking funds off those bodies?

(3) Did the WADC win this work by com-
petitive tender?

(4) Why has the Government decided to
take this business off the private sec-
tor managers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(t) to (4) Sometimes]I do not believe my
ears. The first part of the question
asked whether the WADC is to carry
out investment activities of WAIT.
The last pant of the question asks
whether the work was won by com-
petitive tender.

Mr Court: That is fight. I said, "If 'Yes',
did it win the work by competitive
means?"

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am sorry, I did not
hear that part. I said at the start that I
was unsure about believing my ears
because I did not think the member
for Nedlands, with his financial acu-
men, would have phrased a question
that way.

The answer to the question is that I do
not know. The point should be made
once again that the Opposition has
always been at pains to try to point
out to the Government that it should
not instruct or in any way cause the
WADC to take action to follow
Government policy or to presume
what policy might be and to act in a
certain manner. Believe it or not, that
is the case.

As the Minister responsible for the
WADC, I am not asked about invest-
ment decisions. That is the intent and
the meaning of the Act as it was
amended by the Opposition.

(92)
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Mr Court: We debated the amendment Bill
only two weeks ago and we brought up
these matters. Are you going to take
the funds away and bring them under
your responsibilities? Will you take
the WAIT funds and manage them
through the WADC?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have been issued
with no instructions in respect of the
WAIT funds. I do not know of any
change in practice affecting the WAIT
funds. All of those things are without
my knowledge. In terms of the
example the member for Nedlands has
given I stand completely blameless of
contradicting anything that was said
during the debate on that Bill.
I underline the point again because
the member for Nedlands seems so
keen to stress the need for the separ-
ation of powers and authority at the
same time as he continually tries to
say that I should be in a position to
know things that should only be
known to me if that separation did not
exist. That is what I am trying to say.

If the member wants to put the ques-
tion on the Notice Paper I will refer it
to the Under Treasurer first and then
to the WADC to obtain an answer for
him. I do not know the answer to the
question and I am simply trying to
emphasise that I should not be
expected to know the answer, es-
pecially by the people who moved
heaven and earth to distance the
WADC from the instruction of the
Government.

WATER RESOURCES
Restrictions: Metropolitan Area

326. Mr READ, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

Would the Minister please advise if
there are likely to be water restrictions
in the metropolitan area this summer
and would he also advise of the cur-
rent water levels in the appropriate
hills storage dams?

Mr TONKIN replied:

A great deal of interest has been
shown recently as to the position of
the dams and whether we will need to
have any kind of water restrictions

this summer. I can assure members
that as far as the metropolitan area is
concerned there will not be any re-
strictions this summer.

Unfortunately, I cannot say the same
thing about some of the remote areas
of Western Australia because in some
places the rains have not been as good
as expected. In fact, in some places
restrictions were put in place this
week.

The Government is concerned that
people should conserve water. One of
the concerns we have at the moment is
the way in which people seem to think
that groundwater is not a finite re-
source and, therefore, it should be
used and wasted. It is pant of the total
water resources of the metropolitan
area and I hope that people will begin
to realise that whether they pay di-
rectly for their water or not, it is still a
rare resource. It is antisocial to be
watering lawns when it is raining
heavily. I might add that water re-
charge does not occur, and in some
cases where people say that it does not
really matter if they water while the
rain is falling because the water will be
returned, I advise that not all of it is.

I stress that people should regard
water as a precious resource and try
not to waste it. They should water sen-
sibly. The Water Authority of Western
Australia does provide advice to
people who wish to improve their
watering methods- That advice is
freely available and I believe with this
type of programme of education we
will increasingly preserve water.

It is in the interests of people to con-
serve water, not only because it would
cost less in a direct sense, but also be-
cause with less demand upon our re-
sources we are able to put off the
building of dams in the future. Of
course, that will reduce the Govern-
ment's borrowing needs and, there-
fore, the interest rate burden which
has a good effect upon rates. It is in
everyone's interest, for many reasons,
to conserve water as much as they can.
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ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation: Federal

327. Mr BRADSHAW, ta the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal
Affairs:
(1) Is he aware that the Federal Govern-

ment is still considering national land
rights legislation as reported in this
morning's The West Australian?

(2) Does he support this proposed legis-
lation?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) I have not read the article in this

morning's paper. I do not take the in-
formation on which I act from the
newspapers so whether I read it or not
would not have made any difference.

(2) No.

PARLIAMENT WEEK
Member for Gascoyvne:- Part icipation

328. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
(1) Why was my name omitted from the

advertisement listing MPs who had
supported Parliament Week when I
responded to a request I received from
the organisers seeking my cooperation
to arrange a meeting in my electorate
with young people?

(2) Is he aware that although I responded
to this request I was not contacted
again and I heard nothing further
from the organisers?

(3) Who paid for that advertisement?
(4) Does he agree t hat it was most unfair

that some members were dis-
criminated against in this way by the
advertisement?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) to (4) Some members have indicated

to me that their names were omitted
from that advertisement, and that
applies to members from both sides of
the House.
I have spoken to the coordinator
about this matter and he informed me
that the information for that adver-
tisement was based upon members let-
ting people know of their involve-
ment. All members were written to
and asked to let the coordinator know
if they were active in Parliament

Week. Those who wrote back and said
they were doing such and such had
their names included in the advertise-
ment. Unfortunately, although some
members were participating quite a
deal in Parliament Week they did not
let the coordinator know.
It is unfortunate, and I have spoken
about it to the coordinator. I will look
at the procedures to see if they can be
improved, but I do not see any way in
which an accurate advertisement
could be put in the newspapers unless
members cooperate and let the coordi-
nator know to what degree there has
been cooperation.

Mr Watt: Why did you need the advertise-
ment anyway?

Mr TONKIN: One of the main thrusts of
Parliament Week is to draw to the at-
tention of people the importance of
Parliament and to get people to coop-
erate. When there is a week in which a
lot of people are interested-a great
deal of interest was shown-people
want to know how the week went and
they really do want to be informed. If
something fizzles out and there is no
report on it at all people ask, "What
happened to Parliament Week?"
It is important for people to realise
that it was a successful week, and the
advertisement was one way of letting
people know that.
Regarding the question about the pay-
ment of the advertisement there was
an amount allocated in the Budget for
Parliament Week, which members will
find in the Budget papers.

MINISTER FOR THE ENVIRONMENT
Powers

329. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Does the Minister have the power to

stop construction work on the Hillarys
boat harbour once it is commenced, if
he finds that the work will have an
unacceptable affect on the environ-
ment?

(2) If "No", does the Minister have any
responsibility for environmental mat-
ters once the advice of his department
has been passed to the Ministers for
Planning and Works?
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(3) What action is the Minister able to
take if it is found that initial advice
given by his department to other Min-
isters is incorrect?

Mr DAVIES replied:
I remind the House that on three oc-
casions I have explained to the mem-
ber the circumstances regarding the
power I have under the Environmen-
tal Protection Act.
(1) No, I do not have any power,

either before or after construction
starts, to interfere with or stop
any work.

(2) The decision in regard to these
things remains precisely the re-
sponsibility of the Minister con-
cerned. It always has been under
the member's Government and it
remains so under this Govern-
ment. As much as I would person-
ally like to interfere at times, I
certainly do not because I know I
do not have the power. I hope
that that is understood.

(3) If there is any evidence that the
decision has been arrived at be-
cause of incorrect information or
data, then I certainly have the re-
sponsibility to draw the attention
of the recommending auth-
ority-the EPA-to such a differ-
ence in information which has
come to hand compared with the
data or information which was
available and from which the de-
cision was made.

If the member has any infor-
mation in that regard I ask him to
send it to me and I will pass it on.
Alternatively, he can send it di-
rectly himself.

I remind the member that all the
experts who have said that the
wrong decision was made have
been contacted by my colleague,
the Minister for Planning. I think
the Japanese professor said he
was embarrassed-I quoted his
comments in the House some
time ago-that the report in The
West Australian turned out as it
did because it was not what he
said. Other people have been
written to and invited to submit
any firm evidence they have. I be-
lieve that one person replied and
said he was generalising and I
think the other fellow has not re-
plied.

I do not in any way say that these
people do not have expertise in
these fields, but when they be-
come instant experts on one par-
ticular problem, without doing
their homework, their opinions
are a little suspect.

We have taken every opportunity
to seek additional information,
but none has come forward. If the
member has any new information
we would be delighted to hear
from him. I ask him to either put
up or shut up.
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